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Abstract. We consider a Calabi-Yau compactification paradigm with three light
generations and an R-symmetry. From a special form of the Tian—Yau manifold,
we also construct a new three-generation model with markedly different phenom-
enology. The complete spectrum of all light matter fields is obtained in a universal
way and moreover in a physically suitable basis, allowing a straightforward
analysis of all their couplings. Here we discuss all the renormalizable Yukawa
couplings. This computation can equally well be repeated for all compactification
models based on Calabi-Yau complete intersections in products of homogeneous
spaces.

1. Introduction

The main purpose of this article is to provide a comprehensive presentation of the
cohomology techniques of exact and spectral sequences (TESS for short) [1-4]
with the aid of which the complete light matter sector for a large class of Calabi-
Yau string compactifications can be computed. In principle, this includes all the
couplings and here we exemplify this by discussing the renormalizable terms; more
general results and especially non-renormalizable couplings are reported in [5].

In this article, we focus on a construction that features a discrete R-symmetry.
The reason for this is twofold. Firstly, it has been argued recently [6] that the
R-symmetry in this model ensures the existence of a flat direction in the field space
which allows a deformation of the model in which the initial E5 gauge-symmetry is
broken to SO(10) or even SU(5). Here we show that, upon inclusion of all light
matter superfields, this deformation indeed is possible; a more complete analysis
will be given in ref. [5]. In addition, we find two distinct three-generation models
obtained following the Tian—Yau construction [7], one of which exhibits several
phenomenologically interesting effects. They differ in the discrete symmetries of the
interactions among the matter superfields.

* On leave of absence from the “Ruder Boskovi¢” Institute, Zagreb, Croatia
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Our technique, TESS, is universally valid for any complex compact manifold
A (Calabi-Yau or not) embedded in a product of so-called flag-spaces

N U(N)
IFM ..... ”f~{U(n1)X"'XU(nf)}’

by means of a system of homogeneous holomorphic polynomial constraints. For
immediate physics application and to avoid challenging the readers’ patience with
overly complicated notation, we discuss a particular Calabi-Yau manifold con-
structed as the space of solutions to a system of three constraints (2.2) in IP3 x P}
[7]. Members of this deformation class have been used to construct possibly
realistic string compactification models [8-10] and our present study is also meant
to provide further physically interesting information.

All heterotic superstring models in 3 + 1-dimensional spacetime with an “inter-
nal” Calabi~Yau space .# contain chiral superfields which are massless at the
compactification scale M. They come in 1-1 correspondence with certain har-
monic forms on .. In addition to the moduli superfields and the universally
present superfield containing the dilaton and the axion, compactification gives rise
to chiral superfields (and clearly their antichiral CPT conjugates also) which stem
from the Eg Yang—Mills supermultiplet and which we collectively label as “matter.”
Up to E¢ symmetry breaking effects, the matter superfields occur in 27s, 27*s and
1s of Eg, corresponding respectively to Z,-, 7-, and End J,-valued (Dolbeault)
1-forms on /.

The matter superfields and their couplings have been analyzed in much detail
for several particular models, but only in part. Often, and certainly in the present
case, the 27s can be represented faithfully by the popular technique of polynomial
deformations, with which the (27%) couplings [11] can also be computed. TESS
consistently generalizes this [3].

For the Tian-Yau manifold [7], the 27*s can be parametrized and the (27*3)
Yukawa couplings computed using the geometry of certain exceptional lines [12].
This is also true of some 45 similar examples [13] and several more models
scattered in the literature. Often much can be learned merely from symmetry
considerations, for which a cunning use of the “fixed point” and “hyperplane”
theorems of Lefschetz will do the trick [9]. TESS is in complete agreement with
these special techniques but is much more widely applicable.

Until recently, the 1s have eluded analysis and only a lower bound on their
multiplicity was known [14]. In describing them, polynomial deformations are
notoriously incomplete [15, 16, 17] and the Lefschetz theorems are of no use since
End 7, is a self-dual bundle. Again, TESS is effective but, for complete results, we
have to go beyond the description in ref. [3, 4, 15] and, as in ref. [16, 17], employ
the identification

U+
T U xU(n)

n

and also make extensive use of the U(n) tensor algebra.!
The main concrete result of this article is the parametrization of all 27s, 27 *s
and 1s — on the same footing and moreover in a physically suitable basis. Hence, all

! This ingenious technique is remembered as “advanced magic” in Cambridge, England, where it
was conceived by Michael Eastwood [2]; we are grateful to the Master for teaching us
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the (273), (27*3), (13) and (27-27*+1) Yukawa and also many non-perturbative
couplings can be analyzed easily. We determine many of these merely by using
symmetries and use this to check our generalization of the Yukawa coupling
computation of ref. [11]; the complete determination of all couplings requires
further study however [5].

Before we proceed, a remark is in order. Ultimately, all of the matter superfields
are supposed to acquire realistic masses and this is clearly a model dependent issue.
However, many of the 1s are expected to become massive in a model-independent
way, through the world sheet instanton effects [ 18] whence their mass is schemati-
cally

mNMcexp{—Mpl/Mc} . (11)

One would expect the compactification mass-scale M to be roughly of the order of
the Planck mass and the 1s would appear phenomenologically irrelevant. How-
ever, due to the exponential, m is very sensitive to the ratio Mp/Mc; even a small
gap of just one or two orders of magnitude between Mp, and M (which is expected
anyway, for several different reasons) can bring m into a phenomenologically
interesting range. Since the Yang-Mills charged matter superfield 27-27* pairs
couple directly to the 1s, the latter must not be ignored. Moreover, they may have
a desirable phenomenological impact [19, 20].

Understanding that spectral sequences appear novel, hence possibly intimidat-
ing and to avoid cluttering the main part of the article, we have deferred most of the
technical details and some instructive sample computations to the appendices.
A review of the basic notation, the definition of the particular Calabi—Yau manifold
considered here and an introduction to some of the basics of TESS is however
collected in Sect. 2. The skilled reader will no doubt skip this section but the
majority will, we hope, find it useful.

In Sect. 3, we use TESS to parametrize the 27 and the 27* matter superfields
while the 1s are parametrized in Sect. 4. A brief discussion of the two distinct
three-generation models spans Sect. 5. For future reference, we also discuss the
restrictions which the R-symmetry puts on the Yukawa couplings.

In Sect. 6, we relate the TESS parametrization of 27s to the polynomial
deformations of Ref. [11] (see also ref. [9, 21]) and discuss the computation of the
(273) Yukawa couplings. In Sect. 7, we use symmetries to determine most of the
(27*3) Yukawa couplings and then relate the TESS parametrization of 27*s to the
exceptional lines used in ref. [12, 13]. Using this correspondence, we evaluate all
these Yukawa couplings, providing that a suitable generalization of the (273)
coupling formula [11] applies to (27*3) too.

In Sect. 8, we use the advantage of the TESS parametrization: we can use
discrete symmetries to determine many of the (13) and the (27 - 27*- 1) couplings.
We also note the relation to the computation of ref. [11], providing a universally
applicable generalization. Section 9 contains our concluding remarks and dis-
cussion.

2. The Manifold and the Technique

The family of Tian—Yau manifolds [7] is constructed as a family of embeddings in

def 3 3 _ U(4)
W < PIxP3, 1P3_{——U(l)xU(3)}, 2.1)
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by means of a system of three holomorphic homogeneous equations. In this article,
we discuss the particular choice

f)=(x"+ (x> +(x*)*+(x**=0,
gx) =0+ + )P+ =0,
h(x,y)=x'y' + x2y? + x3y3=0. (2.2)

By x' (y') we denote the homogeneous coordinates of the first (second) IP? factor.
By Proposition 2 of [22], the choice (2.2) yields a smooth manifold; for the sake of
completeness, we include the proof in Appendix A. Interestingly, this choice
appears to have been omitted in the classification of ref. [23]; in fact it possesses
symmetries that none of the models in that classification do.

Our objective is to find suitable representatives of the matter 27s, 27*s and 1s,
i.e., the corresponding elements of H!(.#, 7,), H(M, T;*) and H' (4, End F,).
We will express these in terms of readily available geometrical data on #". To this
end, we have to (1) relate the bundles ,, 7,* and End Z, to bundles over #, (2)
determine the required cohomology on .# in terms of that on #" and (3) find all
required cohomology on #. The actual computation then proceeds in reverse
order.

2.1. 7, from Bundles over # . The first of these tasks is accomplished by using the
short exact sequence

0— Ty~ Tyl 4y~ 6l 4—0, (2.3)
where
E¥ s @606, (24)

Each hypersurface in the bundle & (over #7) is defined by a homogeneous
polynomial of the degree of f, while &, and &, correspond similarly to polynomials
of the degree of g and h, respectively. | , denotes the restriction to .#. We will also
use the dual of (2.3),

0 E*| g — TFly— > T 0 (2.5)

and sequences obtained by tensoring either of these with various bundles over #".

In general, a sequence of maps and spaces is exact if the kernel? of every map is
the image of the preceding one. Indeed, i embeds J, in J, and annihilates only
0eJ, (to preserve the additive group structure of tangent vectors). j is the
projection transversal to .# and annihilates all vectors in | , which are tangen-
tial to .# — precisely the image of i. Being a projection, j covers all of £| , — precisely
what the right-most map annihilates. The exactness of the sequence (2.3) is equiva-
lent to the assertion that & |, = {Jy| 4/ T4 }. Note: | 4 is the direct sum of 7, and
&) 4 only differentiably, not holomorphically; any metric in which 7, and &|, are
orthogonal invariably fails to be hermitian.

2 The kernel of a map consists of all the elements which are annihilated by it
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It is a basic fact (p. 40 of Griffiths and Harris in ref. [1]) that a short exact
sequence such as (2.3) induces an accompanying long exact cohomology sequence

0—— HO(M, Ty)—> H(M, Ty)—> HO(M, &)
o HY( M, Ty) — HY(M, Fy) —— H (M, &)

LIS (2.6)
and this is what we shall be using throughout.

2.2. Harmonic Forms on M from those on #. The second task is to obtain forms
on ./ from the cohomology on #. Let O, and @, denote the (sheaves of)
holomorphic functions (scalars) on #  and .#, respectively. The restriction

0, 4 Oy)4= 0, will prove to be of key importance.

& is a line bundle over IP3. This means that to every point x € IP3, it associates
a C'-like vector space, which varies holomorphically as x sweeps through IP3.
Now, & is chosen to correspond to polynomials @ (s X*x°x¢, of the same type as
f(x). Then, at any particular point in IP3, the fibre of & is generated by the
(C-number) value of such cubics, each of which simply corresponds to another
point in €*-like fibre. The number of inequivalent cubics ¢ )X *x?x° (considering
now the x* as global coordinates over IP3) is a related but different issue, telling the
dimension of the space of global holomorphic sections of &;. Because of this
relation, one says that the line bundle & is generated by its sections and is hence
represented by totally symmetric covariant tensors such as @gp).

The dual bundle, £7%, is then formally represented by contravariant tensors,
¢ such that we have the natural contraction (scalar product)

(Do) & ¢ @ ey Oy Let ¢, y(*7) and 5% be general elements of &*,
&5, and &F, respectively.
Contracting &* with the triple ¢ = (f,, g, h,),> we obtain, for 4, u, ve C,
(fas 9> By ) (Ad*, wy*, v *) = A1 > + ulylgy + v<inlhyeOy . (2.7)

Thus, in the sequence
e*—50,-250,—0, (2.8)

the map provided by contraction with & = (f,g,, h,) covers all of 0, where
¢+ 0,i.e., at all points of (#" — ). Therefore, o vanishes there and so does @ ,. At
M = W however, the triple of polynomials ¢ vanishes and the map ¢ is null,
whence o identifies 0 , with 0| ,, the restriction of 0., to /.

To complete this sequence to the left, note that the map £ has a kernel. In fact,
all complex linear combinations of

(= <r19>9%, <DL 5%, 0) ({nlh)@*, 0, — (1 Hn), O, — <nlhdy*, {ylgon™),

3 In this section, we use the star “x” in the sub- or superscript merely to remind the reader of the
position of the indices; it must not be confused with the symbol *, which denotes the dual
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in &*, are annihilated by contraction with &; such triples span ker (6* > ©,,). The
very same elements of &* are also obtained from
N E*=EXNEYDEFANEFDEF A EF (2.9)

by mapping through & To see this, note that A2&* is represented by linear
combinations of

0 o*y* 0 0 0 —o¢*p* 0 0 0
— p*y* 0 0 |, 0 0 0 , |0 0 y*p*
0 0 0 o*n* 0 0 0 —9y*p* 0

(the antisymmetry of the wedge product, A, accounts for the alternating signs).
Then, for example,

0 ¢*y* 0
(fosGur )= | —d*y* 0 0 |=(=<yg>9d*,<o|f>v*,0).
0 0 0

Iterating this procedure, we obtain the Koszul complex, represented by the (sheaf-)
exact sequence

Q

0—— A3+ 55 A26% S, 6% %50, O,—0.  (2.10)

This sequence relates holomorphic functions (scalars) on .# (0 ,) to quantities
defined entirely on #7; the analogous will also be true if we tensor the whole
sequence with a vector bundle over #7, such as 7, or &.

However, unlike (2.3) which accompanied by (2.6), (2.10) is not accompanied by
an exact cohomology sequence. The derived cohomology groups can again be
arranged in analogy to (2.6)

A3E* AZE* E* Oy 0,
HO(W, A26%) HO(W, A26%) HO(W, &%) HO(W) | HO(M)
HY W, A6%) HAW, A26%) HY(W,&%) H (W) |H'(M)

2.11)

but there is no analogue of ,. Instead, there will now be maps (“differentials” d;)
that act i + 1 steps to the right and i steps up the chart. The “horizontal” maps,
such as in (2.6), are the i = 0 case thercof. From the action of these maps, the
cohomology in the right-most column is determined in terms of the cohomology
groups which appear in the lower left quadrant of (2.11).

In practice, one starts from (2.11), called the 0'" level of the spectral sequence.
The action of the differentials d; is then found, order by order in i, and one passes to
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cohomology quotients
{ow: diw =0}/{w' =da}}

in the lower left quadrant of (2.11). It should be obvious that this sequence
of approximations converges for some i < 3; when i > 3, even for the entries
in the left-most column, the maps would point out of the lower left quadrant
of (2.11).

Now, contributions to H4(.#) consist only of d;-closed (modulo d;-exact) forms,
for all i. In practice, we advance order by order in i cancelling out all pairs d;a = f.
What remains, abuts to HY(.#) according to

{HI* (W, Ak&*), Vk: “di-closed/d-exact”, Vi} = HY(M) . (2.12)

Appendix C provides more details. The collection of such contributions does
not form a direct sum in HY(.#) but this will be of little consequence for
our purposes; nevertheless, following ref. [2], we shall use the ‘4’ symbol instead
of ‘@’.

The astute reader will have noticed that computations employing the long exact
cohomology sequences (2.6), and even more so the spectral sequences (2.11), rest
upon the ability to discern the action of several maps. This otherwise hopeless taks
is however straightforwardly accomplished using the coset representation of P>
(2.1) and U (4) and U (3) tensor algebra. (More details can be found in Appendix B,
ref. [16] and ref. [2].)

2.3. A Quick Example. Before we engage in the computations of H'(.#, ),
HY(M,T;) and H (M, End F,), let us quickly examine the spectral sequence

accompanying the “bare” Koszul complex (2.10).
To begin with, we rewrite (2.10) in the Young tableau notation described in

Appendix B:
11000 11000
—
<4 OOO%X¥1 000>
41000 //4 000 01000 01000
00— —> Em—
4 000~\\1 000:><3 000 //,()ooo
31000 31000
—
31000 0l000

0, ——0. 2.13)

N

The compound Young-tableau notation which we use specifies the homogeneous
bundles over P2 x IP? as follows. The upper (lower) row corresponds to P2 (IP3).
Reading each of these from left to right, we list the U(1) charge and then the
number of boxes in the lower, middle and upper row of the corresponding U (3)
Young-tableau.

Using the “tic-tac-toe” algorithm (Appendix B), we find that the cohomology
on IP3 x P* vanishes for most of the bundles occurring in (2.13). In fact, there are
only two non-vanishing contributions and the 0 level of the spectral sequence



64 P. Berglund, T. Hiibsch and L. Parkes

accompanying (2.13) is

/\35* /\Zéa* &* (911/ (9‘/{
0000 .

0 0 0 (0000>...> HO()

0 0 0 0 H(M)

0 0 0 0 H*(M)

0 0 0 RSSO » H3(M)
0 0 Qe 0 =
0 0. 0 0 =

1111\,

(1 11 1) 0 0 0 =

It is easy to see that there can be no non-trivial differentials d, here. (Acting k + 1
steps to the right and k steps up, for every k =0, . . ., 3, all d;’s have zero domain
or zero image.)

Using the relation (2.12), depicted in the above diagram by the dotted arrows,
and that H>Y.#) = HY (M, O ,), we tecover

HO V()= H>*(M)=0,
dim HO () = dim H*3 () = 1

000 .
Moreover, H () = ( 000 8) is represented by complex scalars while
0,3 1111 abcd ,afyd
H®3(M) = 1111 ~ {Ae®le® JeC} . (2.14)

Now we recall the formula from ref. [11]

0—§§4§ Eabea X AXP dx dxe,p,5y* dyP dy? dy®

[y TgTh F(x)g(y)h(x,y)

for the holomorphic (3, 0)-form, where I'; is a contour in IP?>xP? around the
hypersurface f(x) = 0, I'; around g(y) = 0 and I', around h(x, y) = 0. As a tensor,
Q is represented by its tensor coefficient ggcq £44,5. (The three-fold contour integra-
tion is necessary to reduce the (6, 0)-form on P3 x IP? to a (3, 0)-form on .# while
division by f(x), g(y) and h(x, y) creates poles precisely at .#, so that the integrals
are non-vanishing and are readily evaluated by residues.)

Comparing the relations (2.15) and (2.14), we see that the duality between the
holomorphic (3, 0)-form and the antiholomorphic (0, 3)-form is reflected in the
contravariancy of the two respective tensor coefficients,
abcdgaﬁyé .

(2.15)

Eabcdapys UV-S. €

A remark is in order here. One of the purposes of finding explicit tensor
representatives of the various cohomology groups is to obtain their transformation
properties under the symmetries of ./#. Typically, the action of these symmetries on
M stems from their action on P xIP2. Now, a symmetry of P2 x P} will be
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a symmetry of ./ even if the defining polynomials f(x), g(y) and h(x, y) are not left
invariant but change only by a multiplicative complex number. It would thus
appear that we would always need to find the complete integral fepresentation
such as (2.15) for the various forms. Fortunately, this will not be necessary, by
virtue of the fact that the coordinates of the embedding space are defined only up to
overall scaling. We have that, for example,

n.(xt, x%, x3, x*) = (wx!, x2, x3, x*) = (02x!, 0x?, wx3, wx*)
> (x!, w?x?, 0?x3, w?x*),
and either of the three equivalent actions can be used. For all the symmetries of the
model we consider here, one of these equivalent actions will leave f(x), g(y) and
h(x, y) invariant. With this in mind, it should be clear that the various forms are
indeed unambiguously represented merely by the tensor coefficients which we shall
list. The interested reader should have no problem establishing the complete

integral formula in each case.
Finally, we shall also use Serre duality

Hq(X’ ’V)* — HdimX—ll(X’ «/‘* ® fX) s

where #y & det 7y is the canonical bundle of the manifold X. Since in our case

-1 -1 -1 —1
= 1
Ay <_1)_1 _q _1>[6]and

<abcd *_(—d —c —b —a>
afpyd) \ =6 —y —p —a )’

taking the dual of the Serre duality formula and replacing ¥~ with ¥” *, we obtain

H%ﬂ4~q=H*%ﬂJq*®<iiii>. (2.16)

3. Charged Matter

We first determine representatives for the 27s and the 27*s, i.e., for elements of
HY(M,T,)and H'(M, T }). Now, the former of these and H?(.#, 7 ), which is
dual H!(., T), occur in the sequence (2.6) and are related thereby to the 7, -
and &-valued cohomology on .#. These, in turn, are determined using the spectral
sequences obtained from (2.13) when tensored, one by one, with each irreducible
component in

-3]000 0/000 —-1]/000
g“( 0’000>@<—3|000>@<—11000)’

—-1(001 0/]000

a_ =

I ( 0 000>@<—1’001>‘ 3.5
For each of these five bundles, repeated use of the “tic-tac-toe” algorithm in
Appendix B allows one to obtain the 0™ level of the accompanying spectral
sequence. Following then the spectral sequence algorithm in Appendix C, it is
straightforward to determine the cohomology on .#, valued in the five bundles

in (3.1):
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Bundle Non-vanishing cohomology on .#
—-31000 I 0000 N -3000 —-2000\1°
H®={ cok =
0000 L 0000 0000 1111/,
01000 i 0000 N 0000 1111\!
H® =] cok =
—-3]1000 L 0000 -3000 -2000/,,
—-1]000 i 0000 _n —1000
H° = cok
—-1]000 L 0000 —-1000
—-1]001 —100 1)\ 0001 1111\
H0= 1 2
01000 0000/, 1111 1111/,
0]000 0000\! 1111 1111\
HC = H! = H? =
—-1]{001 —1001/ 4 0001 1111/,

The cokernel of a map 4 >

B/E(A).

B, denoted cok(¢), is defined to be the quotient

Plugging these into the long exact sequence (2.6), we immediately find

0> H3M,T,) - 0, =

HM, Ty) = H**(M) =0

as expected, since b, 3 = 0. The rest of the sequence does not break up this easily:

(
(

0— H(M, Ty)—

Jjo

—)Hl(%a .9:;{) —

—>H2(%,%)—*2<

—-1001
0000

0000
—-1000

)
)

0001
~3000) _

0001 ~2000
1111/ 111

J1
1111 1111
0000 —2000
1111
1111)—-»0 (3.2)
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To save some space, we often stack Young tableaux instead of writing a direct sum.

It is the explicit information encoded in the Young tableaux which enables us to
determine the action of the maps j, and j,. The action of j; is discerned from
considering

0001\ , (=2000Y . 5. .
(1111) < 1111>'ﬁm-(8 D)= (e )

With our choice of f,, this clearly assigns ¢*+— @), @ = 1,2, 3, 4, annihilating

none of the ¢*. The analogous is true of the “other half” of j; and we conclude that
Jj1 has no kernel, whence the long exact sequence (3.2) breaks up so that its second

row becomes
0001 —2000"
1111 , 1111
..— HY M, Ty)— 0, 0— L —_—
1111 1111
0001 —-2000
On the other hand, the cokernel of j,

~20001 (000 1)4] o 1111\ 1111\
1111), 1111 ), (s —2000/,0/ 9\ 0001/,

1
contributes to H?(, T,) along with 2( 1 from the fourth row. Since

—

1
1
H*(M,T,)is dual to H (M, T jf) = H*1(M), we can derive our parametrization
of the (1, 1)-forms on .# by taking duals. For example,

—20001°f00014*
1111/, 1111/,
11131°f 0111\*
=| ker — .
0000/, 0000/,

The results are collected in Table 1.

~—
2»—»—

Table 1. Contributions to H'(.#, 7,¥) = H'(.#) and representatives

Contribution to cohomology Representatives (total of 14)
1113\ , /70111\*
ker — e f e = 0lg x {ep, a % b
<0000>1 <0000>1 {¢ f;zbc(b }6 {¢ }6
0000)"* 0000\!
ker LN £pP: g g =0l & {edP), o +
(1113>10 (0111)4 (26 0.5,86 ) = O} ~ {20V, + B

000037 (00003 {(Jody}2  (Kéhler f P? xP?)
x3 ahler forms on I} X
0000/, \0000/, v ’
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Since ker j; = 0, the first part of the long exact sequence (3.2) breaks off:
—-1001
0000
0000
—-1000
B 3001\ 7]
/ 0000
—1000
—-1001

o cok3<0000>—>
0001
-3000 /

0_—}H0(ﬂ’=0/-.l{)_-)

0000 .

—HY(M#,7,) —0.

Consider again “half” of the action of j:

-3000
—f’< >3f(abc/14)a'—’(ﬁ(bcd) s

~1001 0000
tr[A]=1,=0.
0000 —
" 1000 bl
LN .
_IOOO'aad Do »

No component of 4,° is annihilated by both fand h and since the analogous is true
of the “other half” of j,, kerj, = H°(.#, J,) vanishes. H'(.#,J,) is then the
combined cokernel of j,.

Unlike the situation with H2(.#, ,), this time there is an ambiguity. The
cokernel of the combined mapping j, =f+ g + h is parametrized by

D (abe) = D(abe) + Off:zbc + j’(adf})cd) )
(Pap ; q)aﬂ + ehhaﬂ + iabhbﬂ + }.ﬂahaa 5
Papy) = Papy) + Oggaﬂy + 'l(aéfﬂyé) . (3-3)

We can use the three §’s and the two traceless matrices 4,° and 4,” to “gauge away”
a total of 33 components among the 20 + 16 + 20 in {P(abe)> Paps Piapy) - All
particular choices are equivalent and they lead to a variety of equivalent represen-
tatives for this cokernel; Table 2 lists one of them. Note that any two tensor
components which are equivalent representatives of the quotient (3.3) necessarily
transform identically under any symmetry of .#. Indeed, this is a general feature of
all equivalence relations and follows from the covariance of the U (n)-tensor
algebra. However, the opposite is not necessarily true, i.e. tensor components which
transform the same do not have to be equivalent.
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Table 2. Contributions to H*(.#, 7,) ~ H*>'(.#) and representatives

Contribution to cohomology Representatives® (total of 23)

<_1 00 1>15 ! <_3 00 0)20 {‘f’(abc)g%bc""1(adfbcd)}4z

0000 >{ 0000 {‘9(123)’ P124) ‘P(134)"p(234)}4
3 0000\, ™/ ~1000 { i
co _ ~
O 0 0 0 . . (pua q’aa aaS 15

><‘—1000

g9

h

< 0000)1 P < 0000)15 {(p(aﬂy);(p(am+l(a“gﬁ76,}4z
15 1

-1001 -3000 {@u2 Puzey Puizer Paante

¢ The slanted h maps induce a variety of equivalent representatives; see text

4. Chargeless Matter

While conceptually the same as the foregoing, the computation of H'(.#, End ;)
is much more tedious and involved for several reasons. Firstly, since End 7, is the
bundle of traceless endomorphisms of 7, it is found in the product

Iy®IF=EndI,®C. 4.1)
Related to this, we quote the following general result

Theorem [24]. For a stable holomorphic vector bundle ¥~ over a compact projective
manifold X,

HO(X,End¥') =0

Since the tangent bundle of a Calabi-Yau manifold is stable, H°(.#, End 7,,) = 0
Because End .7, is self-dual and the first Chern class of .# vanishes, (i.e., £, ~ C),
by Eq. (2.16) HY(.#,End 7,) is dual to H3* %(#,End 7,) so q = 0, 1 suffices.
Then, by Eq. (4.1),

HO(M),

HY( 4, Bnd7y). +P

HY(M, Ty ® I4*) = H)(M,End T,) ® HI(M, C)={
For q = 1, we have used that H'(.#, C) = 0 for manifolds of precisely SU(3)
holonomy. In view of these relations, we shall compute the 7, ®  * -valued
cohomology and determined H *(.#, End 9y) from there. We emphasue%owever

that our computations do not rely on the above theorem, in fact we prove it for our
particular case.

4.1. Polynomial Deformations. Before we proceed with the spectral sequences, let
us recall the deformation theoretic result for H!(.#, End 7). 7 ,-valued 1-forms
can (often) be represented by non-trivial deformations of the defining polynomials.
In view of the relation (4.1), End 7 ,-valued 1-forms should feature an extra
I 7 factor and could therefore correspond to non-trivial deformations of the
differentials of the defining polynomials. Deformations of

df(x) = dx®fu.xbx¢
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would be covered by differentials of the form
Ax® Gy X"X° ¢ Pacve) + Pb(eay + Pe(ar) =0 .

(The totally symmetric tensor is used up to represent deformations f(x) for
H'(M,T,).) Indeed,

(»ba(bc) and (pa(By) (43)

are precisely the contributions to H!(., End 7,) expected by the arguments of
ref. [10].

The result (4.3) already satisfies the lower bound dim H!(.#, End ) 2 b, ; of
ref. [14] but from ref. [16, 17] we know that there are more End 7 ,-valued forms
and we now proceed to describe the complete result.

4.2. The Outline of the Spectral Sequence Computation. By tensoring Seq. (2.3)
with 7 and Seq. (2.5) with & and with 7, respectively, we obtain three short exact
sequences which fit together into the diagram

0 0
U !

(I ® E*)|u (E®E*)|u
l l

(T @ T5¥)|.u (E® T)u (4.4)
! l

0 - Ju®IF - Iylu®IF - Elu®ITF — 0

! !
0 0

with exact rows and columns. Thus the vector bundle 7, ® Z_F over ./, intrinsic
to , is related to the restriction to .# of various vector bundles over #".

The computation proceeds as follows: 1) using spectral sequences, determine
the 7, ® £*-, 8 @ £*-, T ® T4F-and & ® J4*-valued cohomology on .Z. 2) Use
the two vertical short exact sequences* in the diagram (4.4) to determine the
Iy ® I F-and €|, ® I j-valued cohomology. 3) Use the short exact sequence in
the bottom row of diagram (4.4) to determine the 7, ® Z_j-valued cohomology
and thus H*(., End J), through the relations (4.2).

In the rest of this section, we shall try to describe this computation in accessible
detail (see also Appendices D and E), hoping to provide a useful templet for the
enterprising model builder, who will most unlikely be satisfied with the phenom-
enological specifics of the present choice (2.2). The less patient reader is invited to
consult Tables 5, 6, 7 and leap to Sects. 6, 7 and 8.

4 By common (ab)use of the term “using an exact sequence,” we shall also imply that the
accompanying long exact cohomology sequence, i.e., the accompanying spectral sequence, is used
— without specifying explicitly
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4.3. The Bundles over TP x IP3. Firstly, we need the cohomology on .# valued in
the following 18 irreducible bundles over IP3 x IP3:

g@g*_3<o 000)@(—3 000>®< 2 000)@( 1 000>
~\ojoo0o0 3/000 —1]000 -2]000
® 31000 ®<_1 000@(—2 000>

-31000 21000 11000/’

7@5*-(2 001 @(——1 001)@(0 001>
i 0/000 31000 1{000
@(0 000 @< 3 000)@(1 000)
21001 —-1]/001 0/001)/)"
9_@3_*=2<0 000 @(0 —101)@(—1 001>
L 0[000 0| 000 1| —100
@(0 000 @ 1 —100) “5)
0 —101 -1 001)" ’
The & ® J,*-valued cohomology then can be obtained both directly and through
Serre duality from the J, ® &*-valued one. Thus, sequence (2.13) needs to be
tensored one-by-one with each of these 18 bundles and the derivation of the 0
level of the accompanying spectral sequence in each case should pose no problem.
Determining the actions of all d; is straightforward but rather tedious for some of
. . -3(000

these 18 cases. Appendix D presents a sample computation for the < 000 )
bundle.

3
To make a cross-check possible, we list the results of this stage in Table 3.

4.4. The End 9,-Valued Cohomology. Next we use the short exact sequence (2.5)
tensored, one by one, with &, &,, &, and then 7, and 7 ; these constitute the two
vertical exact sequences in the diagram (4.4). From the accompanying long exact
cohomology sequences, we obtain a list of cohomology groups (for a sample
computation, see Appendix E),

HY( M, 7, ®TF)=H (M T.QITFSH (MT,®T]),
HYAM, 8 ® TF)=HI (M, ERTF)DHM, 6T ) D HIM, 58T F) ,

which are needed in the final step.

Lastly, we use the short exact sequence in the bottom row of the diagram (4.4).
The complete list of all contributions to the cohomology groups occurring in the
computation is rather long and little would be gained from a display without going
into the tedious details of the analysis. In fact, after some straightforward but
lengthy computations similar to those described so far, most of these contributions
cancel out anyway and only a few actually go into the 7, ® Z_f-valued
cohomology.
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Table 3. The cohomology on ., valued in the bundles that occur in (4.5). The ones which are not
listed can be obtained by Serre duality (2.16) and/or the x—y flip

Bundle Non-vanishing cohomology on .#

0000 0000\*
HO =
0/000 0000/,

B <—2000
—-3|000 Hie ( 2000) 1111
3(000 1114 —3000
L 1111

17

H? =

0000 1113
>/’

1113
21000 1113 1112
H‘= ker
—1/000 | " \oooo ~1000
B 1113 1112\*
H? =] cok
| " \oooo —1000/, |,
21001 1122)\°¢ 1123\72° 1111\!
H?= H3= +
0000 0000/, 1111), "\1111), |,
—1(1001 1111\ g 1111\
H?=| ker —
31000 1114),, 1111/, |,

, (—1001
0001 ﬂ//’< 1113>m
(1114>2?j>‘<0001>4
75

;
RSt
sy

1

+ | co

1111

0/001 5 0001 \* 1111\
= H3=
11000 1111 1111/,
0| —101 0000\ 0111\* 0001\*
H® = H'= H?=
0 000 0000/, 0000/, 1111/,

0001\* ., —1001\1 —1001\1
ker — +
0112/ s o111/, |, 0000/,
1111\ 0001\* —1001\*
+ | cok —
0112/ 0112/ 5 o111/, |,

2

N
|
—
|
_ O
oS O
O
N—
I~
1
A/ M/
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We find H (M, T, ® F;f) = H'(M, End 7,) to be 98-dimensional and span-
ned by the following tensors (the P3—1P? flipped contributions are to be added to

the subsequent list):
-2 —100)\?
( 0 00 0>1 C {dacser f20 5 (4.6)

which are the only contributions also found by deformation theory (4.3).
2

AR Rt
1111 1\f‘ 0112)2°

<1 11 1>

1

{eed®): a, b, ¢ different}, (4.7)

4

is also easily represented. For the remaining 25 representatives (and their
25P3>IP? mirror pairs), the tensor constructions are quite more involved and it
would take too much space to present them in detail; a set of notes with comments
is however available upon request. Here we list the tensor representatives only:

{8¢[a4]}3 {8,1@5);:9’ 4=+ 5}3 , 4.8)

where the 7(®;/% mixed tensor obeys 713,

Notation. By a caret, we denote that an index has a restricted range, so that
4 =1,2,3 but 4 & 4. The dot above the J in the tensor # in (4.8) denotes that this
index has to be treated as if lowered by hy, = d; to that

@15~ p@ély,
Now 5@ yanishes upon total symmetrization of 4, b and ¢. The vertical “pipe,”|,
simply tells that the rightmost superscript, 0 = 1, 2, 3, doest not participate in any
(anti)symmetrization or trace-zero condition and is merely a free label. In (4.8)

then, the trace of n'®%!° occurs.
If the third defining equation h(x, y) = 0 in (2.2) is deformed into

4
h'(x,y)=h(x,y)+x*y*= 3 x%* =0,

a=a=1
ie., hy #+ 0, the 6 components in (4.8)‘become replaced by {e¢ ), a + b}e. Lastly,
{eda}s,
{e(Xyn 7 a = b},
{8(5@1’](4[;)9'5— 55&,1@6)?5)}9 ’
{e(dema™ — Sagms™); d + ¢},
(e(n'®F — g Py, f = b, f" = b and 4, b, b', 4 different};,  (4.9)

and special to the R-symmetric model and cancel out in the computation when the
R-symmetry is broken, ie., when rank[h,,] = 4.



74 P. Berglund, T. Hiibsch and L. Parkes

5. Towards the Three Generations of the Standard Model

From the point of view of particle physics, the model we have descirbed so far is not
realistic. For one thing, it would predict 23 generations of light matter particles and
14 mirror generations. It is by now standard practice to pass to a suitable
Z3-quotient model and we now turn to describe the effect of process on the
complete matter sector.

5.1. The Two Three-Generation Models. Starting from the smooth Calabi-Yau
space #, defined in (2.2), we can define two distinct quotient manifolds by dividing
out two inequivalent Z3 actions given in Table 4. In the second part of Appendix A,
we prove that both ./, =4 /@, and A, < /@, are smooth.

Both .#, and .#, have yy = — 6 and the same number of leptons, quarks and
their mirror particles. However, the particular tensors which become identified as
quarks and leptons on ./, are different from those on .#,. Also, the 34 E¢ 1’s which
descend to .#; will be different from those on .#,. Also, the structure of (pseudo)
symmetries of the interactions in the two associated models is rather different.

The covering space .# possesses the order-6 non-abelian permutation sym-
metry S; which is generated by:

012: (xla xz, x3;y1, y2s y3)|—>(X2, xla x3;y29 yl, y3) B
6530 (x1, X%, %%y, p3, ) (xh, X3, x5y, 03, 7). (5.1)

Passing to the quotient .#; breaks S; down to the Z, subgroup generated by 6,5,
while .4, inherits the Z, = S3 subgroup generated by 6,3.

There is a subtle difference, though, in that 6,5 actually commutes with @,,
while 6., commutes with @; only up to an appropriate twist by n; and m, (see
below). This distinction shows up in the symmetries of the interactions and is
eventually of physical importance. In particular, 6,5 gives rise to a Z, “matter
parity”> in the three-generation model based on .#,. In comparison, in a model
based on .#;, we could only find a Z5 matter parity. For a recent analysis, see ref.
[26]. This difference does not happen to manifest itself among the (renormalizable)
Yukawa couplings but is bound to show up at the non-renormalizable level; for
more details, see ref. [5].

In Tables 5, 6 and 7, we list the tensor representatives of the E4 27’s, 27*’s and
1’s, respectively. Our notation for the quarks differs from the more usual one [9],
but reveals a nice pattern in the 27+27* - 1 couplings (see Table 13). To save some
space, we have listed only one half of the 1’s; the remaining ones can be recovered
using the PP} symmetry. In Table 7, the representatives are numbered (first
column), for easier reference in the ¢,, and 6,5 columns.

Table 4. The two inequivalent Z; actions on .#

Zs Action on

xl x2 x3 x4 yl y2 y3 y4
oy 1 0 ) 1 ® w?  ?
@, 1 0 0 o 1 ® i) w?

5 For this, 6,5 needs to be twisted by a symmetry acting on gauge-indices; see ref. [25]
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Table 5. Transformation properties of the matter fields stemming from the 27s. To ensure the
o+ @y, + ¢33 = 0 equivalence, we have identified 2¢,, = (4, — 4) and 2¢33 = — (47 + Z¢)-

Slightly different choices are found in the literature

Fields Symmetries

Tensor oy W, Norm U2 i, 3 Iy I, G2 Gy3
D123 M q N, 0? o o 1 1 1 1
b 124 A As N, a)z w? 12 a)j 1 1 a3
¢(1 34) 0, A N, @ 1 w w 1 ¢(234) ¢(1 24)

(234) q2 0 N, 1 o’ o o 1 (134) 1
¢(12§) As Q. N, w 0 1 1 1
Pu2e) b b Npoo 0 11w 1 Puze)
L) @ A No 1 e 1ot gy 124)

234) @ a N 1 o o 1 o Puzg) 1
4)4‘1 /15 2,5 N3 1 1 1 (1)2 Cl)z 1 1
b1y As  Ae 3N, 1 1 1 1 1 é2 1
(b~ 4 A Ne 1 1 1 1 1 (dy—dy) —1
451; q3 q3 Ns o’ 1 1 1 d’zl ¢1§
¢1§ (N qa Ns w? 1 w 1 1 ¢2§ 4’;
b3 qs s N, 1 o o 1 1 b13 b3
b4 0s Qs Ny o 1 1 1 o? b4 1
¢2§ qd7 q7 Ns 1 ? 1 1 w? ¢14 ¢3§
b4 s ge Ng 1 1 0 1 1 b2
¢21 Qs Qs Ns @ w? 1 1 1 ¢1g ¢31
¢3l qa (on N CU 1 ? 1 1 ¢3g d’zl
¢32 Q6 ;.9 N5 1 w (,02 1 1 ¢3l ¢2§
b4y ds  4gs N o 1 1 o* 1 b4y 1
dp 9, Qs Ns 1 2 1 o 1 b4y ba3
¢4§ Ao Qs Nsg 1 1 o 2 1 1 (1)4g
Table 6. Transformation properties of the matter fields stemming from the 27*s

Fields Symmetries

Tensor @ @, Norm =m;, =®, @3 1, r, Gio 013
(Je + J)/3 I I N, 1 1 1 1 1 1 1
(Je = J)IN/2 T2 T N, 1 1 1t 1 1 1 1
g2 A3 Ga N; o 0 o o 1 -1 —ept¥
e Q, ds_ N, 0 o o o 1 —ep?® P
e ?¥ —qs — A3 N, o o o o 1 — e -1
g1 -0, -5 N, o 0o o o 1 —ep@? -1
ep2Y q_4 0, N, o o o o 1 —epUP g
ep Y As 0, N, o o o o 1 -1 — ¥
§¢(12) }6 Q4 ]\za w o w? 1 w -1 _ gd,(lé)
g3 q» 05 N, o o o 1 w — e egpU2)
gp@ -0 —d N: o o o 1 o —e® —1
ept? -4 -4 No o o o 1 o —g® -1
§¢(2‘_‘) . q N, w? o w? 1 w? _ §¢(l‘1) _ §¢(§4)
£G4 T A Ne o o o 1 o? _1 — e
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For completeness, in these Tables, we shall list the transformation properties of
the various tensor representatives with respect to both ¢, and ¢,5. In addition, we
also list the transformation properties with respect to all phase symmetries

n: X,y ox o?y, (5.2)
r.: x*ox*, (5.3)
r,: Yooyt (5.4

Note that r,r, ! = m,, which is not an R-symmetry; thus, there is actually only one
independent R-symmetry which we may identify with R % I.T,.

Remark. Note that the tensor representatives for the particles transform in such
a way that, for example, ¢;,3,x* x*x? is invariant. This unfortunately is opposite
to the convention adopted in the recent literature, in which the particle transforms
the same as the corresponding polynomial (when a polynomial description exists).
This choice is of course irrelevant if one discusses only the 273 and (separately) the
27%*3 couplings. In our case, however, all matter fields are represented in the same

Table 7. Transformation properties of the 1 matter fields. Only half of them are listed here — we
omitted those that can be obtained from the listed ones through the P3P 3 symmetry. A “—”
entry in the third (fourth) column indicates non-trivial transformation and thus annihilation when
modding by @, (@,)

Fields Symmetries
Tensor
# Component o) w, Norm =, =n, @3 r, I, (I 053
L (¢1|(22j - ¢2|(12)) i — Nil w; w 1 1 1 3. 2.
2. i~ ) — 9 — Nioo 12 o 1 1 5. 1.
3. iy~ P — — N1 o o 12 1 1 1. 4.
4. s~ P - Ny w 12 w 1 1 6. 3.
5. 2163~ Py ! N, 1 o » 1 1 2. 6.
6. 31220 — P23 - Sz N, 1 ®w o 1 1 4. 5.
7. (¢4|(11) - ¢1|(14)) — — sz w 1 1 CU; 1 8. 7.
8. 422 — Paee - - IY 2 1 @ 1 (D 1 7. 9.
9. (¢4|(33) - ¢3|(34)) S1 — NZ 1 1 w Cl)z 1 9. 8.
10. (¢(1|(44j - ¢4|(14)) - - IY3 w2 1 1 w 1 11. 10.
11. sty — Pajan - — N3 1 o? 1 o 1 10. 12.
120 (b= Pye) 2 — N3y 1 1 o o 1 12 11.
13 i3 s, — 3N, o o o 1 1 (14-13)2 13.
14, ($y— P3) 4 — Ni 0 o o> 1 1 (313.+14)2 —14
15. Daq12) Ss Ss N:5 0? o 1 o 1 15. 16.
16. 4(13) — S Ns o* 1 o o* 1 17. 15.
17. ¢4(23) - i N5 1 COZ 0)2 0)2 1 16. 17.
18. (¢1|(24) - ¢2|(14)) Se S3 1\,]_6 0)2 (1)2 1 (Uz 1 —18. 19.
19. ey — Pyag)  —  Sa Ne o 1 o* o 1 20. 18.
20. e~ P — Ne 1 0 o o 1 19. — 20.
21 (ep!'¥) — s N, 0 0 o o 1 =22 —21.
22, (g2 — — N, o o o o 1 -2L —23.
23, (epB34) s7, — N, o o o o 1 -23 —22.

def def

We have used 30,c) = 20,00 ~ Poiiae) ~ Petiary 309 280160 = Pabe + P
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Table 7. (part 2/2)

Fields Symmetries
Tensor

# Component w; w, Norm m, @, @3 Ix I, 6;3 Gz

24, &(Z,n12,17) ss — N:s 0w 0 o o 1 —24 —25
25. e(Z,n 1,1 — — Ng @ o o* o 1 =26 -24
26. e(Zn @17 — 550 Ng o o o* o 1 -—25 -26
27. (g2 ss, — No o o o o o 21 21
28. (eep1?9) S50 7 Nio © o 1 o o 28 29
29. (eep139) — s Ny o 1 o o o 30 28
30. (eegp®3¥ — — Ny 1 o o o o 29 30
31. (epq = $1123)) st — Ny o o o 1 1 —31. =31
32. &(Z,n 0 1) — — N 1 0o o o 1 =33 =32
33. e(Z,n @) — 5131 Nz o 1 o o 1 =34 =30
34. e(Z,n 3.1 S12 S12 Nz o o 1 o 1 —34 —33
35. (@t — @2 1 — — N3 o 0 o o 1 37. —36.
36. e(nD L — @ 1) 513 — Nz o o o o* 1 —38 -—35
37. e(n*h, 2 — @ 12) — 53 Nz 02 0o o o 1 35. —39.
38. e(n? 2 — 3 12) sta — Ni3 o o o o 1 —36. 40
39. e(n 2 — 3 1) — 512 N3 0 0o o w? 1 —40 —37.
40. e(n @22 — n@3) 1) — — N33 o 0 o o* 1 -39 38
41. g(n@D 1 — @311 — — N 1 o? o o* 1 —42. 41
42. e(n@h,2 — n@ 2y — 515 Ny o* 1 o? o 1 —41. —43.
43. (@2 — n©2 1) s15 St Nia o 0* 1 o 1 43 —42
44. e(n? 2 — n3 1) — 517 Nis 0 0o o o o* —45 44,
45, e(nt? L —n@3 1) — — Nis o 0 0o o o —44. —46.
46. g(n3, 1t — @ 12) st — Nis o o o o o? 46, —45
47. (1 — n,*Y) s — Nig 1 1 o o 1 4. -4
48. e(n1 2 —n3*) — — Ny 1 o 1 w* 1 —49 —47.
49, e — 13%2) — — Ny o 1 1 o* 1 —48 49

“language” and so a universal convention was needed. In view of the fact that the
27’s may be viewed as the (slowly varying, spacetime dependent) coefficients of the
defining polynomials

f(x) - (fabc + ¢(abc))xa xb x° s (55)

we find it natural to have the @4, transform oppositely to x*x”x°. This also agrees
with the routine argument that tensor coefficients and coordinates transform in the
opposite fashion. This then fixes our convention for the transformation of all other
quantities.

5.2. Yukawa Couplings. Without much ado, we record the general formulae for the
four types of Yukawa couplings amongst the chiral superfield 27’s, 27*’s and 1’s.

[Id29®f‘(X)d’f(x)®f(x)]dABc[ § d(’yQ““"¢fz”“(y)¢$—””(y)¢fs"”(y)9am] (5.6)
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is the 273 term, where d 4pc is the E¢ (273|1) Clebsh-Gordan coefficient, and the
internal space integral in the second square-bracket is what is commonly called the
27*-Yukawa coupling. The ®;(x)’s represent the 27 spacetime chiral superfields,
while ¢ {?%(y)’s are the corresponding harmonics over the internal space. Since Q"7
is the same as Q,;,, merely with the indices raised with the Kéhler metric, we note
that there are two Q’s in the above expression.

) dzevf(x)wf(x)wf(x)]dﬁ—[ jd6ymﬁﬁf‘z“w%)¢2€’<y)w§,§’(y)} (5.7)

is the 27*3 term, where d ;3¢ is the conjugate of d (¢ and the internal space integral
in the second square-bracket is what is commonly called the 27*3-Yukawa cou-
pling. The ¥,(x)’s represent the 27* spacetime chiral superfield, while nﬁﬁ,‘-f’( y)’s are
the corresponding harmonics over the internal space. Since Q* transforms oppo-
site from Q%7 this coupling will transform as if having no Q’s; indeed, it can be
rewritten witout explicit use of Q’s.

The 13 term is
[[d202,(x)Z(x)Z,(x)] [ | déyW9&5’ﬂ<y>9£-§”<y)9;;’“(y)} , (58
M

where the d° y-integral in the second square-bracket is what is commonly called the
13-Yukawa coupling. The X ,(x)’s represent the 1 spacetime chiral superfields, while
19;5)’; (y)’s are the corresponding harmonics over the internal space. We note that
there is only one Q in the above expression.

[J dzew(xwf(x)z,(x)]éw[ § d6ymv‘ﬁ¢é”“<yw‘ﬁ‘é’(ywé;“’(y)] (5.9)

is the mixed, 2727* 1 term, and the d®y-integral in the second square-bracket is
what is commonly called the 27 -27* - 1-Yukawa coupling. Again, there is only one
Q in the above expression.

In fact, all four d®y integrals can be rewritten in terms of the respective
harmonic HY (4, 7,)-, H* (M, T }¥)- and H'(.#, End T ,)-valued (0, 1)-forms and
the holomorphic (3, 0)-form Q, whence all products become the skew-symmetric
“wedge” products. Since harmonic forms are closed, these integrals are rather
“topological” in nature and depend only on the complex structure (represented by
the choice of Q), except for (5.7), which are truly topological.

Because of this “topological” nature, these integrals have to be invariant under
all symmetries of the internal manifold .# or .#;. This includes the so-called
R-symmetries, which act both on the spacetime part (the first square-brackets) and
on the internal space part (the second square-brackets) of the above couplings.
Under an R-symmetry, both d?6 and @ transform with the same charge, which has
to be separately balanced by the spacetime chiral superfields and by the internal

space harmonics.

In our case, the R-symmetry acts on the internal space as R & r.1, (see Egs.

(5.3), (5.4)). In view of Eq. (2.15), Q is represented by &;,34¢1,34 and so transfrorms
by a phase w?, w* and » under r,,r, and R, respectively. The requirement of
invariance under R (and also r,,) of the d®y-integrals representing the various
couplings will provide a very important selection rule and help us establish our
generalization of the Yukawa coupling formula of ref. [11].
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6. The 27° Yukawa Couplings

Having obtained tensor representative corresponding to 27s, we now wish to use
this to compute their various couplings and we begin by discussing the (27°) terms
in the superpotential. To see how this can be done, we first note the straightforward
relation to polynomial deformations of ref. [11].

6.1. Relation to Polynomial Deformations. In ref. [11], ,-valued 1-forms were
related to deformations of the defining polynomials modulo the Jacobian ideal (the
set of equivalence relations generated by coordinate reparametrizations) of the
embedding space IP* x IP3. For the manifold at hand, these are (see also ref. [9, 21])

q'~q + X%x)0,p" + Y(y)0.p' + Ap*,
Pizf(x)ag(Y),h(X,Y), i= 1’2’3 .

Here X “(x) are components of a 4-vector of linear combinations of x’s, while Y*(y)
are components of a 4-vector of linear combinations of y’s. d, and J, are partial
derivatives with respect to x* and y?, respectively. The variables ¢ are polynomials
of the degree of f(x), g(y) and h(x, y) for i = 1, 2, 3 respectively.

When contracted with homogeneous coordinates x* and y®, the tensor repres-
entatives from Table 2, with the complete equivalence relations presented in (3.3),
are precisely the polynomial deformations ¢'. Thus, our TESS computation ex-
plicitly verifies the results of polynomial deformations as also found in ref. [3]. Our
aim is now to make use of this correspondence for a translation of the Yukawa
coupling algorithm in ref. [11] into the TESS language and then possibly to
generalize it.

6.2. Yukawa Couplings as Traces. When H'(.#, 7 ,) is faithfully represented by
polynomial deformations, a formula for the 27° Yukawa coupling has been derived
in ref. [11]. The basic result is that, because of the equivalence relations in (3.3), the
product of three polynomial representatives ¢, 7/ and s* turns out to be a multiple
of a unique polynomial Q(x, y), modulo the Jacobian ideal:

q(irjsk) =~ 6:ij;;)xqrsQ(x’ y)

+ XU(x, p)0p® + YU (x,y)0,p" + Zy(x, y)p' (6.1)
where X, Y and Z are tensors of homogeneous polynomials of appropriate degree.
For any particular choice of polynomial deformations ¢, r/ and s*, K, is the
corresponding Yukawa coupling.

Given our choice of defining polynomials p = (f, g, h) in (2.2), it is straightfor-
ward to determine that

Q(x,y) = Ox'x?x3x*yly?y3 y*

where Q is some uninteresting overall constant (only the relative ratios of Yukawa
couplings have physical meaning).

More generally, for other (smooth) choices of the defining polynomials, ie.,
different members of the Tian—Yau family of manifolds,

Q(x, y) = Qdet[f"(x)]det[g"(y)], (6.2)
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where the double prime denotes second partial derivative with respect to the
arguments. As h”(x, y) is a matrix of constants, det[#”] has been absorbed in the
numerical factor Q.

On writing (6.2) out, we have

Q(%, y) = Qdapea x* X* X x? dygy5y* y* y7 y°, (6.3)
Aapea = £efyh8ijklﬁzejﬁwfjfcgkﬁiht > 6.4)
daﬂ?(s = 880“18’”’”gaeugﬂevgyxpgéi.o- > (65)

where again we buried all uninteresting numerical factors into the prefactor Q. It is
straightforward to verify that

1 a,b,c,d are all different;

dabcd = d("b“” = { 0 otherwise

The analogous is true of d,z,s.
Let us write
1 b 3 2
q = (p(q)abcxa X xc, r-= (p(r)aﬁxa yﬁ’ s = (p(S)aByya yﬂ yy

and we can choose these tensors ¢ among those listed in Table 2.
It is now not hard to see that the Yukawa coupling x,,, in (6.1) can be rewritten
as the contraction

Kors = dabcadaﬂy&q)(q)abcq)(r)dé(p(S)aﬁy 5 (66)
where we have defined

1 a,b,c,d are all different;

dabcd — d(abcd) — )
0 otherwise .

As a matter of fact, Eq. (6.6) is the only possible non-vanishing trace of a triple
product of ¢’s from Table 2 that one can obtain using the available tensors
(511;, €abed> Sade, 639 Eapyss Saﬂxaaf;bc’ Gapy and haﬂ)'

Of course, in view of the relations (3.3) generated by the mappings in Table 2,
one has to check if a particular triple product with “wrong” indices for contraction
with db¢? d*f*° has no equivalent form in which the contraction can be performed.

In a way, this result was expected. The Yukawa coupling had to be a scalar
quantity, obtained from the triple product of the representative tensors from
Table 2. To obtain a scalar quantity, the indices had to be contracted and, given
that ¢@ ¢ ¢ has only lower IP? x IP>-indices, this is possible only with the
tensors dual to d,.4 and d,g,; which, in turn, are defined in (6.4) and (6.5),
respectively.

The tensor algebra on IP® = U(4)/[U(1) x U(3)] consists of tensors with
covariant and contravariant indices; these we can symmetrize and antisymmetrize
and one can take traces with the U (4)-invariant tensor, the Kronecker 65. Further-
more, as discussed in Appendix B, we can also factorize ¢** and &, even though
they are not U (4)-invariant; they transform only by a multiplicative U (1) < U(4)
phase. Once we pass to the hypersurface f(x)= 0 in P3, the tensor algebra is
endowed with a new “invariant” tensor, f., and we may use it to contract indices.
The analogous is true of the hypersurface g(y) =0 in P}. Indeed, 'd,., and
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d,s,5 may simply be viewed as an abbreviation for the more bewildering expressions
(6.4) and (6.5).

It would follow that the algorithm [11] for computing the 27° Yukawa
couplings is correctly generalized to arbitrary Calabi-Yau complete intersections
by the formula

Kors = Trf, B .[(p(q)q,(r)qo(S)] , (6.7)

where Tr,, . stands for obtaining the trace with the tensors associated to the
defining equations, the Kronecker §- and the Levi-Civita e-symbols. This is
examined further in ref. [5].

7. The 27** Yukawa Couplings

The representatives for H(.#, ), in Table 1 resemble qualitatively the basis of
ref. [12]. The six symmetric, off-diagonal tensors ¢(** account for the six excep-
tional divisors E7, . . . E§ and similarly for the y-part; the Kahler forms J, and J,
occur both in our parametrization and in that of ref. [12].

Indeed, using the discrete symmetries of the manifold, the correspondence
between our tensors and the exceptional divisors can be made precise and is given
in Table 9; for each tensor, the corresponding linear combination is unique; no
other combination has the same symmetry properties.

The 27*3 Yukawa couplings were computed in ref. [12] using the exceptional
divisors. Clearly, given the correspondence in Table 9, we can translate this into the
tensorial notation, obtaining the couplings in Table 10. Actually, owing to the very
high degree of symmetry of .#, most of the 27*3 couplings can be determined
through symmetry considerations. Note that we may use all of the phase symmet-
ries (5.2)—(5.4). Also, viewing the manifold .# as a hypersurface in the product of

Table 8. Matter couplings stemming from 273

Value Couplings on #; Couplings on ./,
-3k (470727),(9: Q1 47) (97Q747), (A1 4344)
(95Q546), (42Q246), (A1 A34s), (q5Q526), (91 Q146), (42Q245),
(919293), (92Q424), (42Q543), (93Q143),(94Q144), (@1 Q2Q5),
-2 (©10203), (q6Q144), (47Q143), (91Q341), (A1 444g), (47 Q241)s
(940242),(91Q644), (2223 8), (91Q442), (A3d4do), (46Q242),
(95Q221), (91 Q741), (A1 44 4) (4919295), (92Q723), (42 Q6 44)
(93Q522), (929697), (44 Q1 As), (93Q542), (47Q128), (96 Qa41),
—x (430724), (46 Q240), (914445), (93Q744) (41 Q6 43), (45Q443),
(210405),(979342), (92 Q6 As) (94Q541), (4703 42), (46 Q1 4o),
(91Q449),(95Q344), (Q206Q7) (94Q643), (45Q344), (9107 49)
(939597), (94Qs49), (46 Q7 48)s (939597), (Q2Q5Q6), (96 Q748);
(95Q44s), (Q3Q5Q7), (97Q640), (949546), (Q3Q5Q7), (47Q649),
K (47Q746), (A6 Ag o), (43 Q3 4s), (97Q746), (46 Q6 46), (43Q345),
(94Q44s), (46 Qe As), (A2 A4 4s), (94Q44s), (Asdg o), (A2 A4 l6),
(910146) (A14346)
3 (A7Agdo), (A244lr) (96Q647), (2244 47)
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Table 9. The tensor representatives in terms of the basis of

1 .
ref. [12], related to the exceptional divisors; y¢ = 7 e36 and
3

6= gl234

Tensor < Exceptional divisors

ep Py H* + w(ET + E3 + E3) + 0*(E} + E + EF)]
£¢"V>(0E} + 0’E% + E)
60CV > — (EX + 0E3 + 0 E3)
e e — (ET + sz" + wE%)
sq&‘z“)«—»(sz" + wE% + E3)
8¢‘34)<—>y[H" + wz(E" + E5 + E3) + w(E; + E + E)]

WDy H? + w(E% + E} + E3) + 0*(E% + E% + E%)]

epW s (wE, + w?EY + EY)
8@ — (E¥ + coEy + O E3 E3)
oD — (EY + ? EY + wE} )
§¢<24><—»( ZEV + wE} + E2)
PO h—»y[Hy + o (Ey + E% + E3) + o(E} + E% + E%)]

Table 10. Matter couplings stemming from 27*3

Value Couplings

'2/\/3 (—1 _3 _3),_(I1 4 g)_(ll qua) (/11 Qs‘h) (/11 Q2‘14)a (11 Q4‘12)

’z/\/g —(A24345), (A2 24 46), “(Aleqs) (}»z qul) —(12 Qz da) (32Q4612)
12/\/3 (A1 An), —(A A2 2s)

two cubic surfaces { f(x) = 0} x {g(y) = 0} and that we are wedging (1, 1)-forms, it
is straightforward that non-vanishing Yukawa couplings must be of the form

E2Y or EY? Ee{&ed ™}, Ye{n, epP}.

Except for the relative ratio \/E:\/g, the results in Table 10 follow from the
permutation symmetries 6, and 6,5.

Note that the fields in Table 6 were identified so that Table 10 is valid for both
My and M,. Recalling Wall’s classification theorem [27], one might suspect that
the two manifolds and hence the two “low” energy models also are equivalent.
Suffice it here to point out that Wall’s classification theorem assumes simple
connectedness, while both .#; and .#, have IT, = Z,. In fact, it is precisely the
differently warped action of this Z; on the Yang—Mills charges of the matter fields
which makes all the difference.

Having obtained all the matter fields in these two models in such a unifying way,
we expect that the 27° Yukawa coupling computation of the preceding section
should somehow apply for the 27*3 also. Consider one of the couplings on .4,
expressed in terms of our representatives of Table 6:

(Ardsds) oc —= (Je + Jy) (= 69 V) (— e p1¥) .

1
7
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Tracing with f,;; fp;2 fxs faia, We obtain

S 1

(/11 13/15) = ‘\/—3 d1234¢(23)¢u4) Jy .
Now, comparing with

(11 q: Qe-) =—(— Jy) : (ﬁaﬁyé‘ﬁ@) Gl ¢(24))gaulgﬂvggwggaag s

LR CEN

SRS

the relative ratio \/_2_\/5 follows since d;,34 and d;,;4 have the same numerical
value, labeled % in Table 10. It is not hard to see that all couplings listed in Table 10
(and also the vanishing of all the others) are covered by a general formula such as
(6.7), except for the last two. The ratio between these two and the others reflects the
relative “size” of the Kéahler form compared to the exceptional divisors in Table 9;
this is an extra input for our computation.

8. Other Yukawa Couplings

We have seen that the same general formula as in Eq. (6.7) produces both the 273
and the 27*3 couplings. It is quite natural then to expect it to be completely
general, producing all possible couplings — even beyond the renormalizable level.
Unfortunately, for any coupling other than 273 and 27*3, we have no independent
means of computation to check this. The rich symmetry structure of our paradigm
will therefore serve as the only available check. It will be gratifying to learn that our
general formula indeed passes this test. In fact, as is also generally the case with the
273 and 27*3 couplings; there will be relations and restrictions for which we could
find no symmetry “reason.”

We first list tables of couplings as restricted by the various symmetries of the model
and will then comment on further results obtained using our general formula (6.7).

The reader will have noticed that there are many more values of unrelated
couplings which involve the Eg singlets, s; and §;, in contrast to the case of the 273
couplings. The relations among the various couplings in the 273 case are provided
by the equivalence relations (3.3). Similar relations do occur among candidate
representatives for s; and §;, but in a much lesser number, whence more of the
coupling values remain unrelated at this stage.

Generalizing the arguments of Sect. 6.2, we know that a general trace formula
such as (6.7) simply must be valid for all couplings. Once the matter fields are re-
presented in terms of tensor-components from the U,(4) x U, (4) tensor algebra (pro-
jected in various ways by using the “defining” tensors fus., 9o, and hy,), a physically
measurable quantity simply cannot be anything else. The adventurous reader is
invited to provide a more direct derivation, perhaps along the lines of ref. [11].

As a sample computation, compare the couplings (4;4345) on #,, from
Table 10, and j5 from Table 14:

S 1
(A1434s) = Tr[ﬁ(k +J)(— eI (- 81234¢‘1‘”)] ; @&.1)

(As2530) = Tr[(da)(— 62341 9) (1240114 . 8.2)



84 P. Berglund, T. Hiibsch and L. Parkes

Firstly, the left-hand side of the latter of these expressions must be multiplied by
123481234 for the one Q in Eqs. (5.9) and in view of the formula (2.15). To complete
the trace in the first of these expressions, we must still multiply it by
fi11 f222 f333 faaa. The available indices can be contracted in precisely 1 way, so

that
R = fi11 J222 f333 faaa - (8.3)

To complete the trace in the second coupling above, we must multiply it with
hy;. There are precisely 12 distinct and non-vanishing ways to contract the avail-
able indices, so that

The relative value, is therefore

(a7 T (s T ) = —L1rtS222fons fuss ¢3)

12./3h,

which in our case equals — 1 /(12\/5 )- More generally, however, one can see that

the relative combinatorial/normalization factors, such as 12\/3 here, may improve
on the structure in the pattern of Yukawa couplings.

Unfortunately, the exact value is however deceiving in part, since the various
spacetime fields would have to be renormalized by the respective norm-factors,
listed in Tables 5, 6 and 7 in the column “Norm.” These factors are unknown, apart
from the restrictions imposed by symmetries, and this was already used in labeling
them.

An explicit evaluation of all relations among the various couplings listed in
Tables 8, 10, 11, 12, 13 and 14 is now straightforward. Given that the rather simple

Table 11. Matter couplings stemming from 13 on .#,. This only represents half of the non-
vanishing couplings. The other half is obtained by using ¢,

Value Couplings Value Couplings

‘1 (535288), — (54523%) 119 (8157515)

2~z (s156 8s) l~20 (5258511)

l~3 (8285513), — (8255514) l~21 (s289515)

Zt (5256513), — (3256514) l~22 (52511 512)

Ts (5355516)s 3(5455516) l~23 (s1510512)

l~6 (s456516), — (5356516) l~24 (54512513), (51512 514)
l~7 (ssssS16) l~zs (s65850)

i;z (35510810) {’:26 (s638517)

€9 (510510815) {}7 (56512515)

l~10 (510512512) Lzs (86511516)

{_11 (85513513) — (83514514) l~29 (5758513), — (57535.4)
Elz (513516516» — (514516516) Lao (57810811)

l~13 (51517517) {31 (575085)

L14 (5358512)a 3(S4Sg§12) Lsz (57512547)

l~15 (8359511), — (8as95,4) l_':-;s (84515517)

{__16 (53510517) 3(84510517) {34 (59512513 (59512514)
{37 (53815516), 3(s451536) {;5 (510811513 (S10511514)
lis (53516517), 3(54516517) l36 (512813817) (812514517)
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Table 12. Matter couplings stemming from 13 on ./, . The couplings in the last row vanish only
to first order in o-perturbation theory. Note also that we listed only half of the non-vanishing

couplings; the other half is obtained by using ¢,

Value Couplings Value Couplings

l (5356810), — (5455810) lis (515850), — (525750)

L, (5156 57), (525558) liq (51510812), (52810811)

ly (515457), (525358) lig (s157515), — (5258516)
ly (s185817), (5256517) lig (s158513), — (5,5,5,4)
ls (5186517), (5285517) Lo (5158514)s — (52575,3)
lg (5153817), (5254817) Iy (s1516517)s — (52515817)
l; (5184817), (5283 5,,) L2z (5359312), (3559511)

Ig (s10510817) I3 (5459812), (56505,4)

ly (5757816)» — (588515s) Ly (53810516), (S55108,5)
Lo (575g513), — (5758514) ls (84510516) (56510 15)
Ly (58511511), (7812545) L (53811515)s (5531,516)
Ly (811812817 Ly (54811515) (56512 16)
Ly (810513813) — (810514514) Ly (59810813), — (59510514)
La (512516516), — (S115155;5) Ly (595115160 — (5951,5,5)
l15 (s13517817)s — (514517517) 130 (57510511)a(sss10512)
0(Ly) (335,54), (8,555g)

Table 13. Matter couplings stemming from 27-27*-1 on ./,

Value Couplings Value Couplings

J (217286), — (23 4335) Js (Z6733), (26 Z65s)

j~2 (}'1[3512%(}”316312) J~7 (2’6[4515)

f~3 (12;2510), —(/1412510) J:a (171358), (A7I6SB)

J: (/151457): ()»5/1_557) ]'~9 ()»7[4516), (/17/1_5516)

R e oo Gk Ueksi

i, ((hq_isn), (4244512), i (‘155357), (‘175357),
(Q101512), (Q2Q4512) (@50257), (@70Q357)

Z, —(‘114_3515), (‘12‘72515), i, ((1553514), (47(13513),
—(Q103515),(Q205515) (Q592514),(Q7Q3513)

£, —(4441516), (11644_516)s 4 (‘15q3513)» (‘l7¢73§14),
—(Q4Q1516) (Q6Qas16) (Q502313), (Q1Q3514)

i, (‘14‘73512), (46%512), i (‘154158), (‘h(hfs),
(Q4025812), (Q6Q3512) (Q50Q4s8), (Q70135),

s (94933s), (464258)s

(Q4Q_3-98)s (Q6Q_2§8)
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Table 14. Matter couplings stemming from 27:27*:1 on .#,. The couplings in the last row
vanish only to first order in o-perturbation theory

Value Couplings Value Couplings
ji (/11}2158), (12/2157), i (/15/?5513), (35%514),
(A34188), (A44187) (AsA6S13)s (AsAe514)
ja e e i (Z6TsFio) (ZaTasto)
a Et}:iz; Etj‘;zj Js (r As517) (A Ts17)
ja (/111__5512), (12}25511), i (18123512),(/18}24511),
(A346512), (AaheS11) (Ao 43511), (A9 44s12)
B ek SRR i
k, ((11‘13§16), (1116745:15), k, (%43513), (‘17‘?4514}
(Q103516), (@1 Q4515) (Q6Q3513), (Q70Q4514)
k, (‘11‘71312)’ (‘11‘?27_511), ke (45qi§14),(‘1744f~13),
(Q101512), (Q1Q2511) (Q6Q3514),(Q7Q4s13)
ks (42‘71512),(‘12@3511), ko (%qisxz), (47‘?1f11),
(Q2Q4512), (Q203511) (Q602512),(2701511)
ka (‘13@_1_517), —(‘14¢72§17), ko (%511510), (‘17‘?2510%
(Q30Q1517), —(Q40Q2517) (Q60Q1510), (27Q2510)
ks (43qi§1o), (4444510), kis (‘16471§9)’ (4717459),
(Q303510), (Q4Q4510) (Q6Q350), (Q70Q459)
ke (‘13‘?1511), (4443512),
(Q@3Q4511),(Q4Q3512)
0(K,) (269455), —(914556)s 0(K,) (9694516) (9743515)

(Q6Q_455)’ —(Q7Q336) (Q6Q4sl6)a(Q7Q—3SIS)

choice (2.2) probably does not lead to reasonable phenomenology, we shall not
evaluate these ratios here.

9. Concluding Remarks

To summarize briefly, we have shown on an explicit 3-generation Calabi-Yau
compactification model that all of the light matter superfields can be parametrized
by a single method. The representatives turn out to be various U (4) x U (4) tensor
components, which allows us to generalize the 27° Yukawa coupling formula of ref.
[11] to the complete matter sector. This general formula simply turns out to be
a generalized trace of the product of field representatives in question, possibly
multiplied with a number of “special” tensors which include the usual Kronecker
&’s, Levi—Civitta &’s and in particular the tensors defined through the defining
equations. For example, our choice (2.2) defines

1 a=b=c=1,23,4,
f;lbc_{

0 otherwise ; G-
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1 a=ﬂ=?=1,2,3,4,
= 9.2
Gaty {O otherwise ; ©-2)
1 a=p=1,23,
hay = {0 otherwise . ©.3)

The tensor algebra on the Calabi—-Yau manifold is thus seen to differ from the
tensor algebra on its embedding space in that there are “new” tensors, fup., gupy and
h,, with which one can take traces, project components, etc.

The harderst part in employing the presented technique is undoubtedly the
application of spectral sequences in obtaining the tensorial representatives in
Tables 5, 6 and 7. It would appear that the entire calculation would have to be
redone for each different choice of defining equations. One would appreciate
a computer-mechanized version of this task.

However, if one is interested merely in the transformation properties with
respect to the various symmetries, the present tables can be used straightforwardly.
This follows since the defining equations can be varied continuously, while the
“charges” with respect to the various symmetries cannot. We emphasize again that
the number of E¢ singlet fields, in Table 7 however will vary but in a very simple
way and depending only on rank[h,;]. The representatives 31.-49. and their
P3P} counterparts will vanish from the light matter spectrum if rank [ h,;] = 4
rather than 3 as was the case considered here.

This enables an easy correspondence with a number of models found in the
literature [6, 9, 21, 22, 23] through simple relabeling of coordinates and shifting
Egs. (2.2) by a few parameters. Treating these different parameters perturbatively,
one may even use the representatives in Tables 5, 6 and 7 as they are, to the lowest
order.

Finally, we remind the rader that little is known about the world sheet
instantons effect on the 1°> and 27-27*-1 couplings or about the normalization
factors, so that our results have to be taken with a grain of salt in these respects.
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Appendices

Spectral sequences prove to be quite indispensable in our analysis but are still
mystifying most of the physics audience. In the following appendices, we hope to
provide at least a set of working rules and algorithms, in an accessible form
sufficient to reproduce our present results. We refer to ref. [3,4, 16, 17] and,
ultimately, ref. [1] for more details. Several computations in full detail, which have
been omitted from the main part of the text, are also appended — the undertaking
reader may use them to strengthen his understanding. First of all, however, we
prove that the Calabi—Yau spaces discussed here are indeed manifolds, i.e., smooth;
this extends the results of ref. [23].
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A. Smoothness

In this appendix, we prove that the two three-generation Calabi-Yau manifolds,
M |w; and M |®@,, are indeed smooth.

A.1. The Covering Space Smoothness. We first prove that the system
f)=(x1)° + (1) +(x*)* + (x*)* =0,
9(x) ="+ 0>+ 0 +0%° =0,
h(x, y) = x'y' + x2y* + nx3y? =0 (2.21)

has a smooth space of solutions .# = IP* x IP? precisely for n*> +£0, —1, —2.
We first introduce some notation. Let

A x* for A=a=1,273,4,
Ty for A=a+4=56,7,8.

To verify smoothness, we need to check that the volume form of the normal bundle
is non-vanishing wherever the polynomials vanish, ie., on the space of solutions.
This volume form is

AV = Vagedzt A dz® A dz€ < df A dg A dh,

where the gradients of the defining polynomials are

0
df= dZAaAf; dg=dZAaAg, dh-:dZAaAh, aA='6—2—2.

The following is a list of 12 x 4 non-vanishing components of Vp¢:
[yt = (x)2y2 1002, [y —n(x)?y* 10092, [(x*)2y' 100"
L)y = n(x*)2y* 1072, [(xH)?y2 %2, [n(x*)*y°1(y*)?,
(x)2[x2(y")? = x'(¥*)2], ()2 [’ [(y)? = x' (3 %], — (x)2[x'(b*)?],
(x)2[n(y*)? = x2(5°)], — ()2 [x*(v)2], = ()2 [nx*(y*)*] .

Since not all x* and not all y* can vanish, for d¥V = 0, it must be that the
quantities in the square brackets vanish. This yields the following twelve equations

(x*)2y! = (x")?y* =0, (x*)2y' =0, (A.1,2)
(x*)?y* = n(x")?y* =0, (x")2y? =0, (A.3,4)
(x3)2y* —n(x})?y* =0,  n(x*)?y*=0, (A.5,6)

¥y —-x'(»)?=0, —x'(y*)*=0, (A7,8)
3y —x1(y*)?=0, —x*(yH)*=0, (A.9,10)

nx3(y?)? = x*(y*)?*=0, —nx*(y*)>=0. (A.11,12)
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Now, Egs. (A.2), (A.4), (A.6), (A.8), (A.10) and (A.12) enforce x* = y* = 0. The
only other possibility is x* = y* = 0, with 4, & % 4, which however yields £, g, h # 0.
Thus, we set x* = y* = 0 and proceed solving the remaining six equations patch by
patch.

Let U,, denote the patch where x°, y* + 0. In fact, by choice of coordinates,
x*=y*=11n U, and it remains to (a) solve Egs. (A.1)«(A.12) for the remaining
four coordinates and (b) verify that the solutions satisfy the defining equations
(2.27). Because of the x*«<»y* and the x', y! <> x?2, y? symmetries, it suffices to study
the patches U,;, Uj,, U;; and Us;.

We present the details for the U,; patch only and leave the rest of the proof as
an excercise for the diligent reader. In U,;, Egs. (A.1) and (A.7) become

(x*)2=y% x*=(")*.
This implies that either x*> = y? = 0 or
x?=0wf y =0 k=012 o=e*?.
Equations (A.3) and (A.9) become
()2 =ny®, nx*=(y%)2.
This yields that either x* = y* =0 or
x} =o', y¥=n0?, 1=012.
The remaining equations are satisfied identically. We then have four possibilities
(0,0) = f(x)=9()=h(x,y)=1,
(2, x%) = O,n0') = f(x)=g(y)=h(xy)=1+n>, A13)
(@, 0 = f(x)=g(y)=h(x,y)=2,
(0", n0') = f(x)=g(y)=h(x,y)=2+n>.
Equations (A.13) and the corresponding results in the remaining patches show
that dV and f, g, h can vanish simultaneously only if n> =0, —1 or —2. (The case
n® = 0 is not covered by the foregoing analysis, but is easy to complete along the

lines above.) In other words, the space of solutions .# of f=g = h = 0 is smooth
unless n* =0, —1 or —2. Q.ED.

In particular, for # = 1, .# is smooth and possesses an S; symmetry, the
simultaneous permutation of the three pairs (x!, y!), (x2, y?) and (x3, y*). This
case was omitted in ref. [23], but is covered in ref. [22].

A.2. The Two Smooth Quotients. Given that .# defined in (2.2) is smooth, we now
prove that the two distinct quotients 4, = #/w, and M, = M /@, are also
smooth.

Zs Action on

xl x2 x3 x4 yl yZ y3 y4
o) 1 0 o ) 1 ) w?  ©?
@, 1 0 0w 1 ) ) ?
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The fixed point set of @; in P2 x P2 can be written as
{(1,0,0,0),(0,1,0,0),(0,0, x*, x*)} x {(1,0,0,0),(0, 1,0,0), (0,0, y*, y*)} .

Quite manifestly, except at (0, 0, x3, x*; 0, 0, y*, y*), f(x) or g(y) cannot vanish at
these points. At (0, 0, x3, x*; 0, 0, y*, y*), we have that h(x, y) = x3y® vanishes only
if x3 or y* does; then however

=0 = x*~1 = f(x)~1%0,

=0 = y*~1 = g(y)~1%0.
Thus, neither of the @, -fixed points satisfies the defining equations of .#, so that @,

has a free action on ./ and the quotient space .4, o /®; is smooth.

The fixed point set of w, in IP3 x IP} can be written as
{(1,0,0,0), (0, x*,x%,0),(0,0,0, 1)} x {(1,0,0,0}, (0, y*, y*,0),(0,0,0, 1)} .

Again, except at 0, x2, x3, 0; 0, y2, 3, 0), f(x) or g(y) cannot vanish at these points.
By the symmetries of the problem, it will suffice to examine the two patches in
which the remaining fixed points can be parametrized as

p1=00,1,x00,1,y,0),
p2=00,1,x00,y1,0).
Now, at both of these,
f)=1+x3 gp)=1+)% i=12.

So, for f(x) and g(y) to vanish, we must have that

o

pii x=—0f y=—0', w=e¥3 kleZ.

But then
h(p)=1+ "' +0,

h(p2) =0+ ' $0,
and none of the @,-fixed points lies in .# either. Thus, the quotient space
My < /@, 1s also smooth.

B. Projective Preliminaries

Here we explain the Young tableau notation and include the “tic-tac-toe” algo-
rithm that implements the Bott—Borel-Weil (BBW) Theorem [2].

Using the fact that IP* = {U(4)/U(1) x U(3)}, irreducible representations of
U (1) x U (3) are labeled by Young tableaux which we denote by (a| by, b,, b3). Here
a is the U(1) charge and b; is the number of boxes in the i row (counted from the
bottom), which stick out to the right (left if b; < 0) of the vertical “spine” of the
tableau. Likewise, (by, b,, b3, b,) denote U (4) Young tableaux. Note that (1, 1, 1) is
the totally antisymmetric tensor &%, which is not U(3)-invariant, but can be
factored out; for example,

1,L4=(1L1)®(O0,3). B.1)
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Since U(3) = U(1)4e, x SU(3) locally, one could say that (1, 1,4) and (0, 0, 3) are
equal up to the U (1)q charge. We use this to associate tensors to the (b, b,, b3)
notation and adopt the convention that

(_ 13 0: 0) ~ ¢ia (O, 03 1) ~ ¢i7 l = 1) 25 3 . (B2)

Note that the correspondence between Young tableaux and tensors is unique only
if we meticulously keep track of the Levi-Civita alternating symbol. For example,
(0, 1, 2) can be represented by ¢**), which is symmetric in b, ¢ but vanishes upon
total symmetrization, but also by the traceless ¢“. Actually, their relation

¢a(bc) — 8abd¢cd + 8acd¢bd — Baedé(ebécf)(,bfd
is merely the explicit form of
(0’ 192) = (15 la 1)®(_ 13 0: 1) .

The two tensors, therefore, differ by a unit of U (1)4., charge. The reader unsettled
by “negative boxes” in the above notation can use this factorization property to
obtain, e.g.,

(=L0,00=(-1 =1L, =)®(O, L, 1), ¢ =epuop™. (B.3)

The BBW theorem relates, in a 1 — 1 fashion, a U (1) x U(3) Young tableau
(alby, by, b3) to each homogeneous vector bundle on IP3. Furtheremore,
H4(P3, (a| by, by, bs)) + 0 for only one g and to this cohomology group the BBW
theorem assigns a U(4) Young tableau (cy, ¢,, c3, ¢4). For a given homogeneous
bundle (a|by, by, b3), we have the following “tic-tac-toe” algorithm [2]:

1. Add the sequence 0, 1, 2, 3 to the respective entries in (a|by, b,, b3).

2. If any two entries in the result of Step 1 are equal, all cohomology vanishes;
otherwise proceed.

3. Swap the minimum number (= q) of neighboring entries required to produce
a strictly increasing sequence.

4. Subtract the sequence 0, 1, 2, 3 from the result of 3, to obtain (cy, ¢;, 3, C4),
where ¢, £ ¢, 41, fora=1,2,3,4.
The only non-vanishing (a|b;, b,, b3)-valued cohomology on P? is

Hq(IP3’(a|b1’b2> b3))=(CI,CZ,C3,C4). (B4)

For more details, see ref. [2, 16].
As an illustration and for orientation with the more standard notation, we list
a few typical bundles on IP*. We have

(9]])3(—k)=(k|0,0,0), g']p3=(_1|0,0,1), QI%”z(lI_IsO)O)a

corresponding to k™ order polynomials, the tangent and the cotangent bundle on
IP3. Other examples are easily found by the usual Kronecker product of Young
tableaux and then projection to irreducible components. For example,

Q%= A%2(11-1,0,00=[(1]-1,0,00® (1| —1,0,0],=(2| -1, —1,0) .
Also,
QL ®ITp=(01]-1,0,00®(—1]0,0,1)=(0]| —1,0,1)®(0]0,0,0),
which is simply a rewriting of Eq. (4.1).
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C. Spectral Sequences

The spectral sequence computation associated to the Koszil complex such as (2.10)
is perhaps the most uncommon of the techniques used in this article. To the best of
our knowledge, available references in book form require a rather advanced
understanding of algebraic geometry [1]; in fact, they do not cover this particular
application. Griffiths and Harris (ref. [1], p. 438—445) give a general discussion of
spectral sequences, which we shall adopt here to suit our present calculations.

Definition. A spectral sequence is a sequence {E;, d;} (i = 0) of bi-graded groups

Ei= @E{,k

Jk20

together with differentials
di:Eg‘k‘*E{_i’k_i—l, di2=0,
such that
Ei1= HE(Ei) .

In practice, d; = 0, i > K for some finite K, whereupon Ex = Ex.{ = ... and Eg s
called the limit of the spectral sequence, written E,,. The sequence of E;’s may be
regarded as a sequence of successive approximations to E, and that is, in fact, how
we use it.

For our particular application, we consider a manifold .# embedded in
IP} x IP; by means of a system of three (K = 3) defining polynomial constraints.
Each defining polynomial corresponds to a line bundle, the direct sum of which we
have denoted by &. The associated Koszul complex (2.10), tensored by (the sheaf of
holomorphic germs of function of) some vector bundle ¥~ over P2 x P} is then

0— A3E*®@ YV —5 A26*Q YV —5 6*Q v - v, — 0.

We then define
Ef(v) & HI(PIxP3, ¥ ® Aké*),

and have the differentials, d; induced from the maps ¢&.
The practice of discerning the action of all d;’s and computing the d;-cohomol-

ogy

HIE@)E @

j+ik+i+1
ikso @ =dio, e EITHTITHYT)

{ weEMY): diw =0 }
is exemplified in Appendix D. Roughly speaking, we keep on identifying and
cancelling out elements « and w which are related by w = d;o throughout each level
E/(7") and level-by-level for i =0,1,...,K = 3.

Once E,(7") has been reached, we obtain the ¥ -valued cohomology on
A through the combined action of maps induced from ¢ and o (2.12)

{HTH(P3x IP?, A*€* @ ¥7), Vk: “d-closed/d-exact”, V;} = HY(M, V") .
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The precise mechanism and derivation of this approximation process is described
in much more detail in ref. [1].

D. Computational Details 1
We would rather not bother the reader with all the tedium of the complete
calculation of H'(.,End ), but present in this and the next appendix some

instructive examples.
To begin with, consider

-3[000
*=
6 ®8, < 3'000)'

We tensor the resolution (2.13) with this and use the “tic-tac-toe” algorithm to
obtain the 0" level of the associated spectral sequence:

—21000\/=2]000
71000 41000
11000 11000 ~3]000\ /=3|000 foer]
71000 41000 61000 3000 =0
0[000 0]000
61000 3000

0 0 0 0 HO(M, & ® &%)
0 0 0 0 PHI(.///,(o@f@é';*)
0 o 0 ..'.__.0 ......... ;HZ(ﬂ’gf®gg*)
0 AL B 0 (H (M, 6;® &%)
0 0 0 0 =0
0 0 0 0 =0
0 0 0 0 =0
(D.1)

where A % B stands for

—-2000)\1" g —2000)\1
1114/, 1111/,

<0000>1 \f <—3000>2°

(D.2)

1113 / 1113

10 ’ 10

The sub- and superscripts denote the dimensions of the upper and lower factor
Young tableaux, thus the product thereof is the total dimension.
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It is immediately clear that the only differential which is effective in the lower
left quadrant of the above chart is the d, labeled explicitly by j. From Eq. (2, 12), we
see that there will be no contribution to H(#, & ® &,*) and H*( M, & ® &,*);
therefore, these vanish. Now, ker(j) is the subspace of A which is annihilated by
j and hence remains in the d,-cohomology; as a subspace of A, it contributes to
H'(M, 6 ® &*) through Eq. (2.12). Likewise, cok(j) contributes to
H?*(M, & ® &,*). We therefore analyze in turn the actions of the components h, g
and f of the mapping j.

—-2000 —-3000 .. . .
The h.( {11 4>—>< 111 3)mappmg is realized by equating

d’(ab(‘zﬂwho)y = (D(abc)(uﬂ) > (D.3)

which is a system of 200 linear, inhomogeneous equations. The kernel of the
mapping h: {$} — {¢} is, by definition, spanned by the components of @), "’
which are annihilated by the map — regardless of the choice of @(a) . Similarly,
the cokernel of the mapping is, by definition, spanned by the components @) **,
modulo the ideal generated by ¢,,**?'h,,,. Roughly speaking, we need to establish
which of the ¢’s are equated with which of the ¢’s; the remaining ¢’s span ker(h)
and the remaining ¢’s are non-trivial quotient-representatives of cok (k).

Note first of all that the ten components of ¢,;,“** do not occur in the system
of equations (D.3) since A, = 0. These are annihilated by the map /s and are in its
kernel. Likewise, precisely nothing is mapped to the ten components of @44,
whence they are in cok(h).

Since h,, = d,, while ¢, y = 1, 2, 3 and vanishes otherwise, a suitable “splitting”
of the indices is in order; indices labelled by a caret will take values only over 1,2
and 3 while the value 4 will be explicitly written. We then rewrite these 200
equations accordingly in nine groups. In the first one, all indices are restricted to
take values 1, 2, 3 and the assignment is

¢(d5(m)5e>y**—’ <P(a5c*)(&ﬂ ’. (D.4)

It is quite straightforward to see that to each of the 6 10 ¢’s a linearly independent
combination of the 10+ 6 ¢’s is assigned, so that this sector of the mapping 5 is an
isomorphism; there is no kernel or cokernel here.

Next, let « = 4 (to distinguish from values of Latin indices, we shall underline
the values of Greek indices), so that we have

b5 845 > Pasy P . (D.5)

In this sector, h maps a 6+ 6-component subset of ¢’s to a 10+ 3-component subset
of ¢’s and so cannot be 1-1. It must annihilate at least 6 (linear combinations) of
components of ¢. However, there is no unique set of 6 such elements and we must
make some choices. With a little foresight, we eliminate 30 of the ¢’s in terms of the
30 ¢’s leaving

{(¢(11)(§22) + ¢(22)(éll))’ (¢(22)(‘}§§) + ¢(33)(‘122))’ (¢(33)(é_l) + ¢11(‘i§§))} ,

{($a2*?), (¢(13)(422)), (d23*)}
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to span this sector of ker(h); they will occur in later mappings.®
Proceeding in this fashion, let now o« = f = 4:

¢(ﬁb‘(ﬂﬂ5é)y* = (0(1255)@4) . (D.6)

Again the mapping h must have a kernel in this sector, since (D.6) is a system of 10
equations in 63 variable ¢’s. Considering the } index being lowered with d,, we
rewrite the above relation as

h: ¢(ab“(5')‘1 = Qabe) @
Thus

¢(a1‘;§'@§ u _[2¢(ab)(|céé - ¢ca)u; - d’(bc)m ]

are annihilated by h and span this sector of ker(h). We denote

¢( éé '=f [d)ab 49) + d)ba ] & -

Consider next the a = 4 case. We now have
e ﬂw)(g = Quin'® i) ,

a system of 36 equations in only 30 variable components of { ¢,+*"}. One expects
that this completely determines these ¢’s in terms of the ¢’s; indeed, it can be
verified that these Jacobian matrix of the ¢ — ¢ transformation is of maximal rank
(30). Thus, the mapping has a 6-dimensional cokernel, a quotient spanned by the
equivalence classes

§0(4b‘é) = <P(4bc) 2 ¢(4B

Clearly, there are many equivalent choices for representatives of this quotient; with
the foreknowledge of the mappings that will come later, we choose the following:

{((P(41 1)(-_) + P22 '—)), (¢(422) )+ P33 _2)), (q0(433)(ll) + ¢(4“)(§§))},
{(0@12), (Pu23") @wsn®)}

Collecting all such contributions, for various other arrangements of the ranges
of the five free indices in (D.3), we find that the kernel of the map h is spanned by

{¢’(ab) }10, {¢( ~ (744) . ab(éé?)aéw = 0}8 ,
{(un ™77 — ¢u®P57) = 0}3,  {G(an™: $a®P 84 = O} (D.7)

6 The situation here is a little like solving a simple relation x + y = a, knowing that later another
relation, x = b, will be encountered. With this foresight, we use the first relation to express
y = y(x, a) and leave x free (for the later relation to fix it). More properly, when the later relation
is encountered, we should backup and combine the relations into a system and then solve this
complete system. However, in practice, we would have to back up several times and the resulting
analysis grows beyond reasonable means of presentation in published form. It is however not hard
to check our calculations in this way and verify that no loss of generality in the end result was
incurred through our somewhat sinuous procedure
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while

{ @@y} 10, {0ue™ = Quie™ + Paa)™dss}s »

{ (‘P(Mﬂ)(‘lﬂééy - <P(44c*)(m55y*)}3, {(0(456J(&ﬂ )~ (P(4b‘c‘)(iﬂ) + ¢(4b‘ (&mém}s (D.8)

span the cokernel.
Next in discussing the combined mapping in (D.2), we consider the

~2000 —2000) op, realized by setti
. —
U 1114 1111)meP Y

Dar) " Gupy = Kavy - (D.9)

Because of the symmetric choice (2.2), only the ¢’s with « = = y can be mapped
by g acting as above. Among these, the ¢ ,,,*®’s have occurred in the domain of
h in (D.3), where it was invertible (no kernels in those sectors). Thus, we denote
loosely ¢, " = h™*(¢) and substitute in (D.9) to obtain

g: ¢(ab)(‘léé) = K(ab) — h_l(q’) 5

the right-hand side of which vanishes only for special choices of the ¢’s. Thus, no
component of ¢ ,;)**? is annihilated by g and ker(g) = 0.

Since ker(g) = 0, g must be 1-1 and since furthermore the dimensions of the
spaces being mapped, {p(,%¥}10 and {K(a)}10, are the same — g must be an
isomorphism. More explicitly, consider the equivalence classes

Kiaby = Kiapy + Pany®* + h™1(9) ,

which span cok(g). Quite clearly, the ideal generated by the ¢ ., #** is sufficient to
render all x’s equivalent to zero: using these ¢’s, we can gauge away all x’s.

The 8 + 3 + 6 elements from (D.7) are however annihilated by the map g (D.9)
and so they span the kernel of the combined mapping (D.2). Since there are no
other maps, these contributions survive into the final level of the spectral sequence
(D.1) and filter directly into H!(.4, &; ® &,*). Likewise, only the 8 + 3 + 6 com-
ponents from (D.8) remain to span H?*(4, & ® &,*).

An analogous procedure is then exercised with the resolution (2.10) tensored
with the remaining 17 irreducible bundles found in (4.5).

E. Computational Details 2

This appendix contains another sample computation along the lines described in
Sects. 3 and 4, aiming to illustrate the straightforwardness of our calculations,
albeit being technically laborous.

Having determined the cohomology groups on .# valued in the various
bundles (4.5) as described in the previous appendix, we can now proceed to
compute H%( .4, End ) in two steps: first, determining all the relative cohomol-
ogy for the row exact sequence in (4.4) from the column exact sequences and then
HY(.4, End 7,) from that row exact sequence.

Our sample computation will concern a component of the right-most column
exact sequence in (4.4), involving the &, component of &:

058 QE*>EQTF>E®TF—0. (E.1)
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This was clearly obtained from the sequence (2.5), by tensoring with &;. As usual,
the short exact sequence (E.1) induces the long exact sequence of cohomology
groups

O0- ... >HYM,E @ E*) > HUM, 6 R TF) > HUM, E Q T [)
>HY Y M, E@E¥)—> ... -0. (E.2)

Using the results obtained thus far, we have an explicit representation for all
HY (M, ® T4¥) and HY (M, & @ £*). We now discuss this row by row, for
q=0,1,2,3.

For ¢ = 0, we have

0000\ 4 0000\! -2 —-100)\?
00— — +

0000/, 0000/, 0 000/,
S H M, E @ TF)—. .. . (E.3)

The map j, here is clearly the identity and cancels the two 1-dimensional Young
-2 —-100)\2 . o .

0 000>1 over into H°(M, &, ® 7 ;). Ten-
sors corresponding to this Young tableaux are easily seen to be of the type
®a(ve) (Which vanishes upon total symmetrization) and will give rise to the contribu-
tions also found by deformation theory (4.3).

The situation in rows g = 2, 3 is particularly simple, since H(4, &; @ T4F)
vanishes there. The maps i, and i3 thus have nothing to map into
H*(M, 6, ® T ) and H3 (M, & @ T ), respectively. Therefore, the only contri-
bution to the first one comes from H3*(.#, &, ® &*), through the dimension-

stableaux, so that i, takes (

. 1111\
changing map J,, and equals .
1111/,

With this established, we remain with

—-2000)\2
HO g *
0_*< oooo>1_’ (A6, ®74)

—1 —100)6

L)[AP{< 1111

B— C

h

1

D
—»Hl(%r%@@*)ﬁ»[l;}—»o, (E4)

where we need to discern the precise action of the combined map in the middle.
Contributions to H°(4, & ® 7;) will then be the leftmost Young tableau and
the kernel of the combined mapping, while H!(4, &; ® 7) will be built up from
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the cokernel of the combined mapping and the rightmost contribution, D and E.
The four labels above denote:

(—2000)10
_ 10 ¢
v (2000 1 e
1114)30N,(—3000
1 113
17
—1000 —2000)\1°
B &L |k L, E.
[r(1112> <1111>1]7’ (E)
Cd=ef|:k < 2000 > h <—3000>2°:| ,
0112 1111/ |4
(E.7)
0000\* ;, /—=3000)\2°
+ —_—
0000 0000/ [io
—2000)\1
g
set ( 1114>20\- ~3000\2°
D = | cok L , (E.8)
0000 / 1113
1113)5 °" -
—1000)\* —-2000)\1"
E &L LN E.
[°°k< 1112)4 < 1111)1 l’ (E9)
where we have underlined the Young tableaux which are the source or the target of

the maps.

We now turn to study the combined mapping and begin with the map g. The
assignments are determined by the Koszul complex and correspond in tensorial
notation to

oy i} ~2000\1°
Gy Piany™ —Z5ggﬂ‘ﬁx¢(ab)m _"9(01’)“56< 011 2>

where 62 is the 4 x 4 Kronecker delta-symbol. The subtraction on the left-hand side

ensures tracelessness, as dictated by the Young tableau represented by the 3’s.
It will be useful to break up the ranges of the free indices into three groups as in

the list (D.7) and we now discuss these in turn.

a) g5 Pan) ™ > Yapyse- Using the various constraints on the components of ¢ and
3 from before,

[¢(aa) 479 + ¢(yy) ]3

ai*Iis + [Suwi'lo + [Suns*ls,  (E1O
[¢(ab)_w]3 — [ (ab)$ Jis+ 1L (46)5 Jo+ [ aa)s 15 ( )
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where 4, b and 7 are all different. Clearly, the map has its image only in the first
summand on the right-hand side, and in fact maps out #($s;* + 9334%) and
Say*-

b) GaaaPian** — Y5’ Again, by various constraints on ¢ and 9 from before, in
this range of indices,

2 e U 1 2.0 1, 1,
[g Pan* — 3 by — 3 Pin™ :|s — [ 3 Kabe’ — 3 Ssapa” — 3 H6pa ]8
(E.11)

This map is clearly an isomorphism and has no kernel or cokernel among the
displayed components.

©) GaaaPury** > ap)s’. With the various constraints on ¢ and 9 from before, we
now have

[¢(4b‘)w - ¢(49)HE]3 — [3(41;’)4_1}7 - 9(4y‘)4E]3 . (E.12)

Again, the map is clearly an isomorphism and has no kernel or cokernel among
the displayed components.

This has completely annihilated A and has cancelled 17 components of C.

-1 =1 6
Consider now the map B —"— < i | (1) (1)> . With the 7 components of
1
B, we have
{(%& - ¢ozﬁ), d)ﬁéa ¢4é} — {'9[&5], 3[&4]} . (E.13)

The only possible assignment here is ¢pi'hs;— sy, leaving {9pag}s in the
cokernel and {¢,*}, in the kernel.

Finally, we consider the map B—"— C, substituting what has been left of these.
The involved components are:

d’al1 s 3(@5)15‘1 ® '9(45)|'ﬁ§ . (E.14)

The three components ¢,* are clearly mapped out of the first 9, while ¢,? gets
mapped out of the second 3 This leaves no kernel in this sector and the cokernel is
described by the “mod-h(¢,%)” equivalence classes of the two respective 3’s.
Collecting all these results, we now have HU(, &; ® J_f). For q =0, this
cohomology follows from Eq. (E.3) and is spanned by the 20 components of ¢ 4.,
-2 —-100)\2
0 00 0) 1

For g = 1, we obtain a large collection of different contributions:

{¢(d§)|5§/1(aéh5)5}9 -3=6> {¢(45)|~;§//144h5y*}9 -1=8> {¢(44)|5§}3 >
{buaans® — Poma'ts,  {bupis’ — benis’ o, {Pab'shae s
{ran}ss {Paver/Afavc}r9>  {Dusny ™+ Puany™, & * B}3
{¢(4&ﬁ)(ﬂ§)}3a {¢(44a)(éﬂ) - ¢7(44ﬁ)(4ﬁ)}3, {4’(44)}1 s

2 PN | JP | "
{ 3 Puaa)? — 3 Paap ) — 3 Daap)™ }8 . (E.15)

corresponding to
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. 1111
Finally, H*(4, &; ®9:,;")equals<1 111

multiple of ¢!?**¢!%%; and H3(4, &; ® J_;}) vanishes.

) and is represented by a constant
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