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ABSTRACT:

We construct a set of chirality inducing G4-fluxes in global F-theory compactifica-
tions on Calabi-Yau four-folds. Special emphasis is put on models with gauge group
SU(5) x U(1)x relevant in the context of F-theory GUT model building, which are de-
scribed in terms of a U(1)-restricted Tate model. A G4-flux arises in a manner completely
analogous to the U(1)x gauge potential. We describe in detail the resolution by blow-up
of the various singularities responsible for the U(1)x factor and the standard SU(5) gauge
group and match the result with techniques applied in the context of toric geometry. This
provides an explicit identification of the structure of the resolved fibre over the matter
curves and over the enhancement points relevant for Yukawa couplings. We compute the
flux-induced chiral index both of SU(5) charged matter and of SU(5) singlets charged
only under U(1)x localised on curves which are not contained in the SU(5) locus. We
furthermore discuss global consistency conditions such as D3-tadpole cancellation, D-term
supersymmetry and Freed-Witten quantisation. The U(1)x gauge flux is a global extension
of a class of split spectral cover bundles. It constitutes an essential ingredient in the con-
struction of globally defined F-theory compactifications with chiral matter. We exemplify
this in a three-generation SU(5) x U(1)x model whose flux satisfies all of the above global
consistency conditions. We also extend our results to chiral fluxes in models without U(1)
restriction.
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1 Introduction

F-theory [1] provides an elegant framework to study a very broad class of string vacua. Its
power and its beauty are rooted in the geometrisation of the back-reaction of physical ob-
jects, here seven-branes of Type IIB string theory, on the ambient space. This is achieved
by means of a non-trivial fibration of an auxiliary elliptic curve over the physical space-time;
its complex structure represents the varying axio-dilaton sourced by the seven-branes. The
holomorphic nature of the relevant geometric data — seven-branes wrap divisors of the base
of the fibration upon compactification to four dimensions — makes the study of the associ-
ated string vacua amenable to techniques of algebraic geometry. These geometric methods
give us insights into systems beyond the perturbative realm such as mutually non-local
[p,q]-seven-branes. The resulting marriage between the concept of brane localised gauge
degrees of freedom and the appearance of exceptional gauge groups is largely responsible
for the revived recent interest, triggered by [2-6], in F-theory also from a phenomenological
perspective (see [7HI] for reviews on F-theory and its recent applications).

Motivated by the prospects of local F-theory model building in the context of GUT
phenomenology, a great deal of recent effort has gone into the construction of globally
consistent four-dimensional F-theory vacua. From the start, it has been clear that the
key to the construction of such vacua and to understanding their properties is having a
handle on the singularity structure of elliptic four-folds. This is because the non-abelian
gauge groups, the matter spectrum and the Yukawa interactions of a model are in one-
to-one correspondence with the singularities in the fibre of the Calabi-Yau four-fold over
loci of, respectively, complex co-dimension one, two and three on the base (see [10] for a
description of the relevant Tate algorithm and [IT], [12] for more recent extensions thereof).
In order to make sense of the four-dimensional effective action via dimensional reduction of
the dual M-theory, discussed in detail in [I3], it is necessary to work not with this singular
four-fold Yy, but rather with a resolved Calabi-Yau Ya. Mathematically, the singular points
in the fibre are replaced by a collection of P's whose intersection structure reproduces the
Dynkin diagram of the simple group associated with the singularity. Physically, resolving
this singularity corresponds to moving in the Coulomb branch of the non-abelian gauge
groups in the dual M-theory. In the F-theory limit of vanishing fibre volume, the resolved
space Y, and the singular Yy are indistinguishable. However, it is in terms of the smooth
and well-defined Y, that all computations are performed.

1.1 Singular elliptic fibrations and their resolutions

The techniques for resolution of singular elliptic fibrations were applied to F-theory soon
after its discovery, starting mainly in compactifications to six dimensions. Most notably, us-
ing the powerful tools of toric geometry, an efficient algorithm was developed to completely
resolve singular Calabi-Yau three-folds that are hypersurfaces of toric spaces [14, [15]. In
the context of F-theory GUT model building the first complete resolutions of Calabi-Yau
four-folds with SU(5) gauge group, as required in the spirit of [2H5], were constructed
in [16, 17]. This was done likewise in the framework of toric geometry, generalising the
methods of [I4] I5] to four-folds constructed as complete intersections of toric ambient



spaces. As demonstrated in [I8, 19], the efficiency of the toric approach allows for a sys-
tematic construction and study of a large set of four-dimensional F-theory GUT vacua
which, in particular, comprises the full four-fold associated with the base space construc-
ted previously in [20], see also [21]. It is important to stress that the toric resolution
automatically takes care not only of the co-dimension one singularities, corresponding to
seven-branes, but also of the higher co-dimensional singularities along matter curves and
Yukawa points. What the construction provides is the blow-up of the singularities over the
divisors where they appeared. Thereby, the blow-up introduces a set of rk(G) extra blow-
up divisors fibred over the base divisor associated with gauge group G. This automatically
resolves also the higher co-dimension singularities. In particular, one has full computa-
tional control over the intersection properties of the resolution divisors, the complete set
of Hodge numbers and important topological invariants such as the Euler characteristic or
&) (Y4) These invariants enter phenomenologically relevant constraints such as the three-
brane tadpole [22] or the flux quantisation condition [23]. On the other hand, the structure
of the singularity enhancements over the matter curves and Yukawa points is rather im-
plicitly contained in the toric data, see e.g. [24]. For practical computations, it is often
desirable to have more direct access to this information.

More recently, the resolution of singular four-folds with SU(5) GUT symmetries has
been re-addressed in [25] using a different method corresponding to a small resolution, as
opposed to a blow-up, with special emphasis on the matter curves and Yukawa points.
Indeed this analysis has confirmed the general philosophy of higher singularities of SO(10)
and SU(6) type over matter curves in generic SU(5) models as well as the appearance of
SO(12) and Eg enhancement points. At a technical level, however, the structure especially
of the Eg point is more complicated than usually anticipated. There, the singularity cor-
responds to the non-extended Eg Dynkin diagram or T35 5 [25]. In the recent work of [26],
amongst other things, the consequences of these technical subtleties were analysed. The
authors found that the expected structure both of matter states and, in particular, of their
couplings at the enhancement points is unaffected.

1.2 G4 fluxes from U(1)-restricted Tate models

The geometry of the four-fold and its resolution, important as it is, makes only half of the
story in constructing F-theory vacua. The second, equally crucial ingredient is G4-flux. Via
F /M-theory duality, G4-fluxes are known to describe both what corresponds in the Type
IIB limit to background flux F3 — 7H3 and gauge flux F' along the seven-branes. Both of
them are key players in moduli stabilisation, but the latter are, in addition, indispensable
in order to produce a chiral matter spectrum.

By F/M-theory duality, specifying G4-fluxes amounts to choosing suitably quantised
elements of H 4(174) subject to the condition that the four-form has 'precisely one leg along
the fibre’. Taking into account F-term conditions the flux must eventually be of (2,2)
typeE The analogue of the Type IIB closed fluxes Hs and F3 are given by G4-flux which
can locally be written as a wedge product of a three-form on the base with one of the two

MIf necessary, this F-term condition will fix some of the complex structure moduli.



1-forms along the non-singular fibre. Gauge fluxes on the other hand have one leg along
the singular fibres or rather along the resolution of the singular fibre in Yi.

One type of such gauge flux that is particularly easy to understand is flux associated
with the Cartan generators of the non-abelian gauge group G along a divisor W. Such
fluxes can be written as G4 = F A v, where by v € HY1(Y}) we denote the two-forms dual
to the resolution divisors introduced when resolving the non-abelian singularity over W
and F' € HY'(W). Cartan fluxes of course break the gauge group G. If we are interested
in a chiral spectrum with unbroken non-abelian gauge group we thus need another type of
flux P

In this paper we are interested in a type of G4 gauge flux that does produce chiral-
ity without breaking any non-abelian gauge symmetry. We approach the construction of
chirality inducing G4-fluxes in the context of F-theory compactifications with explicit U(1)
gauge symmetries, for the following two reasons: First, we will exploit the fact that in the
presence of such U(1)s there exists a particularly natural candidate for a special element
in H'(Y;) with one leg along the fibre [27] lending itself to the construction of Gy-flux.
Second, U (1) symmetries play a prominent role in concrete phenomenological applications
of F-theory thanks to their selection rules in the matter coupling sector (see e.g. [28-30]
for some early references, followed by many others). It is therefore of particular interest to
construct fluxes in models with abelian gauge symmetries.

The appearance of massless U(1)s depends on the full global geometric data of the
compactification and cannot be determined in any local approach to F-theory model build-
ing [31],[27]. In the context of the so-called U(1)-restricted Tate model [27], an explicit
construction of models with U(1) gauge symmetries was given. The idea is to start from
F-theory on an elliptic Calabi-Yau four-fold Y, with no massless U(1) gauge potentials
and to restrict the complex structure moduli such as to unhiggs a U(1) gauge symmetry.
The elliptic fibre acquires a Kodaira Iz, or in other words an SU(2) singularity over a
curve C on the base space Bs. Note that this happens in co-dimension one in complex
structure moduli space. The arising curve of SU(2) singularities is the self-intersection
locus of the Ij-component of the discriminant A of the four-fold. The singularity can be
resolved by a blow-up procedure similar to the resolution of singularities in co-dimension
one. This gives rise to an exceptional divisor {s = 0}. Its dual two-form leads to an extra
U(1) gauge potential upon expanding the M-theory three-form C3 as C3 = A A wx with
wyx = —[S|+ [Z] + c1(B3) [27]E| Obviously, this construction provides a natural candidate
for the U(1)x flux G4 = F A wx [32]. Note that this type of flux is special in that it is
given by a four-form that can be written as the wedge product of two harmonic two-forms.
From general arguments [2] [6], this flux leads to a chiral index for matter states charged
under U(1)x by integration of G4 over the associated matter surfaces. The reason why this

In particular note that the hypercharge Cartan flux used to break SU(5) — SU(3) x SU(2) x U(1)y
as in [4} [5] must be chosen such as not to produce chirality as otherwise U(1)y would become massive.

3We denote the two-form dual to the divisor in class S by the symbol [S] € Hl’l(Y4). Furthermore, one
needs to subtract the fibre class [Z] and the first Chern class of the tangent bundle of the base in order to
make sure that the resulting two-form indeed has only one leg along the fibre [27]. For models involving
extra non-abelian singularities, the definition of wx will be modified as specified in the sequel.



conclusion could not be checked explicitly in [27] was an insufficient understanding of the
fibre structure over the matter curves as arise e.g. in models with SU(5) gauge symmetry.
In this paper, inspired by the explicit description of fibres over the matter curves [25], we
are able to explicitly compute the chiral spectrum induced by U(1)x flux.

In fact, quite recently the same type of gauge flux was independently discussed in
detail in the beautiful work [33], albeit with slightly different methods. This analysis starts
with the construction of a gauge flux which cannot be decomposed into the wedge of two-
forms. In a second step the complex structure of the four-fold is restricted leading to
a U(1)-restricted Tate model. Under this deformation the original gauge flux turns into
flux that can be written as a wedge product. It completely agrees with the construction
outlined above. At a technical level the construction of the flux differs slightly from ours
in that the authors of [33] perform a small resolution as opposed to a blow-up of the SU(2)
singularity. When the dust has settled, though, the two resolution procedures turn out to
be completely equivalent. Among the consistency checks performed in [33] is a successful
computation of the chiral index in models with SU(2) x U(1)x and Sp(2) x U(1)x gauge
symmetry and a match of the D3-brane tadpole with perturbative results in the type IIB
limit.

1.3 Summary of results

We perform the construction of U(1)x flux, following our logic spelled out above, for
GUT models with gauge group SU(5) x U(1)x. The choice of this gauge group is of course
motivated by the aim of constructing globally defined F-theory GUT models. The technical
core of the present paper is the resolution of the SU(2) curve responsible for the U(1)x
factor together with the resolution of the SU(5) singularity in a way that gives full access to
the resolved fibre over the matter curves. In this regard, our work has considerable overlap
with the recent analysis in [26] E|WhiCh independently used a blow-up procedure to resolve
an SU(5) model, however, without a further U(1) restriction. At a phenomenological level,
apart from serving as a welcome selection rule that forbids dimension four proton decay,
the U(1) symmetry enhancement leads to a set of GUT singlets with the correct quantum
numbers to be interpreted as right-handed neutrinos. The computation of the chirality of
such GUT singlets, which are sensitive to the full details of the global compactification,
has largely remained elusive in the ”semi-local” approach to F-theory GUT model building
via spectral covers [16] 35].

The blow-up procedure, performed in this article, reproduces the toric weights of the
resolution divisors as appearing in the toric examples of [I6HI9, 27]. The main point
of our analysis, however, is to make visible the structure of the fibre above the matter
curves as a prerequisite for computing the chiral index. Along the way, we give an explicit
procedure to derive the U(1)x charges of the matter states on purely geometric grounds.
These charges identify U(1)x as the abelian subgroup in the breaking SO(10) — SU(5) x
U(1) XE| In particular, we identify the 10_; and 53 as states descending from the spinorial

“Note that [26] focuses on the global realisation of gauge fluxes in the spirit of the so-called spectral
divisor construction [34], which is a different approach to gauge fluxes than the one pursued here.
®In common abuse of noation, here and in the sequel we say SO(10), but mean ”Spin(10)”.



representation of SO(10) while the Higgs 5_s+c.c. is of the type present also in perturbative
models. This explains why the 10 10 5 coupling is present in generic F-theory models but
not at the perturbative level in Type IIB orientifolds: While the U(1) selection rules
operate in exactly the same manner, the charge assignments differ due to the possibility of
multi-pronged strings states in F-theory.

The final result for the chiral index is then extremely simply: The chiral index of a
state of U (1) x charge ¢ that is localised along a matter curve C on the base space is ¢ fc F.
In fact, this result matches the formula derived in the context of the S[U(4) x U(1)x]
split spectral covers for the special case of zero non-abelian SU(4) bundle part — however,
it matches only for matter states charged under SU(5). These are the fields localised on
the GUT brane to which the local philosophy of the spectral cover construction applies.
The SU(5) singlets 15 on the curve of SU(2) enhancement away from the GUT brane
on the other hand are sensitive to the global details of the compactification. Indeed,
the chirality formula derived from the proper G4-flux corrects the spectral cover formula
accordingly. With the explicit resolution at hand it is a simple matter to compute the D3-
tadpole % fY4 G4 N G4 and to evaluate the D-term supersymmetry condition for the gauge
flux. Again we find global corrections compared to the spectral cover expressions. This
demonstrates that the G4-flux can be viewed as a global extension of the split spectral
cover fluxes and that the latter cannot be trusted except for the chirality of the SU(5)
matter states, which constitutes a truly local observable.

In addition to the simple form for the chirality in SU(5) x U(1)x models, we arrive
at slightly more involved expressions for the chiral indices in non-restricted SU(5)-models.
To this end we partially define G4 in terms of 4-cycles that cannot be represented as the
dual of the intersection of two divisors in the four-fold, as was recently described in [33],
where, however, the chirality was not computed. Upon extending this we find that the
recombination process implicit in moving away from the U(1)-locus in complex structure
moduli space is nicely reflected in the chirality formula for those curves which are affected
by the recombination. In the other cases, the chiral index takes the same form as in the
U(1)-restricted case.

The remainder of this paper is organised as follows: In section [2] we review the details
of the U(1)-restricted Tate model with special emphasis on singularity resolution via blow-
up and the appearance of the U(1)x gauge potential. Section [3|is devoted to a detailed
resolution of the SU(5)x U (1) x model. We begin in[3.1]by discussing the blow-up procedure
for the combined resolution of singularities associated with the non-abelian and the abelian
part of the gauge group and relate this to the singularity resolution in the framework of toric
geometry. In section we outline the general procedure to deduce the fibre structure in
co-dimension one, two and three. The details of this computation are collected in appendix
[A] We proceed in section with an in-depth analysis of the fibre structure over the matter
curves. In section we study the geometric realisation of the U(1)x gauge symmetry
and compute the U(1)x charges of the charged matter fields. The G4-flux is the subject
of section [4l After stating the Freed-Witten quantisation condition, whose derivation will
be presented in the upcoming [36], we compute in the chiral index of charged matter



states including SU(5) singlets, making heavy use of the geometric structure found in
the previous section. Section [4.2]is devoted to the global consistency conditions such as
D3-tadpole and D-term supersymmetry. In section [£.3] we compare the G4-flux to the
split spectral cover construction. In section [£.4] we illustrate the use of G4 gauge fluxes
in F-theory compactifications by constructing a three-generation SU(5) x U(1)x model
on a Calabi-Yau four-fold which meets the D3-brane tadpole, the D-term supersymmetry
as well as the Freed-Witten quantisation condition. Finally, in section we consider
the deformation of the U(1)-restricted model and its G4-flux by brane recombination and
identify the deformed chiral flux. Many details of the computations of section [3| and [4] are
relegated to the appendices. Our conclusions are contained in section

2 U(1)-restricted Tate models and their resolution

To set the stage, we present in this section the details of the U(1)-restricted Tate model
and describe in detail its resolution via blow-ups. This is important in order to understand
the resulting U (1) gauge symmetry.

We consider an F-theory compactification on the elliptically fibred Calabi-Yau four-
fold Yy described by a Weierstrass model in Tate form. The Tate polynomial cuts out Yy
as the hypersurface

Pr = {y* + a1zyz + azyz® = 2% + aga®2? + agwz? + ag2%) (2.1)

of a P 31 bundle over a base space Bs. As usual (z,y, z) denote the homogeneous coordin-
ates of the Py 3 fibre, which can therefore not vanish simultaneously so that xyz lies in
the Stanley-Reisner ideal. The a; depend on the base coordinates in such a way as to form
sections of Kg;, powers of the canonical bundle on B3. Note that the intersection of Pp
with the divisor {z = 0} leads to y? = 2. Together with the linear relation from P 3,
this fixes a point in the fibre. Thus {z = 0} represents a copy of the base Bs, the unique
section of the generic Weierstrass model.

While we are at it, let us fix some notation: Unless stated otherwise we denote a divisor
defined as the vanishing locus of some coordinate or polynomial ¢ by {t = 0} or sometimes
short {t}. Its homology class in Hg(Y4), or Ha(Bs3), will be referred to as T, with Poincaré
dual two-form [T] € H?(Yy), or H?(Bs). Furthermore, the first Chern class of the tangent
bundle of B3 will often be abbreviated as ¢1 := ¢1(Bs).

The singular fibres of a Weierstrass model Y}y lie over the discriminant locus A in the
base Bs, famously known to be given by the vanishing of

A =4f3 4 274 (2.2)
with

f=—2% (b3 —24bs),  g= g5 (b3 — 36boby + 216bg) , (2.3)

bo :4a2+a%, by = 2a4 + a1a3, bg :4a6+a§.



As will be exploited in more detail in the next section, specification of the vanishing orders
of the sections a; as prescribed by the Tate algorithm [10] along co-dimension one loci in
the base Bj engineers non-abelian singularities in the fibre above the respective divisors.
Independently of these non-abelian gauge groups along divisors, the presence of a U(1)
gauge group not arising as the Cartan of a non-abelian gauge group is associated with a
singularity in complex co-dimension twoﬁ The simplest type of such models was worked
out in [27] and involves setting the section ag = 0. In this case the U(1)-restricted Tate
hypersurface embedded by becomes singular at x+ = y = 0 = a3 = a4. The concrete
form of the singularity follows by inspection of the discriminant locus

A= (a4a3a1 [af + 8asai + 16(a3 — 6a4)] + ajai(ai + 36a2) (2.4)
— a? [ctgcfl1 + 8aZa? + 2(8a3 + 15a4a3) — 72a40a;] (2.5)
+ a2[at + 8aga? + 16(a — 4a4)] — 27a§) . (2.6)

From the vanishing degree of order two one infers a curve of SU(2) singularities located at
x =y = 0 in the fibre over the curve

C34: {azs =0} N{aqy =0} (2.7)

on Bs.

The singularity over Cs4 in the four-fold Y, must be resolved explicitly. Let us assume
for now that Csy4 is the only singularity of Y; and thus consider a model without non-
abelian gauge groups, reserving the implementation of further non-abelian singularities for
the next section. The discriminant locus is thus a single connected I;-locus with a co-
dimension two-singularity along its curve of self-intersection C'34. The probably simplest
possible type of resolution, which is the one applied in [27] and which we will also explore
in this article, is by a standard blow-up procedure. In this process one introduces a new
homogeneous blow-up coordinate s along with the proper transform Z,7y of the original
coordinates x, ¥,

y = gs, r = Is. (2.8)
Furthermore, one introduces the extra scaling relation
(Z,9,5) = (A\7'2, 715, As), (2.9)

which follows by requiring that = and y be unchanged under rescaling SE]

SThere are also other types of geometries realising massless U(1)s. Most notably, consider two seven-
branes wrapping homologous divisors with vanishing mutual intersection. For seven-branes of the same
[p,q)-type, the same S' pinches in the elliptic fibre over both seven-branes. Fibreing this S' between the
seven-branes also gives rise to an element in H''(Y3) that is associated with the U(1) gauge potential
of the relative U(1), as discussed more recently in [37H39]. This non-generic case is the four-dimensional
analogue of the situation for F-theory on K3, where the seven-branes are points on the base of K3 and
thus automatically homologous. Finally, the appearance of massive U(1)s as a consequence of certain
non-harmonic two-forms was argued for in [39].

"Note that together with the Po 31 relation for (x,y, z) this can also be brought into the form (z,§, s) ~
(\z, A, A%s) used in [27].



The effect of this blow-up is that, where before the fibre was given by a degree-6
polynomial in IP; 31, it is now given by a degree-(6, —1) polynomial in the following space
(relabeling & — = and § — y):

S|-1 -1 - 1

The Stanley-Reisner (SR)-ideal of this “fibre ambient space” is now generated by {xy, zs}
and the proper transform of the Tate polynomial becomes

3.2

Pr = {y%s + ayzyzs + azyz® = 135% + aga®

225 + agxz}. (2.10)
On the new, resolved Calabi-Yau four-fold Y; thus created, {z = 0} still defines a section
of the fibre, giving a copy of the base. Furthermore, the divisor {s = 0} also gives a copy
of the base with an additional P! over the curve C34 defined in (2.7). This can be seen by
considering the restriction of the Tate polynomial to {s = 0}, which is

asy = a4z (2.11)

after setting z to 1 as sz is in the SR-ideal. Over all base points away from Cs4 this fixes
the fibre entirely; however, on this curve one is left with a P! parametrised by [z : y].
In other words, above the curve Csy, {s = 0} and the Tate polynomial do not intersect
transversally, whereas they do over every other base point. Thus the singularity is replaced
by a P!

If the original four-fold Y is realised as a hypersurface or complete intersection of a
toric space, one can arrive at the same scaling relations and proper transform following
the toric algorithm of [14, [I5] as applied more recently to the resolution of Calabi-Yau
four-folds in [16-19]. This method, which is described in more detail at the end of is
computationally very powerful and thus particularly well-suited for an efficient treatment
of more complicated models, e.g. in the presence of extra non-abelian singularities. In [27]
it was used to resolve U (1)-restricted Tate models describing certain SU(5) x U(1) F-theory
GUT models using the geometries of [16, [17].

Finally, we stress that our blow-up procedure differs at a technical level from the small
resolution performed for U(1)-restricted Tate models in the recent work of [33], even though
the final results of both approaches match perfectly.

The crucial property of the resolved space Yy is that by construction hl’l(ﬁ;) has
increased by one compared to h!(Y}) due to the new resolution divisor class S. This
signals the appearance of a new massless gauge symmetry. Recall that in the language of
F/M-theory duality massless brane U(1) symmetries arise from expansion of the M-theory
three-form Cs in terms of elements v; of H'(Y}) ‘with one leg along the fibre and one leg
along the base Bs’. This means that

/ vi AT*[Dg] A [Dy) AT [De] = 0, / vi N [Z) AT [Dy) AT*[Dc] =0, (2.12)
Yy Yy



where 7*[D;] denotes the pull back of the two-form dual to the divisor D; C B3 and [Z] is
the two-form dual to the section {z = 0} with divisor class Z. In fact, a natural candidate
for such a two-form is the combination [27]E|

wy = —[S]+ e +[Z]. (2.13)

To verify that the first requirement in is fulfilled we note that the topological
intersection numbers of S with three base divisors are the same as those of Z. This is
because the additional P! in S over C34 does not occur for generic curves in the product
of the divisor classes c1(K5%) and ¢1(K5*), but only for the vanishing locus of the specific
representatives ag = 0 = a4. Furthermore, in a Weierstrass model the section Z is known
to satisfy ffﬁ [Z] A ([Z] 4+ c1) A ... =0, which is just right for wx to also satisfy the second
requirement in .

Note that the construction of wx automatically allows us to write down the G4-flux
associated with the U(1)x. Instead of elaborating on this flux in the simple U(1) model,
though, we proceed to an in-depth analysis of SU(5) x U(1)x models.

3 SU(5) x U(1)x Models, resolution and matter curves

In this section we extend the U(1)-restricted model by an SU(5) singularity in the fibre over
a divisor {w = 0} in the base Bs. The standard procedure to generate an SU (5) singularity
over a divisor W is to fix the vanishing orders of the sections a; of the Tate polynomial
on {w = 0} according to Tate’s algorithm [I0]. In addition, we must set ag = 0, since we
are interested in the U(1)-restricted version thereofﬂ In summary, the Tate sections are
restricted as

a1 = ai, as = as | w, as = az 2 w?, as = as3 w?. (3.1)
The discriminant now takes the form
A=w’ (P+Qw+Rw?+Sw?+Tw"), (3.2)
where

4
P =ajazs(—aias3+azas2),
2(_.2 2 3 2 2
Q=aj(—ajajs3—8araziasgass —aya3s+8aj;azs),
_ 2 2 2 92 2 3 3 9
R= —8ajagiajs+30aiazqas3—16a1 a3, a32a43 —36araz1a39+ 16a3; a3,
S=96a1a32 aig — 16 a%l ai3 —T2a2, a§’2 ag3 + 27 a§’2,
T = 64aj 3.
Comparison with [I0] confirms the presence of the SU(5)-singularity over w and further-

more suggests the following enhancement loci: co-dimension two enhancements occur on
the intersection of {w = 0} with

8This is true for models without non-abelian gauge groups. As we will see later, in presence of extra
non-abelian singularities this expression receives modifications (see also [33]).
9In the non-restricted case, we would impose the vanishing behaviour ag = a675w5.
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e {a;}, where A vanishes to order 7, indicating SO(10)-enhancement,
e {az2}, and

o {a1as3—aziaza}.

In the latter two cases A vanishes to order 6, indicating SU(6)-enhancement. Co-dimension
three enhancements occur on

° {al} N {ag’l},

e {a1} N {asz2}, where in both cases A vanishes to order 8, indicating SO(12)- or
FEg-enhancement, and

e {as2} N {as3}, where A vanishes to order 7, indicating SU(7)-enhancement.

Note that the splitting of the SU(6)-enhancement curve, as well as the appearance of the
SU(7)-enhancement point, are features of the U(1)-restricted model that do not occur in
non-restricted SU(5)-models. Both are of course intimately related to the presence of a
U(1)x gauge symmetry as we will see.

3.1 Resolution

We next describe in detail the blow-up procedure to resolve the singularities of the above
model. To this aim four exceptional divisors are introduced to take care of the SU(5)
singularity in addition to the resolution divisor S from the U(1) restriction. The resolu-
tion process can be motivated by the Tate algorithm as is described in section 7 of [10].
Restricting ourselves to the I,-branch for the moment and denoting, as before, the divisor
defining the GUT surface by {w = 0}, one can summarise the procedure as follows: Define
To9 = x, Yo = y on the original, singular manifold. Then at each step of the resolution
process, a new variable e; is introduced such that only those monomials with the lowest
order in (zg,y;, w) remain in Pr|e,—o for the current k, [. If the remaining polynomial
factorises into either zj P or Yl P, one defines new coordinates on the blow-up by xk+1,
or xg,yi+1 respectively, where xy 1 = xx/w, Y41 = y;/w. With the new coordinates the
process is then repeated. The algorithm terminates when Prl|.,—o does not factorise any
further.

Then the resolution process turns out as follows, where from each line to the next a
relabeling is implicit, losing the ~over the resolution coordinates in each caseﬂ

(:E?yaw j€1,g€1,ﬁ)€1),

Yy — yw (z,y1,w Teq, yreq, Wey),
T — T1Ww (x1,y1,w Z1ez,yie2, Weg),

Y1 — Yow (21,2, w Z1e3,yaes, Wey).

0The order of the labels of the e; is chosen such that their intersection structure coincides with the
standard root intersection structure (see below).
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This may be summarised as
. 2,2 ~  2.2.3 -
(xz,y,w) — (Teregeses, yerejeses, weiesesey).

If we were considering a generic SU(5) model, in which ag is not set to zero, this would
be sufficient. For ag = 0, one has to perform the additional resolution required by the U(1)
restriction. As before, this amounts to

(z,y) = (Ts,9s).

The total resolution process for the SU(5) x U(1)-restricted Tate model can thus be sum-
marised as

(z,y,w) — (isereseses, Jserefeies, epereseses). (3.3)

Here w was relabeled ey, motivated by the fact that it now denotes the divisor defining
the remaining P' fibred over the GUT surface. Whereas, before the blow-up it defined the
entire (singular) torus fibration of that surface. The proper transform of the Tate equation
now becomes
y286364+a1:1:yzs+a372yz3egel €4
3.2, .2 2.2 4.3 2 (3-4)
=zx"s"ereye3+ax1 " 2z segerea +as3x 2 eyer e ey.
Each of the blow-ups induces a new scaling relation by requiring charge invariance of
the resolution routine. As discussed already for the simple U(1) model of the previous
section, the blow-up (z,y) — (Zs,7s) induces the divisor class S, and both = and y are
not charged under this class as it only appears on the resolved ambient space. Then
charge invariance requires = and y to obtain a charge of —1 under this new class S, or,
put differently, the scaling relation (,7,s) ~ (A\~'Z, A™14, As) is induced. Combining the
relations from all five blow-ups one arrives at a structure for the ambient space of the form
displayed in Table[I] Modulo base triangulations this structure allows for 36 triangulations.

It is also possible to arrive at the summarised resolution process (3.3 via different
blow-up routes, such as e.g.:

(1) : (2):
(‘/E yae()) — (1381,@/81,6081), (a:,y) — (l‘S,yS),
(y761) — (y€4761€4)7 (y78760) — (964,36476064)7
(3.5)
(7,e4) — (wez, eqe2), (s,e4) — (se3,eqe3),
(y,e2) — (yes, eae3), (s,e3) = (se1,ezer),
(«T,y) (.%'S,yS); (8761) — (86276162)'

The induced set of scaling relations will be different in each case; however, each set is a
linear combination of each other set. The above choice, motivated by the Tate algorithm,
is used here because in this case only x, y, e; and ey are charged under each of the E;.
While the various possible resolution routes induce equivalent scaling relations, they
lead to partially inequivalent triangulations. Each triangulation leads to a different set of
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w 1
K| 2 3 6
A 2 3 1 6
S -1 -1 1 -1
Fi|| -1 -1 1 -1 =2
Ey || =2 =2 1 -1 —4
By |l -2 -3 1 —11 =5
E, || -1 =2 1| -11 -3

-1 0 2 1|1 0 0 1] 2

0 -1 3 —-1/2 1 0 1|3

0 0 0 0 |v v v wluw

Table 1. Divisor classes and coordinates of the ambient space, not including part of the base
coordinates and classes. Here x,y, z, s are coordinates of the “fibre ambient space” of the Calabi-
Yau four-fold. Furthermore, within the CY-four-fold, each of the zero loci of the e; consists of one
of the 5 P!s fibred over the GUT surface. For completeness the base classes W and K = [c1(B)]
are included. The bottom of the table is only relevant to torically embedded Calabi-Yau four-folds.
It lists a choice for the vectors corresponding to the one-cones of the toric fan. Their relevance is
explained below.

coordinates which are not allowed to vanish simultaneously, i.e. a different Stanley-Reisner
ideal. As is well-known, these constraints can be deduced e.g. from the requirement that
the Fayet-Iliopoulos D-terms of the underlying linear sigma model is positive. Then the
differences between the triangulations become clear by considering the Stanley-Reisner
ideal. Its generator set includes the following elements for all triangulations

{zy, weges, zeies, wey, yeoes, ye1, yea, 2s, zereyq, zegey, ze3, seq, se1, seq, egez}  (3.6)

along with one of the following 36 options,

reg, rel eoes, e1e3
Yeo S€2
® < zeg, zeg p @ ® < epes, eaeyq p - (3.7)
zZ€ey xTres
ze1, z€2 €1€4, €2€4

One notes however that these only lead to six different Calabi-Yau four-folds: From the
proper transform of the Tate polynomial and the SR-ideal elements that occur for
all triangulations (3.6), it is clear that all elements of the first two columns of the above
list vanish on the Calaby-Yau four-fold. For example, even if Z may intersect F; in the
ambient space, it never intersects any of the F; on the four-fold. This allows us to fix the
elements from those two columns for the future analysis, and we make the canonical choice
zeyq and zey, zes. Let the remaining 6 triangulations be denoted by T;; with i € {1,2} and
j €{1,2,3}, so i runs over the third and j over the last column.

~13 -



We conclude this discussion with the following comparison with resolutions in the
context of toric geometry: If the Calabi-Yau four-fold is embedded in a toric ambient
space, there exists an alternative resolution method, described in [14HI7), 19]. In such a
case, the generators of the one-dimensional cones of the toric variety form a rational strictly
convex polytope in d real dimensions, where d is the complex dimension of the toric ambient
space. Monomials of the Tate polynomial (with the a; expanded) then correspond to points
in the polar dual polytope, the M-lattice polytope (if the Calabi-Yau is a hypersurface) or
to points in one element of the nef-partition of the polar dual polytope (if the Calabi-Yau
is a complete intersection)ﬂ

Restricting the Tate polynomial coefficients to a; = ai’kwk therefore corresponds to
removing points from this dual polytope and constructing the dual of the remainder. As
was shown in [I5], for the canonical choice of one-cones:

T = (_17079)7 Yy = (07 _179) z = (27379) €0 = (27379) (38)

the above algorithm determines the exceptional variables in the SU(5) case to take the
form
er1 = (1,2,v), e2 = (0,0,v), es = (1,1,v), eq = (0,1,v). (3.9)

Then the scaling relations induced by these one-cones are precisely the ones obtained in
the above-mentioned resolution process motivated by the Tate algorithm, and vice versa.
This nicely connects the two algorithms and provides a consistency check for the resolution
process.

Let us note that the structure of the above resolution ambient space is that of a torically
described ambient fibre fibred over a possibly non-toric base three-fold. We have further
seen that the blow-up procedure of [10], which holds for general models, produces the same
additional scaling relations as the alogrithm of [I5] for torically embedded models. Then
for any potential gauge group inducing singularity, one can use Figure 3.2 and Table 3.1
of the toric paper [15] to immediately read off the scaling relations for the fibre ambient
space of the resolution, regardless of whether this resolution is toric or not. For the reader’s
convenience the structure of those scaling relations is summarised in Appendix [C]

3.2 Fibre P! structure

With the fibre ambient space of the resolution at hand, the natural next step is to investigate
the fibre itself. This is well-known to be generically a torus, which splits into 5 P!’s over
the GUT surface, and is expected to split into more than 5 P'’s over enhancement curves
and points on said surface. In addition, in the U(1)-restricted model the torus also splits
into 2 P's over the locus a3z = as3 = 0. The intersection structure of the GUT-P!s is
expected to be that of the extended Dynkin diagram A, associated with SU(5) on the
GUT-surface, /15 or f)5 on the enhancement curves and 1216, _DG or a degenerate version
of Eg on the enhancement points. The degeneration of the latter was recently noticed
in [25] in the framework of a small resolution process, as opposed to blow-up. Indeed, this

"The latter only holds if such a partition exists.
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(with correct P'-multiplicities for the Dj-cases) is precisely the structure one finds in the
framework described thus far (and also in the independent [26]).

Determining the fibre structure is rather technical and we relegate the computations
to appendix [A] Here we merely present the general idea and summarise the results of this

analysis.

First of all the 5 generic P's in the fibre over the GUT surface are given by the fibres
of the divisors {e; = 0}, € {0,...,4} inside the Calabi-Yau manifold. Put differently, the
P!s are given by the intersections

P% = {ez} N {PT’&;:O} N {ya} N {yb}v i=0,...,4 (3'10)

inside the five-fold which itself is obtained by fibreing the fibre ambient space over the
baseB Here {y.}, {ys} denote divisors corresponding to base coordinates which are neither
{ep} nor any of the enhancement loci, and we assume that their intersection on the GUT-
surface is 1. For general intersection number n, defines the formal sum of n Pls.

A standard and well-known property of the resolution P's is that they intersect in
the fibre according to the extended Dynkin diagram of the gauge group G, which in this
case is SU(5). More precisely, the intersection pattern of the P!-fibred resolution divisors
i=0,...,tk(G) is

/ TF*’Y/\[Ei]/\[Ej]:—Cij/ v VY v e HY(Bs) (3.11)
Y w

with Cj; the Cartan matrix of G. We use the sign conventions that C;; has a +2 on the
diagonal. Indeed these intersection numbers are derived in detail in the appendix.

To see the P!-fibre structure above enhancement curves, one notes that Pr|e,—o may
factorise above certain loci. For example, consider the case i = 1. Generically, the first P!
denoted by P! is given by

{ei}n {y?seses+arzyzsy N {y} N {w} (3.12)

Since yeq, se1, and zej are in the SR-ideal for all triangulations, this can be simplified to

{ei}n{eses+arz} N {y}t N {w} (3.13)

On a1 # 0 one can further use the SR-ideal elements zes and weje3 to express P as

{e}n{l+azy N A{ya}n {} (3.14)

On the other hand, on a; = 0 P! splits into two Ps, namely

Pis={ei}N{es} N {ar}n{ya}, and
Ply={ei}n{ea} N {ar}n {a}.
12Tn the case of toric Calabi-Yau hypersurfaces, e.g. this is simply the total ambient space; in the case

of CICYs (of the form Pr N Pg, N...N Pg,,) this is the space given by the intersection of the various Pg,
inside the overall ambient space.

(3.15)
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Again, this is to be understood as a complete intersection on the five-fold. The key to
describing the P's over the curves is to realise that the Tate constraint, which is the second
intersection, may factorise over the higher co-dimension loci.

In some triangulations ejes is in the SR-ideal and no splitting occurs for P! ; however,
for all triangulations some of the IP’li split above the locus a; = 0, such that a total of 6
different P's appears. Their intersection structure changes to Dg, the expected extended
Dynkin diagram associated to SO(10). We note that in this framework the correct multipli-
cities of the Dg-diagram appear, which differs from the analysis in [25] Similarly, above
the loci az 2 = 0 and ag 1032 — ajas3z = 0 the Pls generically split to form Ag,—structures.
The details of the splitting processes for each curve are collected in

Upon inspection of the enhancement points, one further finds Ag-enhancement on
az2 = ag3 = 0 and DG—enhancement on a; = a3 = 0 - again with the correct multiplicities.
The appearance of the Ag-enhancement is a speciality of the U(1)-restricted model and in
agreement with the field theoretic expectations, given the localisation of SU(5) singlets
along the curve az 2 = 0 = a4 3.

On the locus a; = ag;; = 0 on the other hand, 2 pairs of triangulations (7j; and
T;3) lead to (two different) almost-Eg-structures, where one of the multiplicities is not as
expected from the Eg-Dynkin diagram, while the remaining pair of triangulations (T}2)
leads to the non-Dynkin type structure, which in [25] was named T5 5 5. Again, the details
can be found in [A.3]

As an example the P!-structure and splitting process for triangulation Tj; (in the
notation introduced after ) is depicted in Figure

3.3 SU(5) matter curves from co-dimension two enhancements

Having understood in detail the P!'-structure of the resolved fibre, we can address the
physical interpretation of the co-dimension two loci as matter surfaces [40] and of the
enhancement points as point of Yukawa interactions [2, 4]. For definiteness the follow-
ing analysis is carried out for the triangulation 77;. The remaining cases are covered in
appendix [A] to which we refer again for most of the technical details.

Let us first recall the general picture expected to emerge from well-known arguments
by F/M-theory duality: We start with the fields charged under the non-abelian gauge group
G = SU(5), beginning in co-dimension one, i.e. over the surface W on the base Bs. There
are two sources for the gauge bosons in the adjoint representation. The Cartan generators
of the adjoint representation of G are obtained from expansion of the three-form potential
into the two-forms dual to the resolution divisors F;,i = 1,...,rk(G). In addition, M2-
branes wrapping the P’s of the degenerated fibre can join in all possible ways to form,
together with the opposite orientation, the complete set of roots of the Lie algebra. In this
picture, the M2-branes wrapping a single IP’% are the simple roots «; of the Lie algebra of
G.

On co-dimension two loci the singularity enhances further to G = SO(10) or SU(6).
Along these curves some of the P'’s in the fibre split and fuse to form new P'’s with

13T W. thanks Thomas Grimm for pointing this out.
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GUT surface

0

099

Figure 1. The P!-structure and splitting process for triangulation T7;. The dashed lines encircling
one or several P's in the 2nd and 3rd row correspond to the ones of the top diagram, each identified
by their colour. Those P's which are marked by a double index with two numbers always have
multiplicity 2, except PL, in the 10 10 5-diagram, which has multiplicity 3. All other P!s have
multiplicity 1.

a different intersection pattern. While M2-branes wrapping the ‘original’ P!’s are still
present, there are extra massless states from M2-branes wrapping those new combinations
of PUs. Again, these states include the adjoint representation of G. The additional M2-
branes wrapping a split P! can join with the M2-branes wrapping the roots to make up
further representations of G.

In co-dimension three there arises yet another enhancement of the singularity in the
fibre, and hence, in the resolved manifold additional spheres over these points. Further
splittings and fusions occur such that we obtain even more states and, therefore, extra
representations at these loci. These points are at the intersection of two enhancement
curves. According to the previous argument, the representations before the enhancement
always have to be included in the representation at the enhancement. Hence, at these points
we have the representations of both curves. The factorisation of spheres gives us a splitting
of states into different representations. Put differently, at these points M2-branes of two
possibly different representations can join and form a state in another representation of
the group G. These gives us the Yukawa couplings to matter localised at the enhancement
curves.

After these general remarks, we turn in greater detail to the matter representations in
co-dimension two and exemplify how the above picture is realised. In our notation Cp is the
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matter surface in the four-fold Y; associated with representation R of G. The projection
of Cg to the base Bs is denoted by Cr. For example, for R = 10 of SU(5), it turns out
that C10 = {w =0} N{a1 = 0} on Bs. The representation R is characterised by its highest
weight vector B}z Its descendants ﬁg, k=2,...,dim(R), are obtained by acting with the
root vectors. Each of the dim(R) components of the representation R corresponds to a
surface C']k% given by fibreing suitable combinations of P's over Cr. The associated physical
state is described by a M2-brane wrapping the fibre of Clk%. From the above we see that
Cr splits into various components of this representation.

To see what kind of new representations appear it is most convenient to calculate the
Cartan charges of the new states and compare them with the charges as given in weight
tables of the representations of G, e.g. [41]. Note that this very general procedure has been
applied in various places in the M-theory literature, in particular also in the recent [26].
Since the gauge bosons in the Cartan of G corresponding to Cartan generator H; are
associated with the two-forms dual to the resolution divisors Ej;, the Cartan charges of
a state are obtained by integrating these two-forms over the two-cycle wrapped by the
M2-brane. Indeed the integrals become the intersection numbers of the curve associated
with the state and the E;’s.

Let us therefore intersect the new curves }P’laﬁ that accrue on the enhancement loci
with the divisors E;. To do so, we use the fact that the six-form |T?|, dual to the generic
elliptic curve, is a form entirely on Bs,

IT%-E; =0, (3.16)

and that the sum of the split curves has to add up to the class of the original one,

4
Pl = Zmaﬁ |]P’laﬁ| and in particular |T?| = Z IPL|. (3.17)
a, B =0

Here mqpg is the multiplicity of the split components and |C| is the class to the curve
C. With (3.16)) and (3.17) we can formulate all products ]IP’1015| - E; in terms of effective
intersections which we can read off from the equations in appendix [A] As an example, let
us consider P} in the notation of (3.10)) and its splitting on the 10-curve. First of all, from
the intersection structure derived in Appendix we obtain

IPYy| - (Eo, By, Ea, Es) = (1, 0,0, 1) (3.18)
for the intersections of PY. Together with (3.16) and (3.17)), this gives the Cartan charges
Py - (Ev, Bs, Es, Ey) = (0,0, 1, —2), (3.19)

which corresponds to the root ay of SU(5). Similarly, we may obtain the Cartan charges
of P1, PL, P4 which represent, in the obvious way, the other simple roots of SU(5). From
appendix we see that, for the triangulation we are using here, IPE splits into ]P’114,
PL, and P . Furthermore, from tables and we observe that P4, has the same
Cartan charges as P4. To calculate the Cartan charges of P%,, we use

P3| = [Phyl + [Pyl (3.20)
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The Cartan charges of IP’12 p are obtained in the same way as those of PL. With (3.17)), we
then not only identify the Cartan charges of PL, but also those of P,

[P

IPipl

(1, -1, 1, —1)

(1,0, 0, -1) (3.21)

} - (E1, Ea, E3, E4) = {

By comparing these vectors with the tables of the irreducible representations of SU(5)
as listed e.g. in [41], we find that M2-branes wrapping
1 1 1 1 1 1
]P24 = _]P)C%O y ]P)4D = ]P)C?_o or ]PQB = ]P)C]7_0 (322)
are states of the 10-representation. Indeed, it is possible to identify all of the matter
surfaces Cfy, the result of which is listed in table Finally, the same type of analysis

applied to the two 5-matter curves in appendix reveals the matter surfaces associated
with the fundamental representations, see tables and

3.4 U(1)x generator, matter charges and SU(5) singlets

Let us now address the extra U(1) gauge group factor which appears in the U (1)-restricted
model. We will generalise the construction of the specific two-form wx of eq. leading
to a U(1)x gauge potential Ax via C3 = Ax Awx from the pure U(1)x model of Section
It is sensible to define U(1)x to be orthogonal to the Cartan U(1)s within G = SU(5).
To this end let us first recall some elementary group theoretic facts concerning the Cartan
U(1)s in a non-abelian gauge group.

Since it will turn out that G = SU(5) and the properly defined U(1)x enjoy an
embedding into a higher group G, we phrase this discussion in the language of some non-
abelian group G containing the original G as a subgroup according to G — G x U (1)x for
U(1)x in the Cartan of G. To describe U(1)x C G one specifies a linear combination

()

rk(G)
X = t'Hy, with Hj the Cartan generators of G. (3.23)

T
)

Under the decomposition G — G x U(1)x the irreducible representations R’ of G de-
composes into a direct sum of irreducible representations R, of G with U(1)x charge g,
R' = &¢R,. The weight vector 5}3, of the states of an irreducible representation R’ can be
expanded in terms of the simple roots of G,

By =Bk ) ar,  I=1,... 1kQG). (3.24)
Under the decomposition of R’, we obtain the U(1)x charge ¢ of R, by
q=t'Crs[BR) =t [BIr VE < tk(R,) . (3.25)

Here C7y is the Cartan matrix of G' and [ﬂ%q} 1, with indices downstairs, are the G-Cartan

charges of the state corresponding to B_z%q.
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Figure 2. Schematic drawing of the intersection of the generic and degenerate elliptic fibre with
the divisors S and Z in the triangulation T71. The green and blue crosses indicate the intersection
points of Z and S, respectively, with the fibre. On the SU(2)-curve S itself becomes a P*. Note
that enhancement points (Yukawa interactions) are ignored in this picture.

To understand how the extra U(1) due to the resolution divisor S fits in, we first
consider the combination
Es:=S5—7Z—[c1(Bs)], (3.26)

which is the naive analogue of the two-form defined in that described the U(1)
generator in the U(1)-restricted model without extra gauge group. In appendix [B| we
derive the intersection numbers of the resolution divisor S and the remaining divisors of
Vs In Figure [2| we further depict the intersections of S and Z with the various P's. From
these we find that, again in triangulation 771 for definiteness,

/ﬂ*vA[Ei]A[E5]:|P1i-E5/ 7:53,1-/ y ¥ oye HY(By).  (3.27)
Y, W w
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Then only ag, the M2-brane wrapping IP’13, obtains a non-zero charge under the additional
U(1). More precisely, we can formally extend the set of SU(5) Cartan divisors {E;,i =
1,...,4} by FE5 into the set {Er,I = 1,...,5} and observe the relations, valid for all
v E I{4(l33%

-2 1.0 0 0
1-2 1 0 0
VAEAN[ES] =P E = 3.28
foranEinE=pE [ A= 07 T [ e
00 1-2 0
and /W*’y/\[E5]/\[E5]:—2/ YyAer. (3.29)
?4 BB

The matrix in is, up to the last row and a sign, the Cartan matriz Cr; of SO(10).
The fact that the integral involving 2 factors of E5 does not localise on the SU(5) surface
W is just as expected, as otherwise we would encounter a fifth root as and, therefore,
gauge group SO(10) on W, not SU(5). Nonetheless, the hidden appearance of SO(10) at
a group theoretic level is now apparent. Indeed, we will see momentarily that the charges
of all matter representations do allow for an interpretation in terms of the embedding of
G = SU(5) into G = SO(10). Note that we have derived this structure exploiting solely
the intersection properties of the resolution divisors computed in detail in the appendix.
From group theory it is known that the U(1)x generator

5 5
X=>t'H =4 CPH  with CYCyx =0} (3.30)
I=1 I=1

breaks SO(10) to SU(5) by ‘removing’ the simple root as. All the other roots, {ay, i =
1, ..., 4}, are uncharged under this U(1)x.
From this anew group theory interlude, it is obvious that the divisor

5
Wx =-> t'E; with #=(2,4,6,35)" (3.31)
I=1

is orthogonal to all the (simple) roots of SU(5),

/WXA[Ei}AW*W—]P£|-WX/ YA =0 ¥ yeHNBy). (332
Y, Bs

By wx we denote the dual two-form to the divisor Wx. Up to an overall factor that
determines the normalisation for the U(1)x charges of the matter states, as will be seen
momentarily.

Having Wx puts us into a position to compute the U(1)x charge of the SU(5) matter
states in the various representations R,. From the described way how the group theoretic
properties are encoded in the geometry, it is clear that the charge ¢ of a state of the
representation R, can be computed by evaluating

5
iy |- Wx =3 (Pl | B1) o =0, 5:39)
I=1
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To calculate this charge we need, besides the already known weights [ﬁ%q]i, the in-
tersection of Plck with E5. The computation of this intersection proceeds in a manner
Rq

analogous to the computation of the intersection of the matter P's with the SU(5) divisors
FE;, detailed in the previous section. It uses in particular the intersection numbers .

If we add this value as a fifth entry to the Cartan charges of the weight vector we can
write the U(1)x charge as

qr = t'[BE, 11 (3.34)
For the 10 representation this procedure leads to
q10 = t'[Biolr = —1. (3.35)

What we should note here is that the extended weights are those of the 16-representation
of SO(10), to be more specific, those of the 10_; part when SO(10) is broken to SU(5) x
U1)x.

Repeating the above steps for the two 5-curves {az 2 = w = 0} and {a as3—az1a32 =
w = 0} curve, we obtain for the U(1)x-charge

¢s=-3 and ¢5=2, (3.36)

respectively. Here the 5_3 comes again from the 16-representation of SO(10) and 52 from
its 10-representation.

Note that the states descending from the spinorial 16 representation of SO(10) have
no perturbative analogue. In Type IIB language they arise from multi-pronged [p,q]-strings
as discussed e.g. in [42]. The 55 on the other hand does have a perturbative description in
terms of fundamental strings. This of course is in agreement with, and moreover explains,
the fact that the 10_110_155 coupling is present in F-theory and not perturbatively in
IIB. While, as pointed out in [39, [43], the U (1) selection rules operate in exactly the same
way as in Type IIB the charge of the states may differ because non-perturbative states are
present.

What is still left are the states on the SU(2)-curve, {az2 = as3 = 0}. Along this co-
dimension two locus the fibre degenerates to two P!’s intersecting each other in two points,
see appendix for further details. Since the SU(2)-curve is normal to the GUT-divisor
W, the M2-branes wrapping these spheres will not be charged under the Cartans of the
SU(5). However, they have a non-zero weight under E5. Using the fact that the generic
elliptic fibre is pierced once, both from S and Z, we find

(S—2)- 1T = (S - 2)- (B} _ | +[PY,]) = 0. (3.37)

From this relation we can deduce the Es-weight of these states. Their total weight vectors
are
]P11_5] -E;r=1(0,0,0,0,—1) and UP’lls\ -Er=1(0,0,0,0,1). (3.38)

This is the missing singlet state plus conjugate of the decomposition of the 16-representation
of SO(10). Consistently, we find that its U(1)x-charge is

g1 =—5. (3.39)
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The spectrum of the SU(5) x U(1)x model along with the particle interpretation in
the context of an SU(5) GUT model is summarised in table [3.40/*"]

Matter curve Cr R, SO(10)origin | GUT interpretation
{a1 =w =0} 10, 16 (Qr,Ufk, %)
{CL372 = w = 0} 53 16 (D%L, L) (340)
{a1 a43 — 21032 = W = 0} 5o + 372 10 Higgs
{az2 = as3 =0} 15 16 Ng

4 G4-Flux in U(1)-restricted Tate models

4.1 Chiral matter from G4-fluxes

After this discussion of resolutions and the structure of the matter curves, we are in the
position to approach the construction of a class of chirality inducing gauge fluxes. What
we have achieved towards this aim so far is the construction of a two-form wx € H>(Y}),

explicitly
4 5
wx = —t°([S] = [Z] —ex(Bs)) = Y _t[B] ==Y t'[E,  t'=(2,4,6,3,5), (4.1)
i=1 I

which satisfies the constraint (2.12)). Upon expansion of the M-theory three-form as C3 =
Ax A wx this realises a U(1)x gauge potential Ax. Now, in view of

Ci3=Ax ANwx+... =— dC3=dAx ANwx (4.2)

it is clear that this construction of a massless U(1) x potential automatically yields a natural
candidate for the associated gauge flux [32]. The flux is obtained, as usual, by replacing
the three- respectively the four-dimensional field strength dAx by an internal two-form
Fx € HY\(Y)),

Gy=Fx Nwx. (4.3)

In fact, the well-known condition for an element of H 4()74) to yield a suitable gauge flux

is, similar to (2.12)),

G4 AT [Dg| ANT*[Dy] = 0, CGuN[Z) AT [Dg) =0, (4.4)
Y4 Y4

which is clearly satisfied as long as Fy € HY!(B3). In this case also the F-term supersym-
metry condition G4 € H 2’2(Y4) holds automatically.

Y4The matter states arising in the U(1)-restricted case of [33] can similarly be summarised as states in
the triplet representation of SU(3). However, the charge normalisation of this paper differs by a factor of %
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The two-form Fx must be quantised in agreement with the M-theory version [23] of
the Type IIB Freed-Witten quantisation condition [44],

1 ~ N
Gy + 5cz(Y4) e HY(Y,,7). (4.5)

For an analysis of this constraint in the recent F-theory literature see [45]. To evaluate
this quantisation condition in the case at hand we must compute cz(f@) for the resolved
space and analyse its divisability properties mod 2. The details of this computation will be
presented in [36]. Since we will need it for concrete applications, though, we display the
final result already here:

2(Va) = 2(Ya) + Aca, (4.6)
co(Yy) = ca(B3) — & +12[2)?, .
Acy = —[W]wx +2[W] {[Z] + [K] = [S] + [Ea] + [E3]} — 2[X][Es]  (4.8)
+2[K]{3 ([Z] + [K] = [S]) — Bui +2v; — 1) [E4] }

In the above, c2(Y}) is the expression referring to the smooth Weierstrass model and Acy
represents the corrections, computed in [36], from blow-up of the codimension-one SU(5)
and codimension-two SU(2) singularities. The entries of @ = (1,2,2,1) and ¥ = (1,2, 3,2)
are the coefficients of the proper transform of the fibre coordinates x and y with respect
to the resolution divisors FEj; as displayed in Tabel [1] (and 1T = (1,1,1,1)). One deduces
that Acy = [W] A wy mod 2, which, combined with co(Yy) € H?(Yy,27Z) [45], yields the
quantisation condition

™ Fyx + %[W] € H2(Y,, 7). (4.9)

To conclude, the construction of the massless U (1) x via the U(1)-restricted Tate model,
as pursued in [27] and in this paper, gives for free a special type of G4 gauge flux. This
was independently realised and worked out in great detail also in the recent [33], which
has substantial overlap with our work in this regard, even though the logic of the approach
and the explicit techniques differ. Note that flux of the type is special in that it can
be written as the product of two harmonic forms. We will have more to say about fluxes
not sharing this property in section |4.5

Of course the main motivation to consider gauge fluxes in compactifications is the fact
that they can give rise to a chiral spectrum of charged matter modes. According to the
general expectation (see e.g. |2 [6]) the chiral index of an A/ = 1 chiral multiplet localised
on a matter surface should be given by an appropriate integral of G4 over the corresponding
locus. To the best of our knowledge no derivation from first principles, i.e. involving the
physics of wrapped M2-branes, of this intuitive assertion has been given. However, it is
possible to compare this ansatz with known expressions in dual heterotic or Type IIB
setups. Indeed, this is the route we will follow (see also [33] and, for a similar treatment
of the so-called spectral divisor proposal for gauge fluxes, [26]).

Consider a matter multiplet in representation R, localised on the matter surface Cg, .
In keeping with the notation of the previous section, we denote by B}’% the weight vector
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associated with R, and by Cff2 the corresponding component of the matter surface. From
general arguments [2, 6] the chiral index is given by integrating G4 over C}k%q, where each
value of k should give the same result. Since we have the full geometric structure of the
matter surfaces C’Ilfz at our disposal, we can explicitly compute this quantity and check if
this is the case. Since the flux splits as in the integral reduces to

X(Ry) = / T Fx Awx = [Py | -WX/ *Fx. (4.10)
C}’%q fla Cry

Now we use the result of (3.33), where we showed that for each value of k the pre-factor

just gives the U(1)x charge g of the state. To summarise, we have found that

X(Rq) ZQ/C " Fx. (4.11)

This matches precisely the chiral index derived from the Hirzebruch-Riemann-Roch the-
orem for matter at the intersection curves of two seven-branes in perturbative Type I1B
orientifolds (see e.g. [46] for a discussion and references). As we will discuss in section
it is also consistent with heterotic duality and spectral covers.

Note that the final expression (4.11]) is of course straightforward to evaluate given a
concrete Calabi-Yau four-fold Yy as it only involves an integral of F'x over the curve Cg in
the base. For the case of the SU(5) x U(1)x model the U(1)x charges and the curves Cg
of the various matter representations are summarised in .

4.2 Global constraints: D3-tadpole, D-term and Stiickelberg masses

In this section we describe the global consistency conditions that must be satisfied by the
Gy-flux. In fact, it is these global aspects for which a full understanding of fluxes in terms
of explicit four-forms becomes particularly important.

Turning on Gy-flux leads to a contribution in the M2/D3-tadpole condition of the
form [22]

1 x(Ya)
N — Ga NGy = 4.12
D3 + 2 )5, 4 4 Y ( )

with x (Y1) the Buler characteristic of the resolved elliptic four-fold. Given the concrete
expression for G4 in (4.3 it is a simple matter to compute the flux contribution explicitly,

1 1
— G4/\G4_/
2 Jy, 2 Jy,

5 5
ﬂ'*Fx/\ﬂ'*Fx/\<Ztl[E1]> A <ZtJ[EJ]>. (4.13)
I J
This is straightforwardly evaluated with the help of the intersection numbers collected in

appendix [B] see also (3.28)). The result is

% . GyiNGy= /33 Fx A Fx A (% (W] — (%) 01(33)) (4.14)
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with a group theoretic factor

5
Q=- > t'cyt! =30 (4.15)
(1,)7(5,5)

in terms of the SO(10) Cartan matrix C7;. The numerical result for this case is then

1 G4/\G4:/ Fx NFx A (15[W] —25¢1(B3)) . (4.16)
2 Y, Bs

Switching on U(1)x gauge flux of the form generates a Kdhler moduli dependent
D-term in the four-dimensional N' = 1 effective action. This D-term is rooted in the gauging
of the shift symmetry of some of the A/ = 1 chiral multiplets corresponding to the Kahler
moduli. As a result, the U(1)x symmetry receives a G4-flux dependent Stiickelberg mass
and only remains as a global symmetry in the low-energy effective action. Both the fact
that U(1)x is not present as a massless gauge symmetry and its persistence as a selection
rule broken only by M5—instantonﬁ is of course rather important for phenomenological
applications.

The G4-induced gauging, the resulting flux-induced U(1)x mass and the D-term can
be computed very explicitly via F/M-theory duality. Their origin in the eleven-dimensional
supergravity is the Chern-Simons coupling Scg = 1—12 J C3 A Gy A Gy. As shown in detail
in [13| 89], dimensional reduction of the M-theory action on Y} including G4 flux leads to an
action in 3 dimensions which can be brought into the standard form of three-dimensional
N = 2 gauged supergravity. Upon uplifting this three-dimensional action to 4 dimensions,
one recovers, amongst other things, precisely the form of a D-term potential as well as the
flux induced Stiickelberg masses.

While the reader is referred to [I3], [39] for the details of this dimensional reduction,
we here sketch the main ideas for completeness. One ingredient in the D-term piece of the
three-dimensional scalar potential is the moduli dependent function 7, which in the case
at hand takes the form

1
JAJ NGy (4.17)

T:TVZ %

Here J is the Kéahler form of the Calabi-Yau four-fold }A/4 and V its volume. The vec-
tor multiplet content in 3 dimensions associated with the seven-brane U(1)s follows from
expansion of the Kéahler form and M-theory three-form as

J=vrwpa+..., C3=A%np+... (4.18)

with wa the set of all resolution two-forms introduced by resolution of the various fibre
singularities. The bosonic degrees of freedom of the vector multiplets are (¢*, AY) upon
rescaling ¢4 = % [13]. The three-dimensional D-term associated with a specific U(1)a
with potential A, is now given by the expression

DA = 8§AT‘§A:0. (419)

5Recent investigations of M5/D3-instantons in this context include [34} 43} A7H51].
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Applied to the current framework of the SU(5) x U(1)x model with U(1)x flux G4 we
are interested in the D-term associated with the multiplet (£¥, AX). From the above we
deduce that the D-term of the three-dimensional supergravity is given by % ff@ wx AJAGy.
This form of the D-term for U(1)x flux was already anticipated in [27].

To evaluate the appearing integral one performs the same type of computation that
leads to the expression for % ff’4 G4 N\ Gy. Furthermore one still has to uplift the D-term to
the four-dimensional effective action as corresponding to the F-theory limit. This requires
rescaling the linear multiplets describing the Kahler moduli as detailed in [I3]. The effect
of this rescaling is to replace the prefactor ﬁ by %, where Vp is the volume of the base
space Bs. Taking this into account and combining it with the result for the D-term
of the four-dimensional effective action is

Dx :—2/ JNFx A (15[W] —25¢1(Bs)) . (4.20)
VB Bs

In the presence of N' = 1 chiral matter multiplets ®; charged under U(1)x the full

D-term potential takes the usual form

Vi ~ <Zq”¢i|2+DX>2' (4.21)

If we insist on unbroken gauge symmetry the VEV of the charged matter fields must vanish
term by term and the gauge flux must satisfy the D-term supersymmetry condition

/ JA Fx A (15 [W] — 25¢1(Bs)) = 0. (4.22)
B3

This constraint must be met inside the Kahler cone. In absence of any mass terms for the
matter fields, however, the D-term Dx = 0 of course fixes only one linear combination
of matter field VEVs and Kéhler moduli. Finally note that the SU(5) singlets 15 + c.c.
localised at the matter surface Csq of SU(2) enhancement correspond to recombination
moduli whose VEV breaks U(1)x without affecting the SU(5) symmetry. We will come
back to this point in section (4.5

4.3 Comparison with split spectral cover bundles

It is interesting to compare the globally defined U(1) x G4-flux with the bundles constructed
in the spectral cover approach [0, 52]. The spectral covers encode the geometry of the
neighbourhood of the GUT brane W. It is therefore expected that they correctly capture
local quantities such as the chiral index of SU(5) charged matter, but might miss certain
corrections that are sensitive to global details of the four-fold away from the GUT brane. A
proposal for a global completion of spectral covers has been made in [53] and, for the case
of non-split spectral covers, further subjected to global tests in [26]. However, since we are
interested here in models with U(1)x symmetry the analogous spectral cover is of the so-
called split type [28], [29],[16], generalising the construction of S[U(N)x U (1)] spectral cover
bundles from the heterotic string [54H56]. According to the general arguments of [27, B1]
such split spectral covers are much more sensitive to the global details of the model and
we do not expect to obtain quantitative match at all levels.
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To be explicit we compare our fluxes to the S[U(4) x U(1)x] bundles in the form
described in [I6]. Such bundles are constructed in terms of a U(4) bundle V' and a line
bundle £ with ¢1(V) 4+ ¢1(£) = 0. The U(1)x Gs-flux is analogous only to a special type
of such bundles where the non-abelian data of V' - associated with the SU(4) piece of the
structure group - are switched off. In the notation of [16], eq. (85), the corresponding split
spectral cover bundle is achieved by setting A = 0. The flux is then effectively described
only by a two-form on W, given in the notation of [16] by the quantity %C € HYY (W)
subject to the quantisation condition, eq. (87),

%g + %cl(W) c H* (W, 7). (4.23)

Our claim is that the U(1)x G4-flux is the precise global completion of this type of
local split spectral cover flux. In particular one must identify (/4 with the two-form Fx
that appears in G4 = Fx A wx. From the start it is clear that the G4-flux is more general
as Fy need not be an element of H2(W) but rather of H?(B3). Indeed, inspection of the
chirality formulae for the SU(5) charged matter eq. (90), (92), (93) of [16], confirms that
they precisely match our global result if we identify Fy and (/4. On the other hand,
consider the chiral index of the GUT singlets 15 localised on the curve C34 away from the
GUT brane. In [16], eq. (97), a conjecture was made for the chiral index of these singlets
(see also [35]), generalising the arguments that had lead to the chiral index of the GUT
matter, which in our case reads x(15)|sp. cover = 9 [ B %/\W/\201(W). In the globally defined
U(1)x model, the matter curve Csy of the singlets is in the class —12¢;1(B3) A ¢1(Bs). For
a general GUT surface W, the two expressions do therefore not match. This does not come
as a surprise, given the local limitations of the split spectral cover.

Finally consider the D3-brane tadpole, given for the U(1)x G4-flux of this paper by
. The corresponding formula in the split spectral cover, eqn. (100) of [16], is % fY4 Gy
Gy < —10 [ Bs % A % A W. The reason for the mismatch with the globally correct result
is that the latter receives contributions away from W given by the second term. To
understand this better note that heuristically we can think of ¢;(Bs) as the class of the
part of the discriminant locus that meets the GUT brane in the SO(10) curve a; = OH
In the spectral cover approach the spectral cover is viewed as a local deformation of the
GUT brane obtained by tilting some of its components in the normal direction. This
morally describes the component of the I; discriminant locus in the neighbourhood of
the GUT brane. At a computational level the two "branes” - {w = 0} and {a; = 0}
- are not distinguished properly. Interestingly, if we indeed identified the classes W and
c1(Bs3) in we would precisely recover the wrong spectral cover resultm Similarly
we find a mismatch in the quantisation condition of the spectral cover flux and the
result for the global G4-flux. Restricted to the GUT surface W, the latter gives
[Fx + 1(c1(Bs) + e1(W))llw € H*(W,Z) by adjunction, which again differs by global
corrections due to ¢;(Bs).

16Recall that a; is a section of Kgsl.
"The same logic almost works - up to an overall factor of 3 - for comparison of the chiral indices for the
GUT singlets.
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In conclusion we have demonstrated that the U(1)x gauge flux is perfectly consistent
with the interpretation of a proper globalisation of the split spectral cover flux obtained
by setting A = 0. It agrees, where it should, with the spectral cover results and corrects
these where the latter are no longer applicable.

4.4 A three-generation model

As an illustration we now present an F-theory SU(5) xU(1) x model based on a well-defined
Calabi-Yau four-fold and incorporate the G4-flux analysed in this paper to achieve 3 chiral
generations of GUT matter. The example geometry we pick is the model of section 4.1.5
of [I8]. The base Bz is P*[3] blown-up over two curves and one point. The scaling relations
of the homogeneous coordinates on the basis are:

Yi Y2 Y3 Y1 Ys Y6 Y1 s
H|1 o0 o0 1 1 1 1 0
Hy]1 0 0 0 1 0 0 1 (4.24)
H3|0 1 0 0 0 1 1 0
Hi|0O 0 1 0 0 1 0 0

For later use we note that [c1(B3)] = 2H; + Hs + 2 H3 + Hy. The intersection form is

I = 2HHyH,+ Hs + HiH3 —2Hy + H}Hs — HiH? — 2 H}H,

5 5 5 5 (4.25)
— 2H2H4 — Hl — 2H2H4 +2H{HsH, — 2H3H4.

We take w = y; as the GUT coordinate and enforce the SU(5) x U(1)x restricted
Tate model. This choice is motivated by the fact that the brane {y; = 0} is a del Pezzo 4
surface, which makes it suitable for GUT breaking via hypercharge flux as in [4, [5]. Since
the four-fold is realised as a complete intersection in a toric space, we can perform all
computations directly in the framework of toric geometryﬁ In particular, this allows us
to compute the Euler characteristic of the resolved Yy as

x(Yy) 45

In order to construct a well-defined G4-flux we must satisfy the quantisation condition
. Consistently, this results in a half-integer number for the flux induced three-tadpole
% fy4 G4 NGy, which, together with , guarantees an integer number Np3 of D3-branes
according to (4.12).

It is now a simple matter to search for three-generation solutions. For example, the
flux choice

Fyx =+ ([Hy] + [Hy] + 10[Hy] — 8[H4)) (4.27)

N |

results in the desirable valued™)

(10) = —/ Fyx =3 x(Bn) = 3/ Fx=-3,  (51) = / Fy = 0.
C1o G5, Copr
(4.28)

8 The unresolved ambient space of the four-fold is given in (146) of [I8].
9Note that we are counting the chiral index of 5,, as opposed to 5.
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The number of SU(5) singlets 15 comes out rather large, 5f015 Fxy = —-315. To see
how many of these states can be interpretated as right-handed neutrinos we would have
to analyse in detail the Yukawa couplings 5,,5515. Clearly a detailed phenomenological
investigation of this toy model is not what we are aiming for here. Rather we do note that
the D3-brane tadpole induced by the gauge flux is

1/ (Wx/\F)()/\(Wx/\Fx>=1—5. (4.29)
2 Jy 2

The D3-brane tadpole cancellation condition can thus well be satisfied with our flux without
the need for anti-D3 branes. Importantly, the flux induced D-term has a solution Dx =0
inside the Ké&hler cone. Explicitly if we expand the Kéhler form in terms of the Kéhler
cone generators as J =) . r;vq with r; € R* and

vy = Hy + Hs, vo = Hy + Hs + Hy, vz = Hy + Ho,
vy = Hy + Hy + Hs, vs = 2H| + 2Hy — Hy, (430)

the D-term condition
Dx ~ 10071 + 190ry + 7573 — 9074 = 0 (4.31)

can be solved on a co-dimension one locus inside the Kéahler cone, as required.

Thus we have found a globally consistent three-generation SU(5) GUT model with
supersymmetric flux for which three-brane tadpole cancellation can be achieved by intro-
ducing an integer number of D3-branes. More refined model building involving globally
defined G4-fluxes along these lines is left for future work.

4.5 Generalising the flux to chiral non-restricted SU(5)-models

The G4-flux considered so far is special in the following sense: For a Calabi-Yau four-
fold H22(Yy) splits into the so-called vertical and horizontal subspaces H2=2 (V) and
H}(lif)(fﬁ) [57]. The difference is that only an element of H2?

ert(fﬁ) can be written as

the wedge product of two two-forms. As noted several times, our U(1)x flux in the re-
stricted Tate model is precisely of this form. However, it is related to a chirality-inducing
flux not sharing this property upon brane recombination. To see this we recall that also
the U(1)-restricted Tate model itself is a rather special construction as it involves setting
the Tate section ag = 0 such as to create a curve of SU(2) singularities along C34. The
massless charged matter states in representation 15+ c.c. localised on Csy are precisely the
massless recombination moduli which appear as the U(1)x symmetry is unhiggsed. While
this mechanism operates for the most general F-theory models, it has a particularly intuit-
ive interpretation in models with a Type IIB orientifold limit as discussed in detail in [27]:
In this Sen limit the U (1) restriction leads to a split of a single brane brane invariant under
the involution (and thus of the type of a Whitney umbrella [58]) into a brane-image brane
pair in the same homology class of the double cover X3 of the F-theory base B3. The
SU(2) curve C34 is the intersection locus of brane and image-brane not contained in the
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orientifold plane and indeed hosts the massless recombination moduli charged under the
combination U(1) — U(1)" of the brane-image pair.

Now, Higgsing the U(1)x symmetry by moving away from the locus ag = 0 does not
remove the gauge flux completely, nor does it destroy the chirality. Rather, the deformation
results in an SU(5) model with G4-flux that cannot be written as Fx A wx any longer -
after all the harmonic two-form wy exists only for ag = 0. However, from a field theoretic
perspective it is expected that under this deformation the chiral index for the respresent-
ation 10 along the curve {a; = 0 = w} is unchanged. The two 5 curves hosting 53 and,
respectively, 5_o in the U(1)-restricted case, on the other hand, join into a single object
as ag # 0. This corresponds to the fact that as U(1)x is higgsed there is no distinction
between both types of 5 matter any more. The chiral index for matter in representation 5
will therefore be the sum of the values for 53 and 5_5.

It is possible to describe the G4-flux for ag # 0 quite explicitly. In fact, in [33] such
type of flux was the starting point from which the factorisable G4-flux for ag = 0 was
approached. Here we treat the problem in the reverse order. As far as the fluxes in the
non-restricted model are concerned, our SU(5) setup covers a situation where the non-
factorisable flux does induce a chiral spectrum, a case which was not considered explicitly
in [33].

To begin with, we rewrite the flux in the restricted model by introducing the object
Wg, with “R” for remainder,

4
Wr=1"S+Wx =t(Z+[c1]) - > t'E;. (4.32)
=1

For U(1)-restricted models we have found G4 to be (partially) given by

Gy =[(~t°S +Wg) - F] inY; (4.33)
= [Pr-(—t>S +Wg) - F] in Xs. (4.34)

Here X5 denotes the ambient five-fold of the resolved Calabi-Yau four-fold in the U(1)-
restricted case and we rewrite the flux as the class dual to the intersection of the various
divisor classes S, Wg, F'. In non-restricted models there is no class S and in particular
there is no second class with the same intersections numbers as Z which could be used to

construct the flux in a similar way as above. However, considering the divisor {x = 0} one

finds that
Prla—o = {y(y + a32®) = ag} . (4.35)
Much in the spirit of [33], this allows us to write a bona fide G4-flux provided ag factorises

as ag = p7. Let us call the four- and five-folds in the case ag # 0 Y, and Xg). One obtains
two combinations of divisor classes which can be used to define a four-form in }74

XY P (4.36)
XY -T]. (4.37)

20Clearly nobody would ever confuse the divisor class 7 with the object appearing in 1)
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Sticking with P for the moment, a consistent type of G4-flux is given by
Gy=[(-t°X-Y+Pp-Wg)-P] in Xs. (4.38)

Comparison with (4.34) shows that the general form of the flux for ag # 0 is related to the
form of the flux in the U(1)-restricted case by replacing

F < P, Pr-S< XY (4.39)

We stress that unlike for ag = 0, the G4-flux factorises only on the ambient X 5 but
not on the four-fold }74.

The first of the formal identifications in implies that, while in the U(1) restricted
model one is free to choose any F' € HV!(Bj), if ag # 0 only 2-forms P with the property
0 < P < Ag can appear. The second identification guarantees that the expression in terms
of P for the chiral index of all states except for the recombination modes along C34 is the
same as the one in terms of F if ag = 0. Indeed, since s = 0 is the P! pasted into the
point z = y = 0 in the fibre ambient space (over every base point)EL the intersections of
S with the various P!s after the U(1)-resolution are the same as those of X NY before the
resolution - provided X NY lies on the Calabi-Yau. The latter is the case on the locus
{p = 0}, which explains the further restriction of F' = P. More concretely one has

/[PT.S-w-Da-Db]—/[X.Y-p-pa.pb]. (4.40)
X5 X5

where D,, Dy # S as S does not exist on Xs.
In particular consider the P's in the fibre over the various enhancement curves Cg,
where R = 10,5, 5,,. These are given by intersections of the type

e; N PT’ei:O NDgr (4.41)

where e.g. D1g = a1. Then the integral of the flux part X - Y - P over a P! fibred over Cr
is given by
[67; N PT’ei:O N 'DR} - XY P, (4.42)

which is the intersection of 6 divisors on a five-fold. Note that on generic points of the GUT
surface Pr|e,—0 becomes redundant as it does not intersect x Ny N p transversally. However,
over the enhancement curves, Pr|,—o splits in some cases - as analysed in detail in previous
sections - and therefore does not always become redundant. Then the flux contribution
from [X - Y - P] may be nonzero only for those P!s for which the second defining equation
does indeed become redundant.

To see this more explicitly, consider the P!-fibre structure of the non-restricted model.
As is summarised in Appendix this is very similar to the structure of the restricted
model: For each of the co-dimension-one and co-dimension-two singular loci, the defining
equations for the fibre-P's only change for one of the Pls, whilst the others are defined in the
same manner. The P's which differ turn out to be precisely those, which are intersected

21Upon intersection with Pr, the P! remains in }A/Z; only over the curve Csq.
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by the divisor s = 0 in the U(1)-restricted case. Then from the structure of the other
Pls it is clear that over generic points along the SU(5) locus only P} is intersected by
x Ny N p, while over the 10-curve only Plsc is intersected (for all other P's, x, y or both
are contained in the list of variables that have to be non-zero). We thus obtain that for
each weight component C{“O of the 10 matter surface

x(10) = ” Gy=-1 /C 10[73]. (4.43)

For the analysis of the recombined 5-curve consider the intersection of p with the 5-
curve. Even though the 5-curve is a single connected object in the generic non-restricted
model, this intersection splits into the two (co-dimension three) loci pNag 2 and pNag a3 2—
arass. One notes that P4 splits differently above the two loci, as is shown in Appendix
In both cases x Ny N p intersects only one P!, namely the one which is structurally
the same as the one intersected by s = 0 for restricted models. Then the integral of G4
over the matter surface Céf , for each k corresponding to one of the weights, is the sum of
the integrals over the two loci, and the resulting chirality formula becomes

X(5) = Gy = Gy + Gy

Cg C% Csy

=2 m-sf P

5B
where C5, = {az2 = 0} N{w = 0} and C5, = {az1a32 — ajas3 = 0} N {w = 0}. This
is the geometric incarnation of our previous field theoretic statement that the 53 and the

(4.44)

5A

5_5 states of the restricted model pair up once U(1)x is broken.

Let us conclude this discussion with some general remarks. As stressed before, for
ag # 0 the G4-flux is an element of H2’2(§74)h0r_. For flux of this type, the D-term potential,
which was % ff’4 wx A J A Gy in the ag = 0-case, now automatically vanishes identically
and does not put any restrictions any longer on the Kéhler moduli. This is of course in
agreement with the Higgsing of the U(1)x. On the other hand, G4-flux in H2’2(}74)h0r.
does induce a superpotential of Gukov-Vafa-Witten type f}~,4 QO N G4, whose associated F-
term supersymmetry condition famously fixes some of the complex structure moduli of the
Calabi-Yau four-fold. This is reflected in the necessity to factorise ag = p7 [33] in order for
the G4-flux to exist. It is interesting to compare the situation with the description
of gauge fluxes in the weak coupling limit corresponding to Type IIB orientifolds on a
Calabi-Yau three-fold X3. As always the Ii-locus of the F-theory model splits into the
orientifold plane together with a single seven-brane. In models without non-abelian gauge
enhancement, for ag = 0 this latter seven-brane has the topology of a brane-image brane
pair [27], while for ag # 0 it corresponds to a single invariant brane of Whitney type [58].
This is expected to hold also in more complicated setups. In Type IIB, gauge flux F' can
in general be decomposed into a sum of two types of fluxes fi + fo where f; € *HY(X3),
i.e. it is the pullback of a 2-form on X3, and fs is dual to 2-cycle of the brane which is
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homologically trivial on X3. Only fluxes of type f1 can induce a chiral spectrum, while ony
fluxes of type fs can induce a superpotential. Note that for invariant branes, the allowed
gauge flux must be anti-invariant under the orientifold involution, F € H>'(D). In this
case the D-term vanishes identically as observed also in F-theory. It is therefore natural to
suspect that chirality inducing G4-fluxes of the type for ag = pT # 0 corresponds, in
an orientifold limit, to gauge flux F' with non-trivial components both of the type f; and
fo. It will be interesting to investigate this more quantitatively in the future. Finally we
stress that while conceptually very rewarding the generic SU(5)-model without any U(1)
restriction is phenomenologically less relevant because of dangerous dimension-four proton
decay operators.

5 Summary and Outlook

In this article, we have constructed globally defined gauge fluxes in F-theory compactifica-
tions based on the U(1)-restricted Tate model of [27]. While the construction of such fluxes
is more general, we have focused on the special case of an SU(5) x U(1)x model. These are
the models that have recently appeared in the context of phenomenology inspired F-theory
GUT compactifications. A special restriction of the complex structure moduli of the el-
liptically fibred Calabi-Yau four-fold induces a curve of SU(2) singularities in addition to
the SU(5) singularities along the GUT divisor. We have detailed the resolution of this sin-
gularity via a blow-up procedure resulting in an extra harmonic two-form. This two-form
is used to constructed the form wx. The G4-flux is then simply G4 = 7#*Fx A wx with
Fx € H%'(B3). Such fluxes had been proposed already in [32] and were also considered
independently in the recent [33]. The technical core of the present work is an analysis of
the resolved fibres over the matter curves and the Yukawa points, taking into account both
the SU(5) singularity resolution and its interplay with the resolution divisor associated
with the U(1)x gauge factor. Our results precisely match the toric resolution techniques
applied to elliptic four-folds in [I6HI9]. In particular, we derive from first principles the
U(1)x charges of the various matter fields and identify these charges as consistent with
the branching SO(10) — SU(5) x U(1)x. Part of the matter arises from the spinor and
the remaining part from the vector representation of SO(10). Along the way we confirm
the general structure of enhancements which had been found — albeit with different meth-
ods from ours and for the case of the non-restricted SU(5) model without extra U(1)x
symmetry — recently in [25] and [26].

As a consequence of the geometric structure of the matter surfaces, we derive the
simple and intuitive formula x(R,;) = ¢ fch Fx for the chiral index of states of U(1)x
charge ¢ along the curve Cg, on the base. This formula holds, in particular, for the chiral
index of SU(5) singlets. As these are not localised on the GUT brane, they are especially
sensitive to the global details of the four-fold. Further, important quantities that can
only be determined reliably in a global context are the flux induced D3-brane tadpole, the
Stiickelberg mass for the U(1)x gauge boson and the D-term supersymmetry condition on
the G4-flux, each of which we discuss in detail.
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The technology of the U(1)-restricted Tate model and G4-fluxes of the type discussed
here and, independently, in [33] paves the way for truly global F-theory model building
free of any assumptions concerning the validity of a spectral cover approach. In fact, we
have shown that the U(1)x fluxes of this paper represent the global extension of a certain
type of split spectral cover fluxes. The expressions for the chiral index for SU(5) GUT
matter agree in both cases, while those for the index of the GUT singlets, the D3-brane
tadpole and the D-term receive non-local corrections. Indeed, given an explicit Calabi-Yau
four-fold, e.g. of the type as the models in [I6HI9], it is a simple matter to search for
consistent G4-fluxes that lead to a chiral spectrum. We have exemplified this by providing
a fully consistent supersymmetric, tadpole canceling three-generation SU(5) GUT model
based on a geometry of [19].

In providing this model we have anticipated the explicit form, derived in detail in
the upcoming [36], of the flux quantisation condition. In this work we will also derive an
analytic expression for the Euler characteristic of the U(1)x restricted model.

Furthermore, we have given a form of the gauge flux for more general, non-restricted
models in the spirit of [33], which directly relates to the flux in the U(1)-restricted case.
The resulting flux remains to be chiral but cannot be understood as a wedge of two two-
forms. It will be interesting to analyse in more detail the relation to Type IIB fluxes in
the future.

Acknowledgements

We are grateful to Andreas Braun, Andrés Collinucci, Thomas Grimm, Arthur Hebecker,
Max Kerstan, Eran Palti and Roberto Valandro for discussions. T.W. thanks Thomas
Grimm for initial collaboration and for informing us about a related project, and ac-
knowledges hospitality of the Max-Planck-Institut fir Physik, Miinchen. S.K. thanks the
Klaus-Tschira-Stiftung for financial support. This work was furthermore supported by the
Transregio TR33 ”The Dark Universe”.

— 35 —



A The P!-fibre structure of U(1)-restricted SU(5)-models

In this appendix we collect several aspects of the P!-fibre structure of U(1)-restricted
SU (5)-models such as

e the defining equations (partially in inhomogeneous form) of the various P's,

the splitting structure,

the intersection structure of the P's,

the root assignment for each P!,

the Pl-combination for

— each state of the 10- or the 5-representation on each enhancement curve,

— the roots «; and the highest weights u5, t1p on the enhancement points.

The general idea for how to find the P's is spelled out in section To keep this appendix
self-contained, however, we reproduce parts of this description here.

Away from enhancement loci, the P!s in the fibre over the GUT surface are given
by the intersection of the following four divisors inside the five-fold consisting of the fibre
ambient space fibred over the base,

]P)%L = {61} N {PT|ei=0} N {ya} a {yb}a i=0,...,4 (Al)

Here {y,}, {yp} denote base divisors which are neither {eg} nor any of the enhancement loci,
and we assume that their intersection on the GUT-surface is 1. (For general intersection
number n, the above defines the formal sum of n P%s.) To keep this appendix as clear as
possible, in the following we leave out the “divisor brackets”, {}, and lose the yj, which
are to be thought of as being implicitly present. Then the generic 5 P's are given in
homogeneous form by

IP)IO: 60ﬂy2863€4+a1$y25—1‘382616363,

IP’llz elﬁy236364+a1xyzs,

IP’12: egﬂy286364+a1xyzs+a372yz3egele4,

Plgl e3 N a1$y28+a372y23636164—a2,1x222860€162—a473$24686%6264,

Ph: €4 N alxyzs—xSSQelegeg—a271x2223606162.

Let us proceed by considering P} to illustrate some concepts. Since yey, se; and ze;
are in the SR-ideal for all triangulations, the defining equations can be simplified to

e1MNeseqs+aqx.
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On a; # 0 it is convenient to further use the SR-ideal elements xe4 and zejes to re-express
P} and to collect the variables which were set to 1,

e1 N 1+4ax, (y,2,8,€3,e4) = L.

This is what we call the partially inhomogeneous form. From this one can immediately
read off that P} cannot intersect P} or P}, as those require e3 or (respectively) e4 to vanish.
This reduces the number of possible intersections one needs to consider when determining
the intersection structure. The other major property important for the latter aspect is the
fact that ]P’liﬁ}P’b. should be given by the intersection of at most 5 divisors inside the five-fold,
two of which are {y,} and {y,}. Then in the above notation, if the four polynomials one ob-
tains considering two P's do not contain a redundant element, then the two do not intersect.

Staying in the above example, on a; = 0 Pr|e,—o factorises and therefore P splits into

]P)113 : e1 N €3, (‘rvyuzas) = lv

IP)114 : e1 M ey, (33:%2,3) = l

In some triangulations ejes is in the SR-ideal and no splitting occurs for PY; however, for
all triangulations some of the IP)li split above the locus a; = 0, such that a total of 6 Pls
appears. In the later subsections of this appendix, for each enhancement locus, we list all
P's occurring in some triangulation, summarise the splitting process for each triangulation
and determine the intersection structure in each case.

With this information at hand one can calculate the Cartan charge of each of the Pls.
The Cartan charges are minus the intersection numbers with the divisors E; obtained by
fibreing ]P’} over the GUT divisor W. Again, to stay in the above example, for triangulations
in which P!, exists, one has P} — PY5 + PY,. Then the first Cartan charge for each
P! is given by the sum of the intersections with P4; and P{,. On the other hand, for
triangulations where P — P!, it is given by the intersection with P!, only. The Cartan
charge then allows one to find an expression for each of the P!s as a linear combination of the
roots, «;, and the highest weights of the 5- and the 10-representations, s, (1o respectively.
To see how the Cartan charges and the weights are related we refer e.g. to [41].

In turn this can be used to determine which P's an M2-brane must wrap in order to
lead to a state in a certain representation. We therefore list, for each enhancement curve,
the root combination for each P! and the P'-combination for each state of the appropriate
representation. In the case of the enhancement points, states of both representations occur
and for compactness we only list the P'-combinations for the roots, a;, and the highest

weights, s, (10
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A.1 GUT Surface

The P's, in partially inhomogeneous form, are given by

]P’%: eg Negs+ayz—e,

IP’ll: 61ﬁ1+(11.7j,

PL: exNes+arx+azaer,

[P’IS; e3 Nai1ys+azayeqs —az1Se — a43 €2 €y,
IP’14: e4 N ary—es—asqep,

Their intersection structure is

P

— Py Py

_]}D%

- ]P%l (_Pb)v

(z,y,s,e2,e3) =1, (A.2)
(y,2,5,e3,e4) = 1, (A.3)
(y,z,8,e0,eq4) =1, (A.4)

(x,z,e9,e1) =1, (A.5)
(x,z,8,e1,e2) = 1. (A.6)

(A7)

which is the intersection structure of the extended Dynkin diagram Ay, as expected for an
SU (5)-singularity.

The connection between roots and P's is trivial in the generic case: Each P! corres-

ponds to —qy;.

A.2 Enhancements Curves

Representation 10; on the Curve {a;}

On the locus a; = 0 several of the P's split and the following P's appear:

1
IPJ03

P
P
P
Py
P
P
P

€0
€0
e1
e1
€2
€2
€3

€4

DR D B D B B B |

€3,
€4 — €1,
€3,
€4,
€4,

es +as2eq,

a32Y €4 — G211 S€2 — A4,3 €1 €2 €4,

e3 + a2 €o,

(x,y,2,8e2) =1, (A.8)
(r,y,s,e9) =1, (A.9)
(x,y,2,8) =1, (A.10)
(x,y,2,8) =1, (A.11)
(x,y,2,8,€) =1, (A.12)
(y,2,8,e0) =1, (A.13)
(z,2,e9) =1, (A.14)
(x,2,8,e9) = 1. (A.15)

Depending on the triangulation T;;,7 = 1,2, = 1,2,3 as defined after (3.7)) the splitting

process becomes:

Original Ti Tio Ti3
Py Poa Poa Pos +Poa
Py Py Pis+ Py Pis (A.16)
P, Py, +Pop Phy Php .
Pl Pic Pis +Pho | Pog + Pl + P
P Py +Phy +P Ph, +Plyp Php
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The intersection structure is

1 1

P P
> Pls/Phy — Plis/Phy < PfB (A.17)
4D 3C

Note that P}, /P},—PL 4 /PL, is short notation for one of the following three cases: Pf;—PYs,
PL, — Py, or PL, —PL,. In particular, PL; and P%, never occur in the same triangulation.
Then for each triangulation the above gives the structure of the extended Dynkin diagram
D5 associated to SO(10).

The root representation of each P! becomes, again depending on the triangulation:

PL Root (T;1) Root (T;2) Root (T;3)
Plog . . 10 — Qig — Q3
PloA a1+ g+ a3+ oy art+ast+astay | —protar+2a+2a3+ ay
PllS ) H10 — Q1 — Q2 — 43 —Qq
P114 —Q —H10 + (6%} =+ Qs . (A18)
Phy || —p10+ a1 + a2+ a3 :
P || #io — o1 — 202 — ag —Qa —Qg
Plsc —a3 —p10 + a1 + Qo —10 + a1 + oo
I[])1413 H1io — Qg — Q3 — Qg | 10 — Q2 — O3 — Oy —Qy

The P'-combination for the various states of the 10-representation are:

Welght Plz — Combination (Til,TiQ,Tig)
]P)103 ]P)lOA II513113 ]Pllél IF>124 ]PIZB ]P130 ]P14D

0 (2) (1,1,1) (2,2) (2,2, (2,-,) (1,1,1) (1,1,1) (1,1,1)

110 (~2) (L1,1) (-1,1) (1,1, (0,--) (0,0,0) (0,0,0) (L,1,1)

[10 — Qa (,2) (1,1,1) (-, 1,1) (1,1,7) (1,-,-) (1,1,1) (0,0,0) (1,1,1)

[0 — 01 — az (-2) (1,1,1) (-,2,2) (2,2,-) (1,--) (1,1,1) (0,0,0) (1,1,1)
[0 — a2 — 3 (-,-,1) (1,1,0) (-,2,0) (1,1,-) (1,-,-) (1,1,0) (1,1,0) (1,1,0) (A.19)

po— a1 —as —as |(-,-1) (1,0,0) (-1,1) (2,0,-) (1,--) (1,0,0) (1,0,0) (1,0,0)

pio—oz —as—as  |(+-1) (0,0,0) (-,0,0) (0,0,-) (0,-,-) (0,0,0) (0,0,0) (1,1,1)

1o — o1 — 202 —as  |(+1) (0,0,0) (-,1,1) (0,0,-) (0,-,-) (1,1,1) (0,0,0) (0,0,0)

[0 — o1 — o —as —a | (-, 1) (0,0,0) (-, 1,1) (1,1,-) (0,-,-) (0,0,0) (0,0,0) (1,1,1)

10 — o1 — 202 — a3 — g | (-, 1) (0,0,0) (-, 1,1) (1,1,-) (1,-,-) (1,1,1) (0,0,0) (1,1,1)

1o — a1 — 20 — 2a3 — | (-, 2) (0,0,0) (,2,0) (1,1,-) (1,-,-) (1,1,1) (1,1,1) (1,1,1)
Note that the overall torus has Cartan charge 0 so the first line gives the multiplicities of

the various P's for each triangulation.
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Representation 53 on the Curve {a32}

On a3z 2 = 0, the following additional Pls appear:

1
Py, exNs,

IP’lgE: ea Neg+arx,

1
Ps,.: e3 N,

1
Psp: esNaiys—asi1xsey —ag3eqes,

(y7 Z,€0,€1,€4
(yazae(b €4
(yvzae[)aela €4

(z,e0, €1

The splitting procedure becomes, depending on the triangulation:

The intersection structure is

P —

- ]P)12E - Ple/Pl&r

Original H Ty Ty
P} ]P)12E P125 + Py
]P’% }P’ IP’13F

P%F - ]P)14 (_ ]PIO)a

= =

= =

(A.24)

(A.25)

which for each triangulation gives the structure of the extended Dynkin diagram Aj asso-

ciated with SU(6).

The root representation of each P! becomes, again depending on the triangulation:

Roots for Th;

1
]PQS

The P'-combination for the various states of the 5-representation are:

Roots for 11,

— U5 + o1 + Qo
M5 — 1 — Qg — Q3

U5 — 01 — Qg
—ps + Qg

Weight PL-Combination (T, Ts;)
Py Py Py Py, 1P’13F

0 (171) ('71) ( ) ) (17') (
15 0,00 (1) (0,00 (0,4 (1
ps — Q1 (1L, (1 (0,0) (0,-) (1
M5 — Q1 — Q2 (170) ('7 1) (170) (07 ) (1
M5 — 1 — g — (3 (0,0) (', 1) (0,0) (O, ) (1
M5 — 1 — Qg — Q3 — Q4 (0,0) (', 1) (0,0) (0, ) (1

Representation 5_5 on the Curve {ag2az21 —ajass}

On a32a21 — ajaq3, the following additional Pls occur:

1 .
Pss:

1 .
]:P)3H-

e3 N a;x+ agzo,

e3 N a1y —az;s,

40 —

(27 S, €0, €1, 64) -

(5572760,61,62) =

1.
1

(A.26)

(A.27)



The splitting process is simply the following;:

Origlinal H T;j (A.30)
P H Pae + Py
The intersection structure is
P} — P} — P}, — Py — Phy — PY (—P}), (A.31)

which is the structure of the extended Dynkin diagram Ajs associated with SU(6).

The root representation of each P! becomes

P

]

H Roots for T;;
—i5 + a1+ a2 (A.32)

Hs — Q1 — Qg — Q3

The P'-combinations for the various states of the 5-representation are:

Weight P!-Combination
P, PPy P, P, P
0 1 1 1 1 1 1
s — aq 1 1 0 0 1 1
Hs — Q1 — Qg 1 1 1 0 1 0
M5 — 1 — g — (3 0 0 0 0 1 1
M5 — 1 — Qg — (3 — Q4 O 0 0 0 1 O

A.3 Enhancements Points
Yukawa Coupling 10105 on a; N az

On a1 = az1 = 0, the following P! appear in addition to those appearing on a; = 0

PL,: e3 N ey, (r,2,8) =1, (A.34)

Plg] ez N aszy —aq3, (9572,60,6’1,62) =1 (A-35)

Now there are two splitting processes: One starting from the SO(10)-curve on a; = 0, the
other starting from the SU(5)-curve on ag a3 2 —aiaq3. For the first of these, the splitting
is relatively simple:

Orlgmal H T Tio ‘ Tis
IP’34+IP’3J ]P134+IP>5J Ph, + PL, + P, (A.36)
Phy + Phy Pk, Pk,
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with all other P's invariant. The second splitting process is slightly more involved and

depends again on the triangulation. In particular, note that ]P’13 g becomes trivial:

Original T; T; Ti3
Po Poa P4 Phs + Poa
Py PY, Pls + Py Pl
P} Phy + Php Php Php (A.37)
Pie Phy + P Pis + Py + Py | 2P0y + Py + Py + P}
[p>13 I . . .
P’ Py +2PY, + Py, Ply + Phy Pk,
The intersection structure becomes
PL,/Pt, — P!
Phy— Py 103/ o (A.38)
Pi3/Poy —Psp
where, depending on the triangulation:
Phy/Pl P, P, Ph—Ph
P/ Py | Phy — | |
Phy — Phy Py Pls

These diagrams have the structure of Eg, T3 3 3, Eg respectively, i.e. they are not extended

Dynkin diagrams and in particular not Eg. This nicely reproduces the result of [25], how-

ever with the correct multiplicities (i € {1,2}).

Nevertheless, it is possible to express the P's in terms of the simple roots and the
highest weights of the 5- and the 10 representations:

Pl Root (T;1) Root (T}2) Root (T;3)

IED103 ) ) H10 — Q2 — Q3

PloA a1+ a2 +az +ay ap+astagt+oas | —pot+or+2as+2a3+ay

IPJ113 H10 — Q1 — Q2 — (3 —Q

P114 — Q] —H10 + (6] —+ Q3 (ASQ)
Phy || —p10 + a1+ a2 + a3 :

PLs || 1o — a1 — 202 — az —aQi —ai

Phy —U5 + Q1 + Qo Hio — g — 3 — g —Qy

PLll ps—a1r—as—as | ps—o1 —as—ag M5 — Q1 — Qg — Q3
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The P!-combination for the various roots and highest weights take the following form:

Root PL-Combination (T;y1, Tiz, Ti3)
Pos  Poy Pig Py, Py Phy Py P
(333) (Llal) ( 7272) (2727) (Baa) (17171) (27272) (15171)
H10 ('a'71) (17170) ( 7171) (1717> (17'7') (07071) (17171) (05071)
(aal) (171a1) ( 7070) (1717) (zaa) (07070) (17171) (15171) <A40)
—Qo ('a'al) (Llal) ( 7070) (0707) (Oa a') (07070) (07070) (05070)
-1 (+,+0) (0,0,0) (-,1,1) (1,1,-) (0,-,-) (0,0,0) (0,0,0) (0,0,0)
—as | (+,-,0) (0,0,0) (-,2,2) (1,1, (1,-,-) (1,1,1) (0,0,0) (0,0,0)
—as|(++2) (0,0,0) (-,1,1) (0,0,-) (0,-,-) (0,0,0) (1,1,1) (1,1,1)
—0y ('a'ao) (0,0,0) ( 7070) (1717) (2a'a') (07070) (17171) (05070)
Yukawa Coupling 1055 on a; N ag2
On a1 = az 2 = 0, the only P! occurring that has not appeared before is
]P’ng ©oe3Nag s+ ag3eq, (x,z,ep,e1) = 1. (A.41)
The splitting process becomes
Original Ty Tio Ty
Py Poa Pha Phs +Poa
Py Pl Phs + Py P,
P Phs + Py Pl Pl
Py || Phs + Py, + Phy | Phg + Phs + Pl + Pl | Phg + Pl + Phy + P, + Py
Py Py +Phy +Plyp Py +Plyp Pip
(A.42)
Original To Tho To3
Py Poa Poa Pos +Poa
Py Py Pis + Py Pis
Py || Phs+ Py + P, Phy + Py, Phy + P,
P Phs + Py Pl +Phs + Py Pl + Pig +Phy + Py
P Phy+Poy +Php Piy+Plyp Pip
The intersection structure is
PL, Pl /Pt
1 1 1 1 1 2s/ % 3z
L > Pog/Phy — Py /Py, — Py 1 ) (A.43)
IPJ4D 3K

which for each triangulation gives the structure of the extended Dynkin diagram Dg asso-

ciated with SO(12).
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The root representation of each P! becomes, again depending on the triangulation:

]P)lz Root (Tzl) Root (le) Root (Tlg)
]P’103 . . Hio — Q2 — Q3
]P)loA Oél+042+0é3+044 O[1+OQ+O[3+OZ4 7/1,10+041+2042+2043+OL4
]P113 H10 — 1 — Qg — (3 —Q1
Py -0 —Hi0 + o2 + a3
Phy |10 + o1 +az + a3 :
Png —Us + o1 + Qg — s + a1 + Qo —Us + a1 + Qo
PLpl o — a2 —as —aq |pio — s —az —ay —Qy (A.44)
IP)lz Root (Tll) Root (le) Root (TL;)
]P123 H10 — 1 — 2012 — Q3 —Q2 —Q2
P%m —ps + o1 + oo —ps + a1 + a2 —Us + a1 + ag
}Pﬂl Root (Tgl) Root (TQQ) Root (T23)
Phs | ps —a1 —az —ag — M5 + o —Hs + o
Plzs Hs — Q1 — Qg M5 — Q1 — Qg Hs — Q1 — Qg

The P!-combination for the various roots and highest weights take the following form,
where the order of triangulations is (711, 712, 113, 121, To2, To3):

0 H1o Hs (1) Hs (2)
IEJ>103 (07072”72 ( 7”72) (’75’72) (777772
IP%A (1,1,1,1,1,1 (1,1,1,1,1,1) (1,1,1,1,1,1) (1,1,1,1,1,1)
Pl |l (22,22 | (1,1,-,1,1) | (-,1,1,1,1) | (1,1, -1,1)
PL, 0l (2,2,-,2,2,4) | (1,1 0,1,1,0) (1,1,0, 1 1,0) | (1,1,0,1,1,0)
P124 (27 52 ) (0, 50, ) (17 ) ) (17 LR TP )
PLs | (2,2,2,2,2,2) | (0,0,0,0,0,0) (1,1,1,1,1,1) (1,1,1,1,1,1)
Pyl (-1, 1,1) | (s 50,0,0) | (5,1, 1,1) | (0 +,0,0,0)
Pyl (1,11, . (0,0,0,-, -, ) | (1,1,1,- - ) | (0,0,0, -, -, -)
IP’I:,)K (1,1,1,1,1,1) | (0,0,0,0,0,0) | (0,0,0,1,1,1) | (1,1,1,0,0,0)
IE”14D (1,1,1,1,1,1) | (1,1,1,1,1,1) | (1,1,1,1,1,1) | (1,1,1,1,1,1)
—aq —042 —Q3 —Qy
P%3 (-, 0,0 (40,0 | (-0, -0 (-, -0, -0
]P’})A (0,0,0,0,0,0) | (0,0,0,0,0,0) | (0,0,0,0,0,0) | (0,0,0,0,0,0)
Pis |l (- 1,1,-,1,1) | (+,0,0,-0,0) | (,1,1,-1,1) | (-0,0, -,0,0)
Pyl (1,1, (0,0, -, ,O, 91 (0,0, -,0,0, ) | (1,1,-,1,1, )
[p>124 0, -, -0, -, (1, - 1, ) | (0,0, | (1,1, ")
IP123 (0,0,0,0,0,0) | (1,1, 1,1,1, )| (1,1,1,1,1,1) | (0,0,0,0,0,0)
Py |l (- -, +0,0,0 (1,11 | (,--000) | (- -00,0)
P%, || (0,0,0, - -, (0,0,0,, -, ) | (1,1,1,+ - ) | (0,0,0, -, -, -)
]P’13K (0,0,0,0,0,0) | (0,0,0,0,0,0) | (1,1,1,1,1,1) | (0,0,0,0,0,0)
P4, |l (0,0,0,0,0,0) | (0,0,0,0,0,0) | (0,0,0,0,0,0) | (1,1,1,1,1,1)
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Yukawa Coupling 551 on ag2 M as3

Starting from the 53-locus a3z = 0, only one additional P! appears:
PL, 0 e3Naiy—az (r,z,ep,e1,e2) =1 (A.46)

The splitting procedure becomes:

Ori%inal H : T;j : (A A7)
Psp H Py - Py,
The intersection structure is:
IP)l() - IP)11 - IP)12E‘ - PIQS/PIIM - P133 - IP)13L - IP)14 (_ ]Pl())a (A48)

which for each triangulation gives the structure of the extended Dynkin diagram Ag asso-
ciated to SU(T7).

The root representation of each P! becomes, depending on the triangulation:

P Roots for T7; Roots for Ty;
Phg —Q2 —ps + o
1
ggz —M5 T a1 + g e (4.49)
Pl:as M1 —ps + a1 + Qo
]PI?)L M5 — 1 — Qg — Q3 —Qs3

The P!-combination for the various roots and highest weights take the following form:

Root Pll — Combination (le, ng)
0 (1’1) (171) (171) ('11) (17') (1’1) (171)
M5 (151) (O’O) (070) ("1) (07) (151) (1’1)
mo | (0.0) (0,0) (0,0) (21) (0,) (11) (0,0) (A.50)
Qo (1’ 1) (070) (070) (',0) (07 ) (an) (070)
aq (050) (17 1) (070) ('70) (O’ ) (050) (070)
a2 (an) (0’0) (17 1) (" 1) (07 ) (an) (O’O)
as | (0,0) (0,0) (0,0) (-0) (1,-) (1,1) (0,0)
Oy (an) (070) (070) ('30) (07 ) (an) (17 1)

A.4 Generic Structure on Cs3y

Over the curve Cs4, the Tate polynomial splits again and consequently the P's over this
curve are given by az2 M as3 N y, intersected with one of the following two equations

s =0, (z=1), (A.51)

3

vlesestarzyz=ase eg es + a1 22 2% egeq €. (A.52)
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Their intersection structure is
Pl == Pl (A.53)

which is the extended Dynkin diagram A, associated to SU(2).

A.5 Differences to the P!-fibre structure for non-restricted SU(5)-models

In this section we summarise the differences of the P!-fibre structure of non-restricted
models to the one described above. In general the Pls are very similar as only those
change for which an additional ag 5-term appears or for which removing s has any relevance.
Further, the elements of the Stanley-Reisner ideal {xy, zs} are replaced by {xyz}, which
may have an effect on which variables have to be nonzero in the partially inhomogeneous
form used above.

In particular, in the fibre over generic points along the SU(5) locus as well as over
enhancement curves there is only one P! which changes in each caseﬂ In the following we
list those IP's that change their structure, restricting ourselves to the fibre over co-dimension
one and -two singular loci,

1 2 2 2

P; — e3sNaryr+azayes —az1x”ex —as3xezeq — agse] €2 ey, (z,e0,€1) =1,
1 2 2 9

Psc— ez Nagzoyes —az1 " €2 —as3xereses — agp €] €2 €y, (2,e0) =1,
1

Py — ez Nairazpy—az1a32T — aiaese4, (z,e0,e1,€2) = 1.

Here P} is the relevant P! over generic points along the SU(5) curve and PL. occurs
over the 10-curve a; = 0. Finally, P%, lies, in the U(1)-restricted mode, over the
locus ag1a32 — ajas3, which, in the non-restricted case, takes the more general form
as2 (az1a32 — a1as3) + aiags.

For the analysis of the recombined 5-curve it is also convenient to consider the inter-
section of ag5 with the 5-curve. This intersection splits into the two loci ag5 N a32 and
ag,5 MNag 1032 —ajas3. It is then of interest to consider the splitting of IF’13 above these loci.
Above ag 5 N ag 2 one obtains

1
P3, — ez N @, (z,e0,€1,6e4) =1,

1
Py — e3 M a1y —a21T— a43eéy, (2,e0,€1,62) =1,
while above ag 5 Nas1a32 — ajas3 one obtains

1
PgG — e3 Narx+asz, (2760761’64) =1

1
Pyy — e3 N ajazay —az1as2, (2,€0,e1,€2) = 1.

220f course for all P's, s is removed from the list of variables that are set to 1, if it is present.
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B Intersection Properties

B.1 List of intersection numbers

Here we collect some useful intersection numbers involving the resolution divisors of the

SU(5) x U(1)x model:

/ Da/\Db/\Ei/\Ej = _Cij Do ANDy NW, (B.l)
Vi Bs
/ Dy A Dy A D, A E; =0, (B.2)
Yy
/ Dy ANDyNZ N E; =d; Do ANDy AW, (B.3)
?4 B3
/ Dy, ANDyAND.NZ = D, A Dy A Dy, (B.4)
Y4 B3
/ Do ANDyNZNZ = — Da/\Db/\Cl(Bg), (B5)
Y4 BB
/ Dy, ANDyAND. NS = D, AN Dy N D, (B.6)
?4 B3
/ Dy ADyANZAS =0, (B.7)
Yy
Z/ Dy ADyASANE;= | DyADyAW, (B.8)
i Y4 BS
/ Do ADyASAE = | DyADyASAE;=0, (B.9)
?4 S}4
/ D, ANDyANSANS=— Da/\Db/\Cl(B3). (BlO)
Y, Bs

Eq. is the standard implementation of the intersection structure of the Dynkin
diagram in the resolution divisors E; of a non-abelian singularity, with C;; the Cartan
matrix for, in this case, SU(5). Eq. follows from the fact that the two-forms dual
to the resolution divisors have only ’one leg along the fibre’. The rationale for is the
relation Fy-+ 2?21 E; = W with W the pullback of the SU(5) divisor in the base Bs, along
with . This reflects the homological relation Z%:o P! = [T?] for the resolution P! in
the fibre, with [T] the smooth fibre class. Eq. is a consequence of Z(Z+c¢1(Bs)) =0
together with . The relation follows from the observation made after eq.
that the intersection of S with any 3 divisor classes pulled back from Bs equals their inter-
section with Z. The intersection of the sections Z and S, however, vanishes, as indicated
in since {zs} is in the SR-ideal. The intersections and follow from the
considerations of the SR ideal, while the last relation, , follows from considerations
analogous to those, which lead to (B.5]) (see below).
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B.2 Derivation of Intersection Properties from the Stanley-Reisner Ideal

The above relations can also be explicitly derived from the Stanley-Reisner ideal of the
resolution manifold. From the optional elements

Zep, Treq €o€3, €1€3
zres Yeo
& & § Teg, zea p @ < epes, €2e4
seo zey

ze1, z€2 €1€4, €2€4

one can choose zey and zeq, zes from columns two and three - since on the Calabi-Yau
manifold Z never intersects any of the F;, the possibility of them intersecting in the ambient
space is irrelevant to the analysis. Then these three properties along with the ones following
from elements of the SR-ideal which appear for all triangulations can be used to derive the
above relations. First of all one obtains

ZE =ZEy=7FE3=2E =0, SE =S8E;=0. (B.11)

Furthermore one finds:

sep : SP =S (Ey+ Es),

yeq : 31 E1 =(1,2,3,2)Ex En,
yes (B3cr —5) E2 =(1,2,3,2), By, Ea,
xey : (2¢1 —S)Ey =(1,2,2,1)Ex Ey,

Ty : 6(Z+Cl)2 —5015+52 = —S(5P—3E2)+Cl<2,4, 12,3>kEk,
—(Ey +2E)(2F3 — Ey) — 6 Ef —3E» Ey.

The first column of the above SR-ideal options leads to one of the following intersection

properties:
ses : S Ey, =0,
Tes (261 —S) E3 :(1,2,2, l)zEz E3.

In addition to these properties one trivially finds that the intersection of four base
divisors classes is zero, as is the intersection of three base divisor classes with one of the
exceptional classes. Combining these properties and noting that [Py] = 6(Z 4+ ¢1) — S —
(2,4,5,3),E), one finds

[Pw)(Z —8)=6(Z+c1)Z —6¢1S+ 5S>+ S(5P — Ey)
= — G(Z—I—Cl)cl -1 S+2SEy+ 01(2,4, 12,3)kEk
—(Ey +2F)(2F3 — Ey) — 6 Ef —3E» E4

= [Pw](Z—S)DanDCZO
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showing that S gives the same intersection numbers (with three base divisors) as the
section defined by [z = 0]. This section adheres to the usual relation, present already in
non-resolved, non-restricted models:

xyz (Z+c1)*Z =0,
= [Pw|Z (Z +c¢1) = 0.

To find a similar property for S, one first considers the term xys and then substitutes
this into the corresponding expression for S:

TYs : S*Bey —S—5P+ By =S [6¢f —ci(12P —2E) +2P(P — Ey)] .

= [Pw]S(S+ci1)=c1S(6c; —5P+Ey)+5%(5¢1 —S 5P+ Ey).
=S [12¢f —17Pe; +3Eyc1 +2P* —2P Ey).

= [Pw] S (S + Cl) D, Dy, =0,

where D, Dy, are proper transforms of base divisor classes.

C Fibre Ambient Space

For the reader’s convenience in this appendix we collect some aspects of the fibre ambient
space that arises in the blow-up resolution process described in First of all, let us focus
on the scaling relation induced by each blow-up. For the new blow-up coordinate e}’ these

will be

x ‘ Y ‘w/eo‘e? (1)
2n—a ‘ 3n—b‘ -n ‘ 1
where (a,b) is an element of the following ordered list:
[(2,3), (172)7 (17 1)7 (07 1)5 (070)3 (_170)’ (0’ _1)}z (02)

which are the points of the toric diagram for Po3;. Note that e% = w /ep. The sets of e}
necessary to resolve a particular singularity above the GUT surface are encoded for various
singularities in table 3.1 in [I5], part of which we reproduce in the following (the format
being n : i in each entry):

SUGB) | 1:2,3,4,5
SU6) | 1:2,3,4,5,6
S0O(10) 1:3,4,5; 2:1,2 (C.3)
SO(12) 1:3,5,6; 2:1,2,4
Fg 1:4,5; 2:1,2,3; 3:1
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