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U(1) symmetries play a central role in constructing phenomenologically viable F-theory com-
pactifications that realize Grand Unified Theories (GUTs). In F-theory, gauge symmetries
with abelian gauge factors are modeled by singular elliptic fibrations with additional rational
sections, i.e. a non-trivial Mordell-Weil rank. To determine the full scope of possible low
energy theories with abelian gauge factors, which allow for an F-theory realization, it is cen-
tral to obtain a comprehensive list of all singular elliptic fibrations with extra sections. We
answer this question for the case of one abelian factor by applying Tate’s algorithm to the
elliptic fiber realized as a quartic in the weighted projective space P(112) which guarantees,
in addition to the zero section, the existence of an additional rational section. The algorithm
gives rise to a tree-like enhancement structure, where each fiber is characterized by a Kodaira
fiber type, that governs the non-abelian gauge factor, and the separation of the two sections.
We determine Tate-like forms for elliptic fibrations with one extra section for all Kodaira
fiber types. In addition to standard Tate forms that are determined by the vanishing order
of the coefficient sections in the quartic (so-called canonical models), the algorithm also gives
rise to fibrations that require non-trivial relations among the coefficient sections. Such non-
canonical models have phenomenologically interesting properties, as they allow for a richer
charged matter content, and thus codimension two fiber structure, than the canonical models
that have been considered thus far in the literature. As an application we determine the com-

plete set of codimension one fibers types, matter spectra, both canonical and non-canonical,
for SU(5) x U(1) models.
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1 Introduction

The Tate forms of singular elliptic fibrations with a section are the starting point for modeling
non-abelian gauge symmetries in F-theory [143]. The goal of this paper is to determine Tate-
like forms for singular elliptic fibrations with an extra section, corresponding to an additional
abelian gauge factor. The associated F-theory compactifications give rise to four-dimensional
gauge groups of the type G x U(1), with G a simple Lie group.

An elliptic fibration with a section has an associated Weierstrass model realized in the

(1,2,3)

weighted projective space P with homogenous coordinates [w,z,y| by the hypersurface



equations

y? =2 + fow' + gu®, (1.1)
where f, g are sections of K§4 and K§6, respectively, and Kp is the canonical bundle of
the base B of the fibration. The elliptic fiber becomes singular whenever the discriminant
A = 4f3 4 27¢? vanishes. Let z be a local coordinate in the base and z = 0 a component of
the vanishing locus of the discriminant. The possible singular fibers above a codimension one
locus z = 0 have been classified by Kodaira and Néron [4,5][] and are characterized in terms of
the vanishing orders of (f, g, A) in z. For instance, for an I,, type fiber, which realizes SU(n)
gauge groups in F-theory, the vanishing orders are ord(f,g,A) = (0,0,n). This requires a
suitable tuning of the expansion coefficients of f and g, to give rise to a cancellation in the
discriminant up to order n.

Tate’s algorithm [1] determines an alternative representation of the elliptic fibration
y? 4 by + bsy = 2 + box® + bz + bg (1.2)

which makes the Kodaira singular fiber type apparent, in terms of the vanishing order in z
of the coefficient sections b; [2,3]. These Tate forms come with the caveat that coordinate
changes applied throughout the algorithm may be locally not well-defined, as one cannot
perform certain divisions over the local ring of functions on the base of the fibration. As shown
in [3], this occurs in particular for Iy,,,1, m > 5, fibers with monodromy, and furthermore for
the outlier cases I,,, n = 6,7,8,9. In these cases, the coefficient sections b; satisfy non-trivial
relations and the locally attainable form of the fibration is not only characterized in terms
of vanishing orders. We shall refer to such models as non—canom’caﬂ forms, as opposed to
the standard Tate forms, which are in this sense canonical, i.e. are specified entirely by the
vanishing orders of the coefficients b;.

In applications to particle physics, F-theory compactifications on singular elliptic Calabi-
Yau fourfolds with section provide a rich framework for constructions of supersymmetric GUT
models. The singular fiber in codimension one determines the non-abelian gauge symmetry,
the codimension 2 and 3 fibers realize matter and Yukawa couplings, respectively. However,
this structure alone does not yield a fully realistic framework, as for instance it does not
provide additional symmetries that are pivotal to constrain the generation of dangerous proton
decay operators. Abelian gauge symmetries have been instrumental to this effect.

Abelian gauge symmetries are realized in F-theory by elliptic fibrations with extra sections,

or equivalently, a non-trivial Mordell-Weil rank, i.e. a non-torsion components of the Mordell-

'Kodaira’s proof applies to elliptic surfaces, but is equally applicable in codimension one in the base for
higher dimensional fibrations.
2These are not to be confused with non-canonical singularities.
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Weil group [6,/7]. The Mordell-Weil group is the set of rational sections of an elliptic fibration,
which form a group with the standard group law on the elliptic curve. Each additional section
defines a (1, 1) form along which the M-theory Cj5 can be reduced to give rise to an abelian
gauge field in four dimensions. It was shown in [8] that for an elliptic fibration with one extra
section, the fiber can be embedded into the weighted projective space P12 in terms of a
quartic equation. It is then natural to ask, how non-abelian gauge symmetries, i.e. Kodaira
fibers, are realized in terms of these quartic hypersurface equations, and whether Tate-like
forms exist that make the additional section apparent.

This is the question we set out to answer in this paper. The fibers are characterized in
terms of the codimension one Kodaira fiber, as well as the position of the two sections, oy
and oy, i.e. the intersection of these with the fiber components of the singular fiber. In
applications to F-theory, the section separation governs the U(1) charges of matter realized
in codimension two. By application of a Tate type algorithm, we determine realizations of
these, which are characterized either by the vanishing orders of the coefficient sections of the
quartic, or for non-canonical cases, specific relations among these coefficients. The presence
of the extra section results in a tree-like enhancement structure, that we will refer to as the
Tate tree: For instance in the I, branch, there are multiple ways to enhance from I, to I,, 1,
which differ by the separation of the sections oy and 1. An excerpt of the tree starting from
I up to I5 is shown in figure [Il The complete set of canonical forms for all Kodaira fibers
with additional section can be found in tables 1] and 2

In the last few years, several constructions of models with abelian gauge groups have
appeared in the literature, in particular, for phenomenological reasons, focusing on the case
of SU(5) x U(1) gauge groups. The first examples were constructed in fact starting with
the standard Tate form in P(%3) [9//10], which give lifts of spectral cover models with U(1)
symmetries studied in [11H13]. More recently, applying the toric top construction |14] several
SU(5) x U(1) models were obtained in [15H18]. Subsequently, methods for multiple U(1)
factors were developed, where the fiber was shown to have a realization in terms of a cubic in P?
and several models with SU(5) non-abelian gauge factor were constructed [16}/17,19-23]. All
these models are determined by a set of vanishing orders of the coefficients in the hypersurface
equation that realizes the singular fiber, and are thus of canonical typeﬂ

The focus of the present paper is the case of one extra section, which realizes gauge groups
G x U(1) in four dimensions. In the companion paper [24] the case of two extra sections with

gauge groups G x U(1) x U(1) is considered. The main motivation is to determine all possible

3The model in [10] based on the split spectral cover with 3 + 2 factorization is the only exception, which
has two differently charged 10 matter loci.



U(1) charge assignments in an F-theory model, which forms the basis of carrying out a
survey of the phenomenological properties of F-theory compactification. These questions can
be reformulated in terms of two mathematical goals: to provide Tate-like forms for elliptic
fibrations with an extra section, i.e. specifying a set of vanishing orders for a quartic in P(1:12)
for each Kodaira fiber type (and the separation of the two sections on the fiber). Secondly, to
study the validity of these forms, i.e. determining whether they can be reached by locally well
defined changes of coordinates, without division, over the local ring of functions on the base of
the fibration. As discussed above, the latter issue was addressed for the standard Tate forms
in [3]. In the present context we find that non-canonical fibrations are much more common,
and in fact occur also in the phenomenologically interesting case of I5 fibers, which implies
that there is a larger class of models than previously obtained with gauge group SU(5) x U(1).

Non-canonical models can arise, whenever the discriminant has a non-linear polynomial
factor. To enhance the vanishing order, one has to solve for vanishing of this polynomial over
the local ring of functions on the base of the elliptic fibration. Using the unique factorization
property of this ring results in non-trivial relations among the coefficients of the quartic
equation. Whenever there is no coordinate change that does not require division by a section
that brings this form back to a canonical form, the resulting models are non-canonical. In
P(L2) most shifts are locally obstructed, leading to a large class of non-canonical forms.

The main difference between canonical and non-canonical models is the codimension two
fiber structure, namely, non-canonical models generically correspond to models with multiple
codimension two fibers of the same Kodaira type, with however different separation between
the zero section and the extra section. In terms of the phenomenological models realizing
SU(5), for instance, this results in models with multiple, differently U(1) charged 10 matter
curves, which open up further possibilities for model building in F-theory.

The plan of this paper is as follows: in section we summarize the setup and fix nota-
tion for the realization of elliptic fibrations with rank one Mordell-Weil group. The general
structure of Tate’s algorithm, and the associated Tate tree, is discussed in section 2] including
the analysis of the starting points of Tate’s algorithm, i.e. the realizations of I; and I5 fibers,
and a discussion of the symmetries that allow identifications of models. Resolutions of the
singularities throughout the algorithm allows us to determine the Kodaira types (which of
course one could also determine by mapping back to Weierstrass) and more importantly, the
intersection with the sections. The resolution method is discussed in section [2.7, and applied
to the I, and I} infinite series in appendix [E] Our main results are summarized in section [3]
providing the canonical forms for all fiber types, including a summary table for the canonical

forms of the infinite I,, and I} series. Tate’s algorithm is then discussed in detail up to I5 in



section [ The exceptional cases I1*,I11*,IV* as well as canonical forms for I,, and I for
general n are derived in section [} The non-canonical models for I,, for n = 3,4,5 are dis-
cussed in section @, including the matter spectrum and U (1) charges. We close in section [7| by
reconsidering the outlier cases in P(*% first noted in [3], and derive the non-canonical forms
for them. The appendices collect several technical results normal forms for elliptic curves
with extra sections, on the solutions of polynomial equations over UFDs used to derive the
non-canonical forms, an alternative representation for the I5 models as well as a discussion
of the relation between the tops and split spectral cover models, that have appeared in the

literature and the I5 models obtained from Tate’s algorithm.

2 Elliptic Fibrations with one extra section and Tate
Trees

The purpose of this section is to collect general structural properties of Tate’s algorithm
for elliptic fibrations with rank one Mordell-Weil group. Such fibrations can be realized as
quartics in P12 which we will review in section . The singular fibers are characterized
by their Kodaira type as well as the separation of the two rational sections in the singular
fiber. The resulting enhancement structure is tree-like and we collect general properties of this
Tate tree in sections 2.2 and 2.3] In the remaining sections [2.4] 2.5 and [2.6) we determine the
starting points of the algorithm, which are I; and I fibers with different section separation,
and discuss symmetries (lops) which map quartics, which describe the same fiber type, but
have different vanishing orders, into each other. We give a summary of the results of each
section at the start, allowing the reader to skip the rather technical proofs. Section
summarizes the resolution of the singular fibrations, which are used throughout the algorithm

in order to determine the fiber types.

2.1 Rank one Mordell-Weil group

As is shown in the appendix [A] an elliptic curve with rank one Mordell-Weil group can be

realized in terms of homogeneous quartic polynomials in the weighted projective space P(112)

C: cow® + crwdz + cw?a? + cqwr® + cuxt = ay?® + boxy + byywa + bowy . (2.1)



where the condition of rank one Mordell-Weil group is shown to implyﬁ
Clzl, C4:O, 507&0 (22)

With these restrictions, one can also consider Bljp 1 gP(**?, which is the blowup at [0, 1,0] of

LL2) | Blowing this

P112) Let [w: 2 : ] be the coordinates of the weighted projective space P(
up at w = y = 0, yields an exceptional divisor s = 0 and new coordinates w = sw, y = sy.
The projective relation from this new divisor is [w:y], as well as the relation [sw:x:sy].

Consider the homogeneous polynomial of degree four in Bl 1 o112 [4]
Q: cow*s® + cqw?s®x + cuuw?sz? + cqwa® = y?s + bory + biywsx + byw?s?y.  (2.3)

We consider singular elliptic fibrations, where the fiber is realized in terms of the quartic .
In this case, the b;, ¢; are sections of suitable line bundles on the base B of the fibration,
described in more detail in section [2.7, The goal of this paper is to determine conditions on
the coefficients b; and ¢; for them to realize Kodaira singular fibers above a codimension one
locus z = 0.

By shifting and scaling the y coordinate, the quartic can be put into the form

cow's® + cuwds?r + cuw?sa? + cqwa® = sy® + bor’y, (2.4)

possibly with new b; and ¢;. The rational points op = [0:1:0] and o1 = [0: 1 : —bg] of this

elliptic curve in the blow-up are

0o : s=0,x=1y=c3 w=Dby
(2.5)
o1 : w=0, y=1, s=—byz?.

The elliptic curve (2.4)) has a representation in terms of a Weierstrass model, for instance with
respect to the zero-section oy the Weierstrass form is given by [§]
2

7 = 3% + [ cre3 — bicg — ) st + Coes — 1c1c2c3 + 3c§ — gbgcog + b5t %, (2.6)
3 3 27 3 4

The singular loci of the elliptic curve (2.4)) are characterized by the vanishing of the discrim-

inant
A =256(64bjcy — 16¢5 (8bges + 12bgeic; — 36bgeacs + 27¢3) +
+ 8co (8¢5 (bgea — ¢3) + deyeacs (9¢ — 10b5cs) + 3¢t (6bgea — bge3) )+ (2.7)
+ ¢ (=27bget + 1665 (c5 — bjca) + 8¢y (9bgeac; — 8¢3))) -

4Compared to the form obtained in [25], the analysis in the appendix shows that there is an additional
constraint that by # 0. This will be of particular importance for the Tate’s algorithm, where this condition
translates into by # 0 in codimension one.



The Tate forms that we determine for models with extra section have b; and by coefficients,
and so in order to map back to Weierstrass by , one has to shift those away first to reach
the form . This is useful when determining the simple Kodaira type of the fiber, without
for instance resolving the singularity first. The shift that mapes back to (2.4)) is

1 1,

y = y-— éblwx - Ebzsw : (2.8)
which leads to the new coeflicients
1,
Co — ¢y + z_lbz
1
Cq — ¢+ 5[]152
(2.9)

1

4
1

C3 — c3 + 5[10[]1 .

1
Co — co + b%—f—ﬁbobz

The coefficients f and ¢ in the Weierstrass form y? = 2® + fx + ¢ after this shift have the

following leading order when expanded as a power series in z

f=- 68,060,0 — 4_18([)%’0 + 2bg 02,0 + 4c20)? + i(bl,ObQ,O +2¢1,0)(bo,ob1,0 + 2¢30) — @ + O(2)
g :@ (b3 0 + 2bo,0bao + dcap) ® — 2—141)30 (b3, + 4co0) (b7 + 2bo,obayo + 4c20)

— % (b1,0b2,0 + 2¢1,0) (boob1,0 + 2¢30) (b%,o + 2bg ob2,0 + 402,0)

+ 1—16b§,0 (br.obao + 2¢10) % + % (b3 + 4co0) (bopbro + 2¢50)° + O(2).

(2.10)
The lowest order term that does not vanish will always be the leading coefficient of by, which
thereby determines the vanishing order of f and g¢ ﬂ From the Kodaira classification this
implies that for instance that I,, fibers, which have f and g of vanishing orders 0, it is necessary
that by ¢ # 0, whereas for I, which have ord(f) = 2 and ord(g) = 3, b1 = 0 and b;; # 0.

These conditions will appear naturally in Tate tree.

2.2 Tate’s algorithm, Trees and Canonicality

A singular elliptic fibration with a section can be realized in terms of a Weierstrass model

y? =2 + fow' + gu®, (2.11)

5As will be explained in the next section in codimension 1 any vanishing order in by can be shifted or
‘lopped’ away, so that this always has a zeroeth order term.
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where [w, x, 3] are homogenous coordinates in P12%). Let z be a local coordinate on the base
of the fibration and let z = 0 be a component of the discriminant of the Weierstrass model
A = 4f3 + 27¢%. We will assume throughout that the divisor z = 0 in the base is smooth.
The possible singular fibers in codimension one in the base were classified by Kodaira and

123) Tate’s algorithm [1}{3] allows a

Néron [4,5]. For a given singular Weierstrass model in IP(
systematic determination of the singular fibers in codimension one in the base of the fibration.
The algorithm is based upon successively determining the conditions for the vanishing of the
discriminant in the coordinate z in the base. The coordinate ring in a sufficiently small
neighborhood on the divisor z = 0 in the base is a unique factorization domain (UFD) [26].
Tate’s algorithm proceeds then by solving the conditions A = 0 order by order in an expansion
in z over a UFD. In the process the Weierstrass form can be brought into the so-called Tate
form

y? 4 by + bsy = 2 + box® + by + bg (2.12)

where the coefficients b; are sections of suitable line bundles, and have an expansion in powers
of z that characterize the singular fibers. We will refer to a Tate form as canonical, if it
is characterized solely by the vanishing orders of the coefficients b;. As was shown in [3],
most Weierstrass forms in P23 can be locally put into (canonical) Tate forms, albeit there
exist outliner cases, which cannot be reached without allowing for divisions, in which case only
generalized Tate forms can be achieved locally. These non-canononical forms are not specified
solely by a vanishing order of the coefficients, but require non-trivially relation among the
coeffficients b;, which cannot be removed by well-defined coordinate changes like shifts.

The goal of this paper is to apply Tate’s algorithm in the context of elliptic fibrations with
a rank one Mordell-Weil group, and determine Tate-like forms for these models realized in
terms of a quartic equation in P12,

We will find, that unlike in P®2%) non-canonicality of the models is quite generic, i.e.,
the vanishing orders alone will not determine the complete set of forms of a given fiber type.
In addition to the codimension one fiber type we also analyze the possible enhancements in
codimension two and three, which will depend on the position of the two sections on the fiber

in codimension one. The fibers will be characterized by the following data:

e Kodaira fiber type in codimension one
e Location of sections oy and o; on the fiber

e Singular fiber type in codimension two

6This is under the assumption that the classification for surfaces obtained by Kodaira and Néron carries
over to codimension one in a higher-dimensional elliptic fibration.
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For each Kodaira fiber type there is an additional choice of position of the sections ¢;. This
leads to a tree-like structure of the algorithm even when truncating it to one type of Kodaira

(1,1,2) are

fiber e.g. I,,. We will refer to these as Tate trees, and the first few branches for P
shown in figure [T}

To keep track the sections, it is useful to characterize the fibers by their Kodaira type
with an additional superscript that encodes the separation of the two sections o; : I, fibers
(i.e. P's intersecting in an affine A-type Dynkin diagram) will be labeled by 1 W with &
separations | between 0 and 1 corresponding to oy and o, intersecting P's which are separated
by k—1Pls, e.g. 1% if the sections intersect nearest neighbor P!s or 19 for next to nearest
neighbors. Subscripts nc denote non-canonical forms.

We will show in section [2.3] that the sections o; can only intersect components of Kodaira
fibers in codimension one, with multiplicity one. The location of the sections for I fiber,
which has the structure of a D type affine Dynkin diagram, the sections can only be on
the four end-nodes (which are the only fiber components with multiplicity one), and modulo
symmetries of the diagram, there are three distinct types of fibers I;{(Ol), ]Z(O‘l), and IT*L(OHU,
shown in figure [12] Similar restrictions apply for the type I1*, II1T* IV* fibers.

Note that the codimension two fibers also have an interpretation in terms of representations
of the associated Lie algebra of the codimension one fiber, and the distribution of the sections
corresponds in this context to different U(1) charge assigements to the representation. This
will play a key role in the application to F-theory model building, where the codimension
two fiber type determines the matter, and the intersection with the (Shioda mapped) sections
corresponds to the U(1) charges of the matter. The existence of additional sections also plays
a key role in the possible topologically inequivalent resolutions of the singular fibers in higher
codimension as discussed in [27].

L12) will result in multiple Tate-type forms

Tate’s algorithm applied to the quartic in P
for each fiber type. For canonical models, i.e. those characterized in terms of simple vanishing
orders of the sections ¢; and b; in the local coordinate z in the base, which characterizes a

component of the discriminant, it is useful to write the power series expansion
¢ = Z CZ'JZj R (213)
J

which for canonical models with certain higher vanishing orders in z will be specialized to

o
‘ k j +1
€2 = E Cip?" = Cij? + g T 4 (2.14)
k=j
i.e., a truncated power series, starting with the terms 27, and ¢;; = ¢;; + 2¢; j41 + --+. For

models that are characterized in terms of vanishing orders alone, i.e. models that we refer to

11



as canonical models, we will use the shorthand notation

3.2

S i1 4 3 i i 2 9 ; 3
Q(i1, 19,13, 14, 5,96, 17) : €4y 2MW 87 + €14, 27 WS T + €94, 2" W ST + €5, 2w

| | | (2.15)
= y?s + bgi. 2°y2? + by i 2 ywss + by 2 yw?s? .

In many instances, Tate’s algorithm will run into local obstruction in reaching a canonical
fornﬂ so-called non-canonical models, in which case there are relations among the leading-
order coefficients. Such relations between coefficients are typically described by the vanishing
of a polynomial P in these coefficients, and we will therefore denote the corresponding non-
canonical form as Q(iy, 49, i3, 14, i5, s, i7)| p. A vanishing order of oo indicates that the term is

completely absent from the fibration.

2.3 Constraints on Sections

The sections o; can only intersect the multiplicity one components of the Kodaira fibers. To

(1.1.2) “the sections are on equal footing, and only

see this, first note that in the quartic in P
by mapping to a Weierstrass model, do we single out one of the sections as the origin of the
elliptic curve, e.g. gq in . There is a symmetry that exchanges the two sections, and we
can construct a Weierstrass model, with origin given by o;: blow-down s = 0, after which

there is a holomorphic coordinate shift that exchanges the sections
oo ¢ 01 = y — 1y & boz?. (2.16)

Then o7 now has projective coordinates [0:1: 0], and will be mapped to the zero section under
. If the fibration under consideration is singular, one can find a birational map between
its desingularization and a smooth Weierstrass model with either oy or o7 as origin by passing
to the singular model, mapping to the Weierstrass model with either oy or o; chosen as the
origin, and resolving the singular Weierstrass model.

As the intersection of the section with every fiber equals one, a section can only meet a
component of the fiber that has multiplicity one [28]. In terms of the intersections of o; with
the fiber components, this means that they can only meet the multiplicity one components
of the resolved Kodaira fibers in codimension 1. These are exactly the nodes that are in the
orbit of the affine node under an outer automorphism of the affine Dynkin diagram, which is
the dual graph to the Kodaira fiber.

"There are potentially global obstructions as pointed out in [3], which will depend on the base of the
fibration. Local obstructions refer to changes of coordinates that would require divisions by sections that can
vanish along z = 0. The type of coordinate changes that we will allow should be locally well-defined in this
sense.

12



This considerably restricts the position of the sections for Kodaira fibers I}, IV* I1I*
and II*, which have higher multiplicity fiber components, while posing no constraint on the
I, fibers. All distributions of sections on the fibers consistent with this restriction arise in
Tate’s algorithm. The I* fibers consistent with this restriction are shown in figure [12 where
the sections can be distributed over the four multiplicity one fibers of the affine D,, Dynkin
diagram, and figures 9} [I0] and [11] for 7V*, I1T* and II*, respectively.

2.4 Starting points for Tate’s algorithm

Instead of directly solving the rather complicated leading order term in the discriminant (2.7]),
we will determine where the fiber is singular, by considering the loci where the tangent space
becomes degenerate to leading order in the z expansion. This will be done in local affine

(11.2) with open patches.

coordinates by covering Bljg 0P
This analysis is rather technical, so we first summarize the result: There are three distinct
starting point fibrations
i 9Q(1,1,0,0,0,0,1)
[ 9(0,0,1,1,1,0,0)] (2.17)
. 9(1,1,1,1,0,0,0).

) is not. In the

next section we will show that the two fibers with zero separation between the sections [ 1(01)

Of these I 1(01) and 12(01) are contained within a single affine patch, whereas 1'2(0|1

and 12(01) are in fact related, so that effectively there are only two starting points I £01)7 which
gives rise to the Tate tree for I, and I*, and I{""", which generates the I°“") part of the

tree.

We will now derive these results. A complete set of patches for Bl ; P! is given by :

Coordinate patch | Affine coordinates
w=s=1 T,y
w=zx=1 S, Y (2.18)
y=s=1 w, T
y=x=1 S, w

First consider the patch w = s = 1. Assume the elliptic fiber over z = 0 admits a singularity

in this patch at a point (z¢,yo). Then the equations describing the quartic and its derivatives

8The patches are characterized by the non-vanishing of certain coordinates, which we then locally set to
one.
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with respect to x and y have to vanish. Explicitly,

0= Ql.o=—coo+ y?) + 953%50,0 + 2oyob1,0 + Yoba,o — ToC10 — Igczo - x%c?,,o
0= 0,9].—0 = —c10 + 220Yobo.o + Yob1.o — 270C20 — 3330 (2.19)
0= 0,0Q|.—0 = bao + 2yo + T3bo,o + Tob1 -

Solving these equations for cgg, ¢10 and by indeed yields a discriminant vanishing to O(z).

Furthermore, one can perform a coordinate shift

(x)—><x_%5“§>, (2.20)
y Y — Yosw

to put the singularity at the origin of the w = s = 1 patch. There, the quartic and its

derivatives read
Q‘m:y:z:O = —Cp,0

02 Qle—y—2—0 = —C10 (2.21)
0y Qla—y—z—0 = bayg .
Thus, having a singularity in the fiber over z = 0 in w = s = 1 is, after a coordinate shift,
equivalent to having a fiber with cog = ¢190 = b = 0 that is otherwise generic. These
conditions also solve the zeroth-order term of the discriminant. The canonical form for such

an [, fiber is
Qr ¢ corzw's® oy 12w P x4 cow?sr® + cawa® = sy? + bor?y + bysway + by sPwy, (2.22)

or equivalently

1Y 9(1,1,0,0,0,0,1). (2.23)
Its discriminant at leading order reads
3
All = Co,1 (biO + 46270) (6(2)706270 — b070b1706370 - C%,O) z+ 0(22) . (224)
Next consider the patch w = x = 1, and assume a singularity at (sg,yo). The equations for
the quartic and its s- and y-derivatives are

0= Qo= 80y§ + yobo,o + Ssoyobio + Sgyobz,o - 8300,0 — 5(2)01,0 — S0C2,0 — C3,0
0= 0:9].—0 = Yp + Yobro + 250Y0ob2.0 — 355¢0.0 — 250C1.0 — C2,0 (2.25)
0= 0,9|.—0 = 250Yo + bo,o + sob1,0 + 5(2)b2,0 .

Solving for b, c20 and c3p and inserting into the discriminant, one finds a vanishing at

leading order. Note that any singularity in this patch will also be in the patch w = s = 1,

unless it also is on s = 0, i.e., it has inhomogeneous coordinates (s,y) = (0,y9). By the

14



coordinate shift y — y — yowx any such singularity is moved to the origin of the w =z =1

patch. There, the derivative conditions read

Q\s:y:zzo = —C30
05 Qls=y=2=0 = —C20 (2.26)
0y Qls—y—ze0 =bop -
Any singular fibration in this patch that is not also in the s = w = 1 patch can therefore be

brought into the form
JAS 0(0,0,1,1,1,0,0). (2.27)

Note furthermore that over the locus z = 0, this fiber splits into two components:
Q(0,0,1,1,1,0,0)|,=0 = s (y2 + by gwry + b2703w2y — 00,032w4 — cl7osw3x) ) (2.28)

Since they intersect in the two points s = y = 0 and s = y + by gwz = 0, the Kodaira fiber
type of this model is I5. After a blow-up of the form (s, z; (1) in the notation of [29], see also
section [2.7, one finds that the two components are given by z = 0 and (; = 0 in the proper
transform of Q(0,0,1,1,1,0,0), respectively. Both sections oy and o intersect the same fiber

)

component (; = 0, so that the fiber type is 1501 . The leading-order discriminant of this model

is order 22
Além) = bzll,OC&l (Cg’l -+ bl,ObO,1> (b%,OCO,O — bl’obg’ocLo — C%,O) 22 -+ O(ZS> . (229)

In the third coordinate patch y = s = 1, the conditions on the quartic and its derivatives for

an assumed singularity at (wg, z¢) are
2 2 4 3 2,2 3
0= Q|Z:0 =1 + Iob()’() + U)()Iobl’() + w0b270 — WpCo,0 — WyZpC1,0 — WeTpC2,0 — WoTC3,0
3 2 2 3
0= an|z:0 = :EObl,O + 2w0b270 - 4w00070 - 311)01‘00170 - 211}01700270 — ZyC3,0

0= axQ|Z:0 = 21‘0[)070 + ’LU()bLo — ’LUSCLO — 211]31‘002,0 — 3@U0$(2)6370 .
(2.30)
There are no solutions of these equations in the coefficients b;, ¢;o that hold for any point
(wop, xg) in this patch. However, the only locus in the third coordinate patch that is not in

w = s =1 1is the w = 0 locus. Here, the z-derivative of the quartic equation is given by
02 Qlw=z=0 = 200,020 , (2.31)
and a singularity at this locus hence requires by oxo = 0. Then, however,
Olwezeo = sy* + bo,ol’g =sy’=1, (2.32)
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and thus Q can never vanish there, no matter how the b; and ¢; are chosen. Therefore, any
singularity of the fiber in the y = s = 1 patch is also contained in either w = s = 1 or
w = x = 1, and can therefore be described by the standard forms found above.

Lastly, the only remaining locus in the z = y = 1 patch that is not contained in either of

the patches is (s,w) = (0,0). Here, the s-derivative of Q cannot vanish, since
83Q‘s:w:z:0 = y2 = 1, (233)

and the fiber will always be regular over this point.

There is a third starting fibration not covered by the analysis performed until here, because
the singularity of this fibration is not contained within a single patch of the ambient P(1:1:2)
over the entire codimension one locus z = 0 in the base B: Consider again the derivatives of
the elliptic fibration in the patch w =s =1. If ¢p9g = c10 = €20 = c30 = 0 and for a
generic point b on the base with non-vanishing values of by or by o, there exists an z((b) such
that all derivatives vanish at z = x¢(b), y = 0. This is not the case on any point b on B where
boo(b) = b1,0(b) = 0. However, on such a point, the fibration is singular in the w = z =1
patch, on the locus y = s = 0. This can be seen explicitly from the derivatives in this

patch. This results in the third starting point fiber, which is an [2(0|1)

M 9Q(1,1,1,1,0,0,0), (2.34)

which is singular on the entire locus z = 0, although its singularity is not contained in a single
patch over z = 0. This starting point will generate the infinite series of ];;(0\1) fibers, as is

shown in section [£.3]

2.5 Symmetries and Pruning of the Tree

In the last section we have seen that there are three starting points for Tate’s algorithm in
P12 two of which are contained in a single patch of P41 We will show that two of these

are related
Y. 9(1,1,0,0,0,0,1) & 1 9(0,0,1,1,1,0,0). (2.35)

This implies that there is a single I{Ol) starting point for the algorithm, giving rise to the I,

and [} part of the Tate tree, and a second starting point 1) with fiber type [2(0|1), which
enhances to the 1;°CV
To show how the fibers in ([2.35)) are related, we will use the fact that there is an exchange

of the two sections oy and o7, which maps these two fibrations into each other. For this

part of the tree.
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symmetry to be manifest, we blow down the divisor s = 0, whereby the coordinate shift
y — y — 3box? — $bsw? becomes holomorphic. After applying this shift the quartic takes the
form

cow* + cwz + cuw?r? + cawr® + bzt = y® + bway. (2.36)

The sections are now at [0:1: 4 bg]. One can again analyze whether this fibration is singular
in the three affine coordinate patches of P12 given by w =1, 2 = 1 and y = 1. Indeed one

recovers the I singularity in w = 1 with conditions ¢y = ¢19 = 0. It has discriminant
3
A[l = Co,1 (bio + 40270) (bg,OCQ’O - bo,gbl’ocg,o - C?%,o) Z+ 0(22) s (237)
and setting cp; = 0 enhances it into an [2(01) fibration, given by

c07222w4 + clylzw% + cow?z? 4 cqwa® + b%x4 = y2 + bywxy . (2.38)

In the x = 1 patch, one again finds the [2(01) singularity with ¢z = bpo = 0. Since by appears

as a square in (2.36]), by = 0 implies that the coefficient of the x!-term vanishes to second

order in z, and one has
cow* + s + cow?a? + C3712wx3 + 5371229&4 = y® + bywzy . (2.39)

Now, if one interchanges = <> w in (2.39)), one recovers (2.38)). This symmetry thus relates
the two singular fibrations. It also explains why there is no I; underlying || bal simply
cannot vanish to linear order in z.

The quartic (2.38)) has (full, not leading order) discriminant

A = 25627 (pg (Pucos — 2,) (Pob — €2)
— 8C171C32 (SC%JCg — 9P0 (C[)QC% + bgcil) + ].OPOCO,QB(Q))
— 162’2 (27 <c372c§ + béCil) — 36C0726(2)P0 (C(Lgcg — Cilb%) + 2C07zb(2) (3(%71{3’ + 4P0C07gbg))

— 30722%¢] 5e1,1¢3b5 + 4096z4c37263> :

(2.40)
with Py = b? + 4cy. One can easily check that it is invariant under the exchange of w <
x, which amounts to the interchanges c¢po <+ b% and ¢ ¢ ¢3. On the other hand, the
discriminant of is identical to the discriminant of if one replaces ¢p 2 by ¢, ¢11
by ¢1, ¢3 by ¢31 and by by bg;. The discriminants of two quartics are structurally identical,

so that they have the same enhancements. It suffices therefore to consider Tate’s algorithm

only for enhancements of either (2.38)) or ([2.39)).
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2.6 Lops

With the arguments in the last section, we can concentrate on the branch of the Tate tree,
that starts from the 11(01) fiber in |§|, realized in terms of Q(1,1,0,0,0,0,1). In this
section, we will show that there is an additional symmetries, which we call lops or lopping
tmnsformationﬂ (in analogy to flops) that identify different branches of the tree. In summary

we show that the following two I; models are equivalent
Q(2,1,1,0,0,0,1) = 9(0,0,1,1,1,0,0), (2.41)

i.e. they correspond to the same fiber type, and more generally, for non-negative vanishing

orders n; and m;
Q(no + 2,n1 + 1,n9,n3, Mg, my,mg + 1) = Q(ng,ny, no,n3 + 1,mo + 1,my,my),  (2.42)

Here equivalence here means isomorphism of the fiber, which implies that the fiber types of
the two models are identical in all codimension.

We can considerably trim the Tate tree that starts at I 1(01) by successive application of the
lops. One important implication is that without loss of generality the vanishing order of the

coefficient by can always be set to zero, i.e.
b(] = b070 + b(]’lZ + - bg}o # 0. (243)

This is similar to the specialization in fibrations realized in P(*3) | where the coefficients of y?
and 2% have been set to be one. Note that the lopping operation does not restrict the branch
growing out of the second starting point, the 12(0“) model Q(1,1,1,1,0,0, 1).

We will now prove that these lops are equivalences of the fibers. First consider the two
12(01) models 1) Resolving the model on the left with (z,y, z; (;) results, after the proper

transform, in
2o ow® + zep 1 win + 2 e 1w 4 Cezwa® = y? 4 (bor’y + biywr + 2byw’y . (2.44)

where in ¢ and b the exansions are now in terms of z(;. Likewise, the resolution of the model
on the right of (2.41)) with (w, v, Z;¢;) results in

élzcow4 + C~1c1w39§ + 512c271w2352 + §c371w$3 = y2 + Ebo,lxgy + biywx + &bngy. (2.45)

9The additional 12(0|1) has very simple enhancements and we discuss it separately in section

0Tops are arboricultural operations on trees. Lopping refers to the removal of large side branches (the
making of vertical cuts).[Arboricultural Association]

1 Applying the same type of arguments as in the following for the I 1(01) branch, after the proper transform
a term 32(; in introduced, and thus is already reduced.
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Again each of the coefficient sections are now series in 2(;. Comparing the two resolved

equations, we see that indeed, swapping

Z e ¢ and G & oz (2.46)

maps and into each other. Furthermore, from the projective relations of the
blow-up Q(2,1,1,0,0,0,1), we see that in the two sections sit on z = 0, and in ([2.45))
on ¢; = 0, which exactly are mapped into each other. The birational map between these two
forms is thus, to first resolve as in , and then blow-down z = OB which is precisely
realized in terms of the singular model Q(0,0,1,1,1,0,0).

More generally, consider the quartic, without the blow-up with respect to s. We will now
show that there is a symmetry between models, whose vanishing orders differ by the vector
(2,1,0,—1,—1,0,1), i.e. the lopping transformation (2.42). To prove this, consider the left
hand side

Q(no + 2,n1 + 1,n9,n3, My, My, ma + 1) :

c07n0+22”0+2w4 + cl’mﬂz”l“w?’x + cgm,z”%vz:z:2 + c3,n32"3w1:3 (2.47)
= Y2 + bomg 20Ty + by, 2" YW + by, 122 0y
Then applying one big resolution

results, after the proper transform, in

22 c07n0+2(z§1)”°w4 +z Clni+1 (z(l)"1w3a: + C2.ny (z(l)”2w2x2 -+ Cl C3.,n3 (ch)n3w$3

(2.49)
= y” + (1 oy (261) ™Y + b1, (261) ™ ywx + 2 ba 41 (2G) 2wy

On the other hand, resolving the right hand side of (2.42), denoting the component of the
discriminant by Z with

(w,y,% (1) (2.50)

yields after the proper transform
CF C0mg (2™ W™ + C1 e1n, (FQ)™ 072 + €0, (3C1)2w%2° + 2 €30, 11 (31) S w® (2.51)
= + Zb0,mer1(E0)™ %Y + b1, (20) ™ ywa + (1 bomy (361) ™0y .

Again, the lop transformation ([2.46)) applied to these partially resolved elliptic fibrations, is

a symmetry, and maps the fiber component that intersects both sections, into each other.

12More detailed studies of when such blow-downs exist are discussed in [30].
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2.7 Resolutions of singular elliptic fibrations

To determine each fiber type, including the separation of the two section, in the Tate tree,
we need to resolve the fiber and compute intersections. In practice the computations in this
paper were done using Smooth [31], where the algebraic resolution procedure and intersections
are implemented for singular (elliptic) fibrations. Algebraic resolutions of the singularities of
elliptic fibrations, including, the higher codmension structure of the fibers, realized in P(1:23)
have been discussed in [29}30,132-34]. We consider crepant resolutions, and allow for up to
codimension 3 fibers, i.e. the base of the fibration can be up to three-dimensional. The
geometric setting thereby allows not only the analysis of the codimension one fibers, but also
the higher codimension structure, which has an intricate pattern depending on the location
of the sections in codimension one. This is mostly motivated by model building in F-theory,
where the relevant geometries are elliptic Calabi-Yau fourfolds with extra section. We now
summarize the data determining the fibration, in terms of sections of line bundles of the base.
The elliptic fibration is realized in the ambient five-fold X5 = Bl gP! 12 (0@ O(a) & O(B))

as a hypersurface

Q: y?s + box?y + biywsy + boyw?s® = cows® + cqw’s®x + cuuw?sz® + cqwa®  (2.52)
with
Section Bundle
w O(oc — F)
x O(o +a)
Yy OR2oc+p5—F) (2.53)
s O(F)
z O(9)

112) before blowing up at the point [0:1: 0],

Here, o is the section of the hyperplane class of P
and F is the section of the new exceptional P! introduced by the blow-up. « and 3 are two
sections of line bundles on the base manifold B, which are related by f = a + ¢; as shown
below, where ¢; = ¢;(B). S is the divisor class of the singular surface z = 0 in B. From the

equation of Q one infers the class of the four-fold to be

)] =40 +28—F, (2.54)
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and the b; and ¢; are sections of the following bundles

Section Bundle
bi O(Cl + (Z — 1)05)
C; 0(201 + (2 — Z)Oé)
bi,j O(Cl + (Z — 1)04 — jS) (255)

bi j O(er + (i — Da — jS)
Cij 0(201 + (2 — Z)Oé — jS)
Cij OQ2c1 4+ (2 —i)a—j9)

One then finds for the Chern class of X5 that

c(X5) = ¢(B) - (1+ [w]) - (1 +[a]) - (1 +[y]) - (L + [s]) ]

(2.56)
=l4+ca+do+a+p—-—F+---,

with the dots indicating higher-rank forms. By adjunction, the Chern class of Y} is given by

C<n):10—(|—)%/)4] Y4:1—|—cl+oz—ﬁ—|—~-. (2.57)

The Calabi-Yau condition, which we shall impose in most practical applications to F-theory,
c1(Yy) = 0 thus restricts the possible choices of sections of line bundles o and § by imposing
the condition

B=a+c. (2.58)

Furthermore, the second Chern class of Y} is
co(Yy) = ey + 2+ a® + 6aoc + 70% — 2F (o + 20) + ¢1 (3a + 7o — 2F) . (2.59)

The projective relations

[sw:z: syl and [w:y] (2.60)
imply the following relations in the intersection ring of X5

o-(c+a)-204+a+c¢)=0

(0—F)-20+a+c—F)=0. (2.61)

Repeated applications of these — and similar ones for exceptional divisors introduced by
blowing up singularities — allow us to compute intersections in X5, similar to the computations
for the standard Tate models in [29}32]. Furthermore, we will use the following notation for
resolutions: a big resolution along xr = y = (, = 0 with the new exceptional section (; will be
denoted in the notation of [29] by

(#,9,C0; C1) - (2.62)
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Likewise a small resolution y = x = 0 with § is denoted by (z,y; ).
Finally, we should discuss the Mordell-Weil group, and how we compute the actual U(1)
charges of matter representations that are engineered in codimension 2. Recall that the

Mordell-Weil group, since it is a finitely generated abelian group, can be written as
Z®--- LT, (2.63)

with the torsion subgroup T'. Let {oy,...,0,} be a set of rational sections generating the
non-torsion part of the Mordell-Weil group. In [§], it was shown that the abelian vector
fields A; of an F-theory vacuum are dual to the images s(o;) of the rational sections o; under
the so-called Shioda map. The Shioda map is a map from the Mordell-Weil group to the
homology group HV(Y}) of the fourfold, and has been given and discussed e.g. in [25]. The
U(1) charge, associated to the abelian gauge field A; with section o;, of any matter coming
from a rational curve C' in the fiber is given by C - s(o;).
The Shioda map has the property that the intersection of s(o;) with any Cartan divisor
D_,, vanishes, i.e.,
s(0;) - D_y, =0. (2.64)

Therefore, as one would expect, no vector multiplets are charged under A;. Further, its
intersection with any horizontal divisor 7*(Dy) pulled back from a base divisor Dy also

vanishes

s(o;) -7 Dy =0. (2.65)

To construct s(o) explicitly, we use (2.64) and (2.65) as a set of constraints on the Shioda
map. This set is sufficient to fully specify s(o) up to redefinitons of the abelian fields A; that

preserve charge minimality.

3 Summary of Results

Tate’s algorithm for Weierstrass forms in P(123) with a given Kodaira singular fiber above
z = 0, derives alternative forms of the fibration, where the vanishing order of the coefficients
around z = 0 completely determines the fiber type. We find that for elliptic fibrations with
additional rational section, similar Tate forms exist however there are additional form, which
are non-canonical, and are not determined fully by the vanishing orders of the coefficients,
but require non-trivial correlations among them. In applications to F-theory these open up
interesting model building options.

The starting point of our analysis is the quartic || in P12 The codimension one

fibers are characterized in terms of their Kodaira type and the separation of the two sections
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oo and o7. There is additional data, that distinguishes models in codimension two. Canonical

and non-canonical models can have the same codimension one fiber, however they differ in the

codimesion two fibers, and thus in terms of applications in F-theory, have different, charged

matter content. E.g. canonical I, models have a single matter curve in the antisymmetric

representation, non-canonical models will have several, with different U(1) charges.

Due to the additional data specifying the separation of the two sections, the enhancement

structure becomes tree-like. The first few enhancements of this Tate tree are shown in figure
based on the Tate’s algorithm in section [4]

The main results can be summarized as follows:

(1)

(2.)

Canonical Tate-like forms:

The canonical forms for the low rank are summarized in table [l and for the infinite
series I, and I with any section separation in codimension one, can be found in table
These form the closest analog to the known Tate forms in P(1:%3).

Non-canonical forms:

Non-canonical models are discussed in section [6], focusing on the low rank cased™®} Each
of the low rank non-canonical models gives rise to a new branch of the Tate tree, with

multiply non-canonical enhancements.

Applications for F-theory GUT model builing:

For I5, which is of phenomenological interest in F-theory model building with GUT
group SU(5), there are three fiber types: Iém), Ié()'l) and 15(0”1). All of these have
canonical (section [4.6] in particular table [3) and non-canonical models (tables [6] and [7)).

) which we analyze in . As shown in

There are non-canonical models for /, 5(0|1) and 1, 5(0H1
section m, the 1, 5(01) fiber only arises as a doubly non-canonical form. Finally, one can
explicitly check where the models that are already present in the literature are located
within the Tate tree. For the toric models arising from tops and for the split spectral
cover models this is done in appendix [D] It turns out that tops 2 and 3 are special cases
of the non-canonical 1, éoll) model, and top 4 is a special case of the non-canonical éoHl)
model. Top 1 is precisely the canonical [ ém) model. The 2 + 3-factorized Tate model is
the non-canonical ]éOII) model, the 4 4+ 1-factorized Tate model is a special case of the

non-canonical / 5(0”1) model.

13We have not studied the full structure of non-canonical enhancements of all I,, models, however most
non-canonical models will have only non-minimal codimension 2 loci, as in P(:2:3) which usually implies that
those sections can be set to one, thus allowing shifts to canonical forms.
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’ Fiber ‘ ord(A) ‘ Group ‘ VY ‘ ] ‘ o ‘ 3 ‘ by ‘ b, ‘ by ‘

Iy 0 — JoJoJoJo]o0JO]oO

I8 1 — 1110001
1 2 su@) |21111lololo]1
10 2 su@) |1l1l1l1]lolo]1
10 3 su3) |3l2l1lololo]1
7 3 su@)[2l1]1]l1]l0]o0]1
1 4 suM)y l4al211lololo]z2
1 4 su) |3121111]lolo]1
70D 4 su@)y 21212121001
i 5 sus) |51311lololo]z2
1 5 suG) [4]2[1]1]0]0]2
7om 5 |sup) (3222001
1 2 — J1]t]1]o]o01]1
117100 3 SU2) [2|1]1]o]lo|1]1
T170m 3 SUR2) [1|1]1]1]0o]|1]1
TV (oD 4 SUB) [3]2]1]o]o]1]1
VO 5 Ssu@) 21|11 ]o]1]1
1m0 6 Gy |[4]2]0]ofo]o]2
;>0 6 SOy [al2]1]lolo]1]2
;>0 6 So(m) 22110 1]1
1;°0V 6 so@) [a4]2[1]lolo]1]2
1;Om 6 so@) [3]2[1]1]lo0]1]1
1o 7 |soaoy|s5|3l1]ofo]1]2
1O 7 |soaoy[al2]1]1]o]1]2
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[V/#ns(O1) 8 Fy 413]2]0flo]1]2
TV+0n 8 Es 5031200 1]2
TV =0 8 Eq 321210112
117+ 9 E; 51312100113
I17+0m 9 E; 3131210 1]2
1700 10 Ey 5141200 1]3
non-min 12 — 614120, 0]|1]3
non-min 12 — 4 (312|110 1]2

Table 1: Fiber types and vanishing orders for low-rank canonical fibrations with rank-1
Mordell-Weil group, from Tate’s algorithm for quartics in P42, A specifies the vanish-
ing order of the discriminant. If not explicitly stated otherwise, models are of split-type.

The monodromy condition that differentiates between the I;**®" fiber from Igs(m) is given in
equation 1) and the additional monodromy condition for I;;”S(““ in (4.40).
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4 Tate Tree: Canonical Forms

In this section we will determine all the canonical models, i.e. those determined solely by
vanishing orders with generic coefficients ¢; and b;. The non-canonical enhancements will be
discussed separately in section [0} In this sense the present section results in the analog of
the standard Tate models in P®23) in 2], whereas the section on non-canonical forms also
encondes local obstructions such as those studied for P12?) in [3]. The main difference to
P(12:3) is that non-canonical models are much more generic in P52 and also arise prominently
in the I,, branch. We run the algorithm in detail up until and including O(z%), i.e. in the I,
and derive I IV*, I1T* and II* fibers in the next section. Finally, we give canonical forms
for all I,, and I* fibers, however the (multiply) non-canonical progression for the infinite series

in the algorithm is left for future work.

4.1 Monodromy

In section [2.4] it was found that there is a single I; fibration with canonical form
1Y Q(1,1,0,0,0,0,1) (4.1)
and discriminant at leading order
Ap = coq (bio + 40270)3 (637002,0 — boob1oc30 — c%yo) 2+ 0(2?). (4.2)
Upon performing the coordinate shift y — y — %bljowx, one obtains the quartic

y23 + bo7ox2y + by zywsT + 52712111282@/

= c071zw4s3 + (cu + %bl,obm,z) w3s?z + (cz,o + ibio) w?sz? + (Cg,o + %bopl)m) wad.
(4.3)
Defining shifted leading coefficients of the series ¢;; as ¢11 = ¢11 + %bl,gbm, Cop = C20 + ibim
C30 = C30 + %b070b170 and dropping the hats, the fibration above is described by the canonical

form

Q(1,1,0,0,0,1,1), (4.4)

with discriminant
A =coicsy (g oc20 — G30) 2+ O(2%) . (4.5)

The monodromy condition for I,,, determining whether the local gauge group is given by
SU(n) or Sp (ng), is checked by testing whether ¢y of this fiber has a square root: One

can always write cy9 = Még,m and choose p such that © = 1 if pu has no zeros. Then, the
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Figure 2: 1501) and 12(0“) fibers, with black lines corresponding to the two P! fiber components,
and the red nodes to the two sections, oy and ;.

local gauge group will be SU(n) if u = 1, and Sp (L%J) if 4 has zeros. Note that 4 =1 1is a
necessary condition for the term in brackets in the discriminant above to vanish. Further, if
it = 1, one can perform the coordinate shift y — y — ¢y pwz. This coordinate shift yields the

canonical form
1Y 0(1,1,1,0,0,0,1). (4.6)

As we are interested in I*P'* fibers, we proceed assuming the starting I; singularity to be of
the form (4.6). In the following we proceed to enhance the type of this singularity, which
in the case of the quartic in P(12) has a tree-like structure, which is characterized by the

Kodaira fiber type as well as the location of the sections.

4.2 Discriminant at O(2?)

The [; singularity (4.6 has leading-order discriminant
A[l = Co7lb?706370 (b0,0bl,O + Cg»o) z+ 0(22) . (47)
The possible fiber enhancements are given by setting factors of this expression to zero.

® Cp1 = 0: 12(01)

This fiber trivially has canonical form
JAS 0(2,1,1,0,0,0,1). (4.8)

Resolving the singular fiber for instance with the big resolution (z,vy, z; (), using the
notation of section 2.7 we see that the two sections intersect the same fiber component,

and are thus of type _7501), and is shown on the left hand side in figure .
® C30 = 0: 12([)'1)

The canonical form for this fiber is
JAS 0(1,1,1,1,0,0,1). (4.9)
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Here, the two sections intersect neighbouring components of the resolved fiber, i.e. of
type Iéoll), shown on the right hand side in figure .

[ ] b070b170 + C3,0 = 0: 12(0‘1)

This enhancement is equivalent to setting c3 o = 0, as can be seen as follows. Applying
the coordinate shift y — y — b, pwz turns Qy, into a form in which the section ¢z o in the
new coordinates is given by ¢3o = b b1, + c3,, and all other sections are still generic.

Hence, by b1, + c30 = 0 is equivalent to ¢3p = 0 in the new coordinates.

During later stages of the algorithm, one encounters a few more discriminants with
factors of the form ¢ ; (bo jb1o + c3;). Let us note here that all enhancnements arising
from the bracketed part of this expression are always equal to enhancements arising
from c3 ;, and that there is always a coordinate shift of the form discussed here linking

the two. We therefore do not treat by ;b1 + c3; explicitly in the following.

[ J bl,O =0: 11
Setting by o = 0 enhances the singularity in a way that leaves the I,, branch: 9y |.—o

has a double root at x = y = 0, and a Taylor expansion around this double root yields
Qh ’z:O,w:s:l : 3/2 + 51,0333/ + O(':Ega yS) (410)
whose discriminant is given by (9,,Q1,)% — 022Q5,0,,Q1, = b?o. Vanishing of this
discriminant indicates a cusp singularity with Kodaira type I1.
4.3 Discriminant at O(z%)

Each distinct [5 fiber type opens a new branch of the algorithm, or Tate tree, yielding different
enhancements. There are two I, fibers, where the two rational sections intersect either the
same or distinct fiber components of the resolved singular fiber. Following the discriminant

we now determine all the fiber types for each branch.

4.3.1 11"V Branch

Consider first the branch starting from the ]2(01) fiber, where both sections lie on one fiber

component, realized in terms of (4.8). The discriminant for this fibration is
Além) = bzll’OCg’O (bl,Ob0,0 + 03,0) P022 + 0(23) (411)

with

Po = biOCO,Q — b170b2710171 — Cil . (412)
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Figure 3: [§01) and Ig()O'l) fibers. The black lines correspond to the P! fiber components, and
the red nodes to the two sections, oy and o;. Due to the symmetry of the diagram, there are
only two distinct distributions of the two sections.

Each factor corresponds to an enhancement type, which we will consider in turn. The poly-
nomials appearing in the discriminant generically give rise to non-canonical models and will

be discussed later in detail. Here we will focus on the canonical branch.

o Py=0: I’V
The general solution to the vanishing of the polynomial (4.12)) over a UFD is determined
in appendix as

. ~ -2
c11 = bioCi1, Co2 =b21C11 + ¢y (4.13)

The corresponding quartic significantly simplifies upon application of the coordinate

shift y — y + ¢;125w?, where it takes the canonical form
JAS 9(3,2,1,0,0,0,1). (4.14)

Slight variations of the polynomial P, will reappear at later stages of the algorithm.
After applying the solution from appendix one can always find a coordinate shift
that brings these into canonical form by enhancing the vanishing order of ¢y and ¢;.
The fiber type is determined by computing the intersections as described in section
and the fiber is depicted in figure [3

® C30 = 0: Iéoll)

The canonical form for this fiber is
10 0(2,1,1,1,0,0,1). (4.15)
Here the sections are located on distinct fiber components, as shown in figure [3]

o bo=0: 1170V
This branch corresponds to a type I fiber, is shown in figure |4, and has canonical

form
17710 Q(2,1,1,0,0,1,1). (4.16)
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Figure 4: 1710V and 1710 fibers, again with black lines corresponding to the fiber compo-
nents, and the red dots to the extra sections.

4.3.2 1"V Branch

The second I, branch starts with ]§0|1)’ which is realized in terms of 1) In this case the

sections are on separate fiber components with the discriminant given by
Aléou) = béll’ob(),()CO,lP()ZQ + 0(23) s (417)

with
Py = by gco1 — b obroci,t + boobT gea, — b3 gcs i - (4.18)
The component cy; = 0 of the discriminant gives the model [?EOH) realized in terms of ,
i.e. it joins back with the branch starting from 12(01).
Furthermore, the branch by, = 0 has been removed by the lopping, as it is equivalent to
other models, that we considered already/!]

The other discriminant components result in the following fibers:

o Py=0: {0V
Py is an example of the four-term polynomial discussed in appendix [B.2] and we can
directly substitute the general solution found there into ]éoll)' We denote the resulting

non-canonical (nc) form as

W 9(1,1,1,1,0,0,1)|@m - (4.19)

Note that this gives the same fiber type as . However, due to the non-canonical
nature of the enhancement, solving Py = 0, as in appendix [B.2] results in the section
b1y = 01092 to factor. This implies that compared to the model , where by is
generically irreducible, the structure of the codimension 2 fibers will be different. This
effect yields multiple, differently charged matter curves. We will study these models in

the next section.

More precisely setting by o = 0 yields a (non-extremal) Iém) model, realized by 9(1,1,1,1,1,0, 1), which
is related by a lop transition to (4.14).
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Figure 5: From left to right, showing the LEOI), ]£0|1) and LEOHI) fibers, respectively, with

sections indicated by the red nodes.

® byg=0: 110D
This yields a type II1 fiber with canonical form

1110m . Q(1,1,1,1,0,1,1). (4.20)

4.4 Discriminant at O(z?)

We have seen in the last section, that at order 2% the following fiber types occur: 13(01)7 ]?EOH),
1% as well as the type T1TOD and IT1CY fibers, each of these occured once in the algorithm.

3,nc

We continue here with the canonical tree growing out from Iém) and I§0|1) . The enhancements

of the non-canonical models will be discussed in section [6

4.4.1 I?Em) Branch
(01) . . L
The I3~ fiber realized by Q(3,2,1,0,0,0,1) in 1) has discriminant
Ao = b geso (boobro + c30) Foz® + O(2Y) (4.21)
where the polynomial term is

3 2 2 3
Py = b7 gco,3 — b1 gb2,1¢1,2 4 b1,obs a1 — b5 130 - (4.22)

[ ] 6370 =0: LEOII)

This enhancement splits the two sections to lie on separate, neighboring, fiber compo-

nents, as shown in figure [5| with canonical form

10 0(3,2,1,1,0,0,1). (4.23)

o Py=0: I{"" and 1{")

4,nc

Applying appendix [B.2]to solve Py = 0, has two solutions: byy = co3 = 0 or the solution
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given in (B.7)). The former gives a canonical model, the latter a non-canonical one, with
the same distribution of sections, however due to the non-canonicality the second one
has multiple matter curves
(01)
I, Q(4,2,1,0,0,0,2) (4.24)
) Q(3,2,1,0,0,0,1) @z - (4.25)
The canonical model I im) has one, whereas the non-canonical has two codimension 2

curve over by = 0. In the non-canonical fiber, there are two such loci, as b factors

into the product o095 in order to solve Py = 0.

® byg=0: [VOD
As before, for the low-rank cases, the b; o = 0 enhancement moves us out of the I,

branch, in this case to a type IV fiber
vy . Q(3,2,1,0,0,1,1). (4.26)
4.4.2 I?EOH) Branch

The second branch continues from Q(2,1,1,1,0,0,1) as in (4.15)), which has leading order

discriminant

AI§0|1) = biobO,OPOPIZS + 0(2’4) N (427)

where the polynomial terms are now
P() = biOCOQ — b170b2710171 — Cil s (428)
P1 = b(2)706171 — bO,Obl,OC2,1 + 637003,1 . (429)

The Py = 0 enhancement, which in fact after a shift is again canonical, is precisely the model
that we discussed already following the other branch of the algorithm in (4.23)), i.e. this is
another instance when the branches join back together. Furthermore, byy = 0 is removed
by the lopping operation explained in section so that we are left with the following

branches:

o P =0: I

4,nc

Py can be solved along the lines of appendix [B.3] yielding the non-canonical form, that

we will discuss later, in section [0]

o[1L) .
Line t Q(2,1,1,1,0,0,1)|@z) - (4.30)
15Setting by, o = 0 here would give rise to an I, 201) model, which one can check explicitly, but which moreover

is expected by the lopping.
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Figure 6: I1VOD and IV fibers.

This fiber is also depicted in figure [5| as the codimension one fiber structure does
not depend on canonical versus non-canonical realization. However the codimension 2

structure will be different.

e byg=0: [VOD
Finally, b; o = 0 moves us out of the I,, branch again to give another IV fiber, with the

sections located on separate fiber components

v . Q(2,1,1,1,0,1,1). (4.31)

4.5 Discriminant at O(z°)

In the last subsection we have seen that at order z* in the discriminant the I, fiber types

are [ im)’ I io‘l) and the non-canonical I ﬁg and I f,ucl ). The non-canonical models will be

discussed in detail in section [} Continuining with the canoncial branches in this section, we
now study the enhancements starting from LEOI) and LEOH) realized by Q(4,2,1,0,0,0,2) and
Q(3,2,1,1,0,0,1), respectively.

4.5.1 1"V Branch
The discriminant of Iim) realized by Q(4,2,1,0,0,0,2) in (4.24]) at leading order is
ALEOI) = bioc?,,o (bo,ob1,0 + €30) Pzt + 0(35) ) (4.32)

with
Po = bioCOA — b1’0b27261’2 - Ci2 . (433)

o Py=0: I{’'V
This polynomial term can be solved as in (4.13)), and in fact allows for a shift to a
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Figure 7: From left to right, showing the [ém), [§0|1) and 15(0\|1) fibers, respectively, with
sections marked in red.

canonical model, corresponding to co4 = ¢12 = 0. The fiber type is shown on the left

of figure |7, and after the shift this is realized as a canonical model

JA 9(5,3,1,0,0,0,2). (4.34)

Note that this model also appears from the other branch, starting with [AEOH), ie.
Q(3,2,1,1,0,0, 1), where we set byp = 0, and by the lopping we identify these models

automatically.

® C30 = 0: 15(0“)
This enhancement yields a fiber with canonical form, shown in the middle of figure [7],
which is realized by

PSR 0(4,2,1,1,0,0,2). (4.35)

[ J bl,O =0: IS(OI)
Again by o moves out of the I, branch, and at this order starts entering the [} branch,

which realizes the SO(2n) gauge groups, shown in figure ,
O 04,2,1,0,0,1,2). (4.36)

with the sequence (z,z,y,(1), ((1,y,C), (C1,C,(3), (Co,x,(y). After these blow-ups,
the divisor z(; = 0 does not intersect the elliptic fibration anymore, and the fiber
components are z, (3, (3 and (4, with all curves only intersecting (4. However, (; = 0
here is a doubled curve, in the sense that it has self-intersection —4 and intersects (4

twice. Furthermore, the fibration over ¢, = 0 is given by
01,122 + 012G + C3,1Cf =0. (4.37)
This equation will factor into two parts if its discriminant is a perfect square, that is, if

C;l — 461716371 = p2 (438)
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Figure 8: I O and IS(OH) fibers, where the 2 next to a black lines indicates multiplicity two

of the fiber component, all other components are multiplicity one. The extra sections can
only be on the multiplicity one fiber components.

for some section p. If this is the case, (; = 0 splits into two fiber components, and we
obtain an intersection structure like the one in figure |§|on the left. If the discriminant is
not a perfect square, the fiber will still locally look like the one in the figure, but there
will be a monodromy relating two of the multiplicity 1 fiber curves on which there is no
section. The former case is denoted I§* in the literature (with associated gauge group
SO(8)), and the latter one I;** (with associated gauge group SO(7)).

Although we specialized to split-type models at the beginning of this section, let us also

*ns(01

note that Tate’s algorithm yields a realization of the I ) fiber type with associated

gauge group G». Its equation is given by
1. 0(4,2,0,0,0,0,2), (4.39)
with the additional monodromy condition that
(o0 = —bi o/4. (4.40)

Note that the fiber indeed becomes ISSS(OD for by o = 0.

4.5.2 LEOH) Branch

The second branch at order z* emanates from I iml), realized in terms of Q(3,2,1,1,0,0,1) in

(4.23), which has leading order discriminant

A o = by ghooPoPrz* + O(2°) (4.41)
¢ ,
with polynomial terms
Py =bopc2,1 — biocs (4.42)
P1 = b%,OCU,?) — b170b2710172 + b§716271 . (443)

The case by already was reached in the other branch by (4.24), and is lopped out.
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o Py=0: [V
Using appendix [B.I], one can solve for Py = 0, which results in a non-canonical form
with the sections located on twice removed fiber components, see the right most fiber

in figure [7]
200 0(3,2,1,1,0,0,1)|@m - (4.44)

o P =0: 1" 1%
This fibration, too, has a non-canonical form, and solving P; = 0 using appendix
yields the canonical model, which is exactly already reached by alternative route in

(4.35)), as well as the non-canonical

0 Q(3,2,1,1,0,0,1)| @ - (4.45)
° bl,O =0: [g(0|1)

This enhancement yields a fiber with canonical form

NS 0(3,2,1,1,0,1,1). (4.46)
The I, O _fiher also has a semi-split version, given by the form

[0 02,2,1,1,0,1,1). (4.47)

This form can be obtained e.g., as an enhancement of the IV fiber (4.31)).

4.6 Codimension two fibers for canonical I;

After working through Tate’s algorithm starting from the [; fibration of BI[O,LO}IP(M’Q), one
finds two canonical I5 models: and . These two models will be of particular
interest for applications in F-theory model building. Therefore we will provide a few more
details for these fiber types. First of all, we can determine the next order discriminant, and
thereby the codimension 2 fiber types of these models. This allows computation also of the
matter and corresponding U (1) charges induced by the additional section, using the methods
outlined in section . The results are given in table , and correspond to top 1 and 2 of [16],
respectively. A detailed discussion of the map to tops is given in appendix [D]

We argued in appendix [A] that by # 0 in codimension one. However, it can vanish
in codimension two or higher. This leads to sections “wrapping” entire fiber components.
Nevertheless there is a characterization of codimension two fibers with a specific U(1) charge,

similar to the notation used for codimension one fibers, in terms of section separation [35].
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Fiber ‘ Model ‘ Codim 2 locus Representation ‘ Codim 2 fiber

Y 1 9(5,3,1,0,0,0,2) b1o 10, + 10, [:OD
Cs0 5.1+ 5 1o

3,0 + bo,ob1,0 51+ 5.1 [(EHO)

b? oco5 — brobaacis + 035021 50 + 50 Iém)

' 1 9(4,2,1,1,0,0,2) b1 10, + 10_, 100
Do.o 56+ 5_g 1

bo,0C2,1 — b1,0C3,1 5_4+ 54 [éolll)

5%7000,4 — by obaaci o — C%Q 5,+5, f(()-O'l)

Table 3: There are two canonical I5 models, for which we tabulate the vanishing order,

codimension 2 enhancement loci, and the corresponding matter with U(1) charges and codi-

mension two fiber types. The models 7, éOl) and 1, 5(0|1)

in the toric nomenclature of [16].

agrees with the top 1 and 2, respectively,

The non-canonical models will be discussed later, and go beyond the top models. We
find that the codimension two fiber structure does not depend on a specific realization of a
codimension one fiber type. Furthermore, the fiber structure in codimension one and two
determines uniquely the matter and U(1) charges.

Note that the fiber type in codimension two uniquely corresponds to a given matter locus,
with the exception of the two loci ¢3¢ and ¢35 + by ob1p. This is not very surprising however,
as the set of U(1) charges in this model has a charge symmetry ¢ — —q, interchanging the

charges of the two matter loci in question and leaving the other charges unchanged.

5 Tate tree tops and infinite branches

Despite the Tate algorithm being somewhat more involved in the present case, one can de-
termine the remaining branches. Even with the lopping transformation taken into account to
reduce the number of presentations of a given fiber type, it is still a tour de force to prove the
algorithm by induction for all I,,, I. The existence of (multiply) non-canonical forms further
complicate this matter. Here we determine the “tree tops”, i.e. fibers realizing exceptional
gauge groups models, which enhance to non-minimal models (and are thus endpoints of the

algorithm). We also present canonical forms for I,, and I} with any section distribution.

5.1 Tate tree tops

Some branches of the Tate tree stop, as one reaches fibers with exceptional type gauge groups,

such as I'I*, II1T*, IV*. Further enhancement of the discriminant beyond these “tree tops”
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] m@u@e—— —— ] 1 @ e——— ——— 1

Figure 9: Modulo the Zs symmetry, there are two type IV* fibers with two sections: 11*(0V
and IV*ON Numerical labels indicate the multiplicity of the fiber components. The sections
can again only meet the multiplicity one fiber components.

1 3 2 3 1 1 3 2 3 1
4 4
2 2 2 2
Figure 10: 117*%V and 117N fibers with the sections passing through on the two multiplicity
one fiber components only. Numerical labels specify the multiplicity of the fiber components.

3

Figure 11: There is exactly one I7*(°Y) fiber type, with both sections on the single multiplicity
one fiber component.
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yields non-minimal models.

e The IV* fiber types are depicted in figure [0] From Tate’s algorithm, there are two
forms, which are canonical, given by
VO 0(53,2,0,0,1,2)

5.1
IV*(Oll) : Q(B, 2, 27 17 07 17 2) . ( )

e There are two [1I* fiber types, shown in figure [I0} From the algorithm, these are

realized by the canonical models

. 9(5,3,2,0,0,1,3)

(5.2)
. Q(3,3,2,1,0,1,2).

e There is only a single I7*V fiber is given in figure [L1] realized for instance in terms of

17+ . Q(5,4,2,0,0,1,3). (5.3)

Note that all these models are such that the sections intersect the multiplicity one fiber
components only, confirming our earlier general argument. There are no non-canonical forms
present in the algorithm for these fiber types.ﬂ The codimension two enhancements and
spectra of these models are summarized in table [4]

Finally, the IV*" fiber, which realizes the group Fj, is given by
v=ns. Q(4,3,2,0,0,1,2). (5.4)

This model degenerates to the split case IV* with ¢y 4 = 0. The vanishing of the leading order

discriminant for the non-split case
Apyens = 3 (034 + 4co4) 2° + O(2%), (5.5)

enhance either to a non-minimal model (c3o = 0) or back to I17*(0Y.

16The nomenclature for these fibers is as explained in section I.e. the superscript on the standard
Kodaira-Neron fiber label refers only to the multiplicity one components in the fiber, where the sections can
meet.

I7At first this is an empirical observation, i.e., the discriminant in those cases does not have non-trivial
polynomial terms. This is largely due to the fact that these branches have b; o = 0, which turns all the
non-trivial polynomials encountered in section [ into simple one-term discriminant factors. This seems to be
closely related to the issue that arises in codimension 2 enhancements, where a non-abelian commutant in the
codimension 2 enhanced symmetry group results in monodromy, rather than multiple enhancement loci, like
in [27].
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Fiber ‘ Model ‘ Codim 2 locus ‘ Representation ‘ Codim 2 fiber

Tv*ON 1.9(5,3,2,0,0,1,2) by, 27, + 27, 17709
3.0 — non-minimal
vOom 1.9(3,2,2,1,0,1,2) bo.o 27, + 27 117+
C1,2 27_1 —f—ﬁl ]]I*(Ou)
110 | 9(5,3,2,0,0,1,3) 13 56 + 56y 170D
3.0 — non-minimal
I17:0M | 9(3,3,2,1,0,1,2) bo.o 561 + 56_; 17+
o3 — non-minimal

Table 4: Codimension two fiber types and U(1) charges for the IV* and I17* models.

2 2 2 2
eee

2 2 2 2
oo

2 2 2 2
oee

Figure 12: From top to bottom: [Z(Ol), 1O and 1 fber types with sections, which can

intersect only the multiplicity one fiber components. Modulo the symmtries of the affine D,,
Dynkin diagram, there are three distinct such distributions, all of which occur in the Tate
tree.
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Fiber ‘ Model ‘ Codim 2 locus | Representation ‘ Codim 2 fiber

;% 1 9(5,3,1,0,0,1,2) Ca 16, + 16, 77+0D
C3,0 10; +10_; I;(Oll)
ba 2 — ];nS(Ol)

[i*(0|1) Q(4,2,1,1,0,1,2) Co1 16, +16_, 70
bo,o 10 5+ 10, 15(01)
C1,2 — [;“S(Oll)

[;(Olll) Q(3,2,2,1,0,1,1) b1 16_, + 16, 77/+0m
bo,o 165 +16_3 Jy/+(01)

booci2 — baic31 10, +10_ ];‘(OHU

Table 5: Codimension two fiber types and U(1) charges for the I; models. Note that the
10 and 10 representations in SO(10) are identical. Enhancements from split-type fibers to
non-split-type fibers do not yield additional localized matter.

5.2 I' Branch

The fibers of Kodaira type I only have four multiplicity one fibers components, which can
intersect the sections by the argument presented in section [2.3] Therefore, modulo the sym-
metries of the affine D,, Dynkin diagram, there are three distinct fiber types, denoted [;;(01),
;O and 10 respectively, which are shown in figure [12, We list three infinite series of
realizations, which together realize all these fiber types for n > 1 in table [2|

The two I fiber types have been described in section [4| In agreement with the general
argument from section , there is no ;™" fiber. The resolved geometries and Cartan
divisors of all split-type fibrations are given in appendix [El For purposes of model building
in F-theory, the codimension two structure and U(1) charges of the I} fibers are tabulated in
table [5l

5.3 I, Branch

The Kodaira I, fibers have multiplicity one for each fiber component, and so the fibers that
arise when taking into account the structure of extra sections can be characterized by the

number of fiber components k, that separate the two components which intersect the sections
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NN
N

Figure 13: There are two non-split I, ) and 1" fibers with two sections, which intersect

the multiplicity one fiber components.

oo and ;. Such an [T(Lolkl) fiber is realized by

k

IQ(SJL’“I) : Q(Qm — k,max{ {m — 5—‘ ,k:} ,max {1,k}, k,

)

Iégﬁll): Q(Zm—kl—k,max{[m—l—l—g—‘,k},max{l,k},k,

0,0,maxﬂmjtl—gJ ,max{l,Q(m—k)+1}}>.

In both cases, we assume m > 3, with the lower cases having been given in section [d The full
ordered sequence of resolutions, the resolved geometries, and the Cartan divisors can again
be found in appendix [El An alternative representation of these is given in the summary table

Note that these forms are only canonical. However, for I, with n > 9, the general solutions
to the polynomial discriminant factors of these I,, models introduce codimension two loci which
the fibration enhances to a non-minimal form. Requiring the absence of such loci allows us

to always find coordinate shifts that put these models into canonical form. This is similar to

the situation in P(123),
Furthermore, there are fibrations realizing the non-split fiber types Ip2 ", 3¢V and
1229 They are given by
2OV 9(2m,m,0,0,0,0,m)
0% Q@2m+1,m+1,0,0,0,0,m +1) (5.7)
[;i(ou) : Q(m,m,m,m,0,0,0) .

While the first two of these forms arise as enhancements of the I; starting point fiber, the
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last series is obtained by enhancing the third starting point fibration from (|2.34]), which was
not contained within a single patch of the ambient space X over the entire locus z = 0 in the
base manifold B. The fiber types are depicted in figure [13

6 Tate Trees: Non-Canonical Forms

In the last two section we considered only the canonical enhancement patterns in the Tate tree,
i.e. those that are characterized by vanishing orders of the coefficient sections alone. There
are several branches which are however non-canonical: there is no shift or simple coordinate
change that is locally well-defined and will put the forms into a canonical form. These arise
whenever the discriminant has a factor that is a quadratic or higher degree polynomial in
the sections ¢; and b;. Studying these branches amounts to finding solutions to polynomial
equations in UFD, which can be done explicitly in simple instances and is summarized in
appendix [B]

For P1:23) a similar analysis was performed for the standard Tate’s algorithm in [3], where
one cannot achieve the standard (i.e. canonical) Tate form in only a few outlier cases. In
P12 the situation is quite different: non-canonical forms are very common. In fact, each
non-canonical form gives rise to a new branch of the algorithm, with multiply-non-canonical
forms, e.g. a canonical I, model can enhance to a non-canonical I,,,; model, which in turn can
have a non-trivial polynomial term in the discriminant, which yields a doubly non-canonical
1,5 model etc. In section |4 we only summarized the fiber types of these non-canonical models
and will now provide details for these, as well as some studies of doubly non-canonical models.
Multiply non-canonical models can be quite involved, we leave this for future work.

From the point of view of model building in F-theory, these non-canonical forms open up
some exciting model building prospects. The types of codimension one fibers that can be
realized in terms of non-canonical models are the same as in the canonical branch. However,
the codimension two structure is very different, and allows for instance to have multiple
enhancement loci from I, to I;_,. Concretely, for I5 models realizing SU(5) gauge theories,
this means there are multiple, distinct loci with 10 matter, charged differently under the U(1)
that arises from the extra section. In the following we will concentrate on the non-canonical

I5 fibers, either arising from canonical I, or non-canonical Iy.

6.1 Non-canonical /; from canonical I,

Starting with the canonical I, models, there are two non-canonical enhancements to I, both

of which emanate from I iﬂll) realized in terms of Q(3,2,1,1,0,0, 1), and are part of the branch
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Fiber ‘ Model ‘ Codim 2 locus | Representation ‘ Codim 2 fiber

£ 1 Q(3,2,1,1,0,0,1)| @ o 10, +10_; ;O
o1 10_, + 10,4 If(m)

o 5_7+ 57 10

" 5 5 +52 [éoﬂl)

(6.6) 55+ 5_3 7o

1 Q(3,2,1,1,0,0,1)| g o 10, 4+ 10_, ;O
o9 10_; + 10; o

boo 56+ 5 ¢ 1

6.11 5_4+ 5y 10

6.12 5 +5_, 10

Table 6: Codimension two loci, fiber types, and matter and U(1) charges for non-canonical
I; models arising from canonical I, models. These models generalize top 4, and tops 2 and 3
respectively.

discussed in section 4.5.2f The codimension 2 fibers, and matter with U(1) charge spectrum
of these non-canonical 5 models are summarized in table [f] Note that the fiber structure in

codimension 2 follows the pattern discussed in section [2.3

6.1.1 1

5,nc

This model arises in the algorithm in (4.44]), as a specialization of the canonical I; model
9Q(3,2,1,1,0,0,1), which has a component in the discriminant given by

P= bO’OCQ,l — b1’0C3’1 =0. (61)

As explained in appendix [B.I] over a UFD, this requires the existence of new sections o;
satisfying

boo = 0102, Co1 = 0304, big=0103, C31= 0204, (6.2)

with oo and o3 coprime, which automatically solves P = 0. The resulting model has fiber
type
Y 03,2,1,1,0,0,1) @) (6.3)

and leading order discriminant
A]éo”l) = O'ngUQPQP3Z5 -+ 0(26) y (6.4)
where
Py = 045371 + 0703c03 — O1ba 11 (6.5)
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X N\

Figure 14: I O and Iy O fibers obtained in codimension two of the 15 ) fiber over the
curves o1 = 0 and o, = 0, respectively.

X X\

70l

5.nc

Figure 15: I O and I O fibers obtained in codimension two of the fiber over the

curves o3 = 0 and o, = 0, respectively.
Py = 2 b b 2 2
s = 0105 (01C1,2 — 04ba 1) + 0309 (0401011 — 07 Ca 2 + 0
2
+ 0103 (0'10372 - 0'4b071) . (66)

Note that the standard b,y = 0 locus is now reducible due to , which gives rise to two
codimension two enhancements to I (or 10 matter loci), shown in figure[14] The spectrum is
summarized in table [0l In appendix [D] it is shown that if the section oy never vanishes on B,
one can perform a coordinate shift to obtain the canonical model Q(3,2,2,2,0,0,1), which is

also known as top 4 in the literature. This non-canonical model is therefore a generalization
of the top 4 of [16].

6.1.2 1%

5,nc

Starting with the same canonical I; there is a non-canonical I5 obtained by setting
P = biOCO,3 —biobaici2 + b§710271 =0, (6.7)
which has a general solution obtained in appendix [B.3] if there exist sections o; such that
biog=o0102, by =003, Co3=0304, Ca1=0205, Ci2= 0204+ 0305, (6.8)

again with o9 and o3 coprime. This model has fiber type

5,nc

7o) Q(3,2,1,1,0,0,1)| @as) (6.9)
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and discriminant

Ao = oloybooPaPs2” + O(2%), (6.10)
where
PQ 20'163’1 — 0'5b070 (611)
Py = — o} (040152,2 - U%COA + UZ) + o305 (0 (05ba2 — 01¢13) + 04 (01011 + 205))
- 0%02 (0'1 (0'4b070 - 0'10272> -+ 010'5b171 + 052)) -+ UlO'g (U5b0,0 — 0'10371) . (612)

Again by o = 0,09, factors and yields two codimension two loci of I} type, shown in figure [I5]
and the spectrum is listed in table [6]

If either of the two sections o1, oo do not vanish on the base manifold, there is a coordinate
shift, explicitly given in appendix [D] into the canonical models Q(4,3,2,1,0,0,1) (if o1 does
not vanish), or Q(4,2,1,1,0,0,2) (if o9 is always nonzero). These two models are sometimes
referred to in the literature as tops 3 and 2, respectively, and the non-canonical model is a

generalization of these two toric models.

6.2 Non-canonical I; from non-canonical I,

Non-canonical I5 models can arise also from non-canonical I, models, which in turn are
enhancements of (canonical@ I35 models. Solving in full generality for these discriminant loci
is quite complicated, and we will present here only example solutions for these doubly non-
canonical forms. The key feature is that these models potentially allow for three enhancement
loci to I7. The models we present here will be special solutions to the discriminant equation
for doubly non-canonical ncnc models, i.e. enhancements along non-trivial polynomial factors
in the discriminant, which arise in non-canonical models. We will address ncnc type models

also in section [ in P1-23),

6.2.1 Li?nlz Branch

The form Q(3,2,1,0,0,0,1)|gzg) from (4.25) has leading-order discriminant
Ali()l) = 0'110';10'5 (0'5 + UlbO,O) PQZ4 + 0(25) > (613)

with

P2 =01 (0'40'3 — 0306029 + O'§O'5> (ngg’g -+ 03 (0’3[)0,0 — 0'26171)) (6 14)

+ 0907 (03 (03 (c3log — 0aca2) + 030173) — 030074) + (0403 — 030609 + 0305) 2

18We consider the branch starting from a non-canonical I3 case in the next subsection.
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and 09, o3 coprime. o; and oy divide by, hence the corresponding enhancements are not

considered here.

e 05 =0: j—é0|1)

o5 divides c39. Thus, by first enhancing c3 and then reconsidering the non-canonical

enhancement that led to Q(3,2,1,0,0,0, 1)|, one arrives at the non-canonical fibra-
tion Q(3,2,1,1,0,0,1)|@z3)-

« P=0: Iy,
Solving this in full generality is rather difficult. However, the main goal here is to obtain
a class of solutions, that result in three charged 10 matter loci, i.e. three loci where the

fiber enhances to I7.

This enhancement yields a doubly non-canonical fibration. Note that P, is of schematic
form
Py = 05 A — 03038 + 05050 — 0903 D + 05(05(05 + 01bo)) - (6.15)

As in the solutions in appendix [B] one notes that necessary conditions for P, = 0 are
0305 A and o5|03((05(05 + o1bog))). However, o = 03 = 0 results directly in a non-
minimal enhancement, and so we can discard this. Therefore we have (03, 03) = 1. Then
one other alternative is that os|os (or oa|(05 + 01boy) —we will not consider this and
thereby the solution is only an example solution for this doubly non-canonical case), so
that

X = (02,05) , 02 = XX2, 05 = XX5 - (6.16)
From this b g = 0102 = 01X X2, one expects that this twice non-canonical model there-

fore should have three 10 curves. Inserting this results in the polynomial, we obtain
Py = x(xA? + BAoy + 07 x2C), (6.17)

where A = 03X5 — 0306X2 + 04X X5 At this point we specialize to the solution where we
solve A = 0 and then the remaining terms to vanish. This is not the general solution,
however it will exemplify the feature that this model has three 10 matter loci. Solving
A = 0 by the three-term polyonimal solution in appendix results in

09 = 8182, 03 = 8153, XO04 = 8354, X5 = S255, Og = S254+ $3S5. (6.18)

By the co-primeness of o1 and o, we have that s; = 1. Furthermore, the middle equation
implies
X = )\1)\2 y 04 = 0'3)\4, S3 — )\1)\3, S4 — )\2)\4. (619)
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Furthermore solving C =0 for c31 results in a complete solution of P, = 0 where
bl,O = )\1)\20’152 . (620)

The codimension two locus A; = 0 is non-minimal, whereas all remaining ones give rise
to I} fibers. Thus, one would naively think that this is a model with three 10 matter
curves. However, A\ and sy appear in the exact same pattern in the hypersurface
equation of this form, and therefore behave similarly. One is thus left with only two
10 curves, namely ss = 0 and o7 = 0. The leading coefficients in summary are (setting
A1 = 1 to avoid the non-minimal locus)

Co3 = )\§A4

c12 = A3(s5A3 + 252A24)

€21 = S2Aa(285A3 + S2Aa\g)

C30 = 5355)\3
h (6.21)
C31 = )\3 — X289 ()\ 32004 + A3 (/\302 2 — A282C1 3))

b070 - b0,0
bl,o = S9A\9207
b271 = )\30'1 .

Note that we can set A3 = 1 without any loss of matter loci. The discriminant of this
equation is given by
Alé01) = 8355)\30% (8255)\2 + b0700'1) P3 (622)

with
P3 :bao (—85 -+ 82)\2)\4)

+ bons2A2 {285 (b11 — s2A2b22)

+ Sa)9 2/\451 1+ 259040y 2 332>\201004 + 20101 3) — 01C2 2}

+ 5202

(—
+ 8303 [ 5 (D11 — S2A2by 2) + 5303 ()\452 o + 01 (—3baaco4 + 0100,5))
(—2X4b11b2 o + 01 (3b11c0a + 202 9c1 3 — 01C13))

+ 522 )\451 1+ o1 (=2b1gc13 — bogcas + 01ca3) + 01 (b11C22 — 0103,2)) .

(6.23)
The matter curves and U(1) charges of this model are shown in table[7] Note that this
is in fact a new fiber type, as there is no I, éonz
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Fiber ‘ Model ‘ Codim 2 locus | Representation ‘ Codim 2 fiber

191 Q(3,2,1,0,0,0,1)|gzm o1 10, + 10, ;oY
S92 100 + EO If(m)

S5 51 + 5_1 ]6(1|0)

5955A\g + by 101 5 145 [éoll)

6.23 50 + 5o 1o

Table 7: Codimension two loci, fiber types, and matter and U(1) charges of the twice non-
canonical I5 model.

e P, =0: (alternative solution) I{""

An alternative way to solve for this doubly non-canonical model is to consider P, with

the subleading c; ; terms set to zero

P,

ci ;=0 = (0'30'4 — 09030¢ + 0'30'5) (U§<b0700'1 + 0'5) — 0'20'3(b1710'1 + 0'6) + O'S(b2720'1 + 0'4)) .
(6.24)
The first factor will not give an SU(5) model, as the discriminant goes up to O(z").

However the second factor
pg = O'g(b0700'1 -+ 0'5) — O'20'3<b1,10'1 + 0'6) + Ug(bQ’QO'l + 0'4) (625)
can be solved by
04 = 03P4 — 0152,2
05 = 0205 — O'lb070 (626)

06 = —01b11 + 02ps + O35 .

The resulting model has discriminant

APQ = ,0501103 (Ugbzz + 03 (Usbo,o - 0251,1)) (01b0,0 - P502) X
X (paoiabog — 0305 (pab11 + psbas) + 050a(paboo + psbia + 0ibor) — psoaboo)z” + O(2°).
(6.27)
There are three loci that result in codimension two loci 07 = 0 and o3 = 0 with I fibers,
however the third factor 03by o + 03 (03bg 0 — 02b1 1) = 0 is in fact again Is. It would be
quite exciting to solve these ncne enhacements in generality and determine models with

three distinctly charged 10 matter loci.

6.2.2 LE?TL‘CD Branch

The non-canonical fibration Q(2,1,1,1,0,0,1)|@zg) obtained from (4.30) has discriminant

Afio”l) = Ufagag‘Pngz‘l +0(2°) (6.28)
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with
P, :U%CO,Q - 010452,1 - Ui )
Py =0} (— (040162,1 — 0%0072 + O’Z)) + o303 (03 (o5bo1 — 01€12) + 04 (01011 + 205))  (6.29)
— 020, (01 (04boy — 01C22) + 0105b1 1 + 0?,) + 0105 (05bo1 — T1C32)

and oy, o3 coprime. oy and o3 divide b, o, hence their enhancements do not yield I,, singular-

ities and are irrelevant to us here.

® 0y =0 ]é0|1)

Recall that oy divides by. Thus, by first enhancing along this locus and then recon-
sidering the polynomial that led to Q(2,1,1,1,0,0,1)|@zg), one obtains the canonical
fibration Q(2,1,1,2,1,0,1).

o P,=0: 1"
Similarly (and by a suitable coordinate shift), one finds that P, = 0 yields the non-
canonical fiber Q(3,2,1,1,0,0,1)| @z

o P3=0:
This results in a doubly non-canonical fiber, which can be studied along the lines of the

example in section [6.2.1]

6.3 Non-canonical I, from non-canonical I3

6.3.1 I Branch

The discriminant of Q(1,1,1,1,0,0,1)|@1s) obtained from (4.19) at leading order reads

AI?EO'” = 0809030, P, Po2° + O(2%) (6.30)
with
_ 4 2 3 2 2
P2 = — 030409 (O’lb271 + 20&) + 0309 (OéO'leJ + 0y (Ulbl,l + 20’5) — 01Cp2 + « )
— 0305 (05 (01b2,1 + 2) + 01 (abyg + 04bo1 — 01¢1.2)) (6.31)

4 2 5 2 5
+ 0302 (0'1 (Oéb()’l — 0'10272) + 0'10'5[)171 + 0'5) + 0103 (0'163’2 — 0'5b0,1) + 0,409 .

Again, o, and o3 are coprime. Since oy and o3 are divisors of by, 03 = 0 and o3 = 0 are

enhancements leaving the I,, branch and are thus not considered here.

o 0y, =0 LiO'l)

Since oy divides by, one can, instead of first considering the enhancement F of the
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[2(0‘1) form leading to Q(1,1,1,1,0,0,1)|@g), alternatively first enhance byy = 0 to
Q(1,1,1,1,1,0,1), and consider the Py = 0 enhancement with oo = 0 imposed there.

This imposition yields Fy = c3 1, hence the resulting fibration is canonical and given by
Q(1,1,1,2,1,0,1), (6.32)

which is lop-equivalent to Q(3,2,1,1,0,0,2), a special case of the canonical Li0|1) fiber
type discussed in section [

e 0, =0 ]£0||1)

Similarly, this enhancement yields the non-canonical fibration Q(2,1,1,1,0,0,1)|@zg)-

o P, =0:

This enhancement yields a doubly non-canonical fibration.

6.4 Non-canonical forms for I,

It is natural to ask whether the non-canonical forms exist for higher values of n for I,, fibers,
or whether, for high enough n, as in the case of standard Weierstrass models realize in P(123),
the models are all canoncial, once one forbids all non-minimal loci in codimension two as
shown in [3]. The requirement for the absence of non-minimal loci in codimension two implies
in terms of the low energy physics, that all codimension two loci have an interpretation in
terms of matter fields in the gauge theory. In practice this means that coordinate changes,
that require divisions by sections, whose vanishing correspond to non-minimal codimension
two loci, are allowed. For P23 it was shown inductively in [3], that for large enough n a
local coordinate change always exists that brings any I,, model back to a standard Tate form.

The situation in P42 is in this sense more complicated, as not all models have such
coordinate change, that is locally well-defined that would bring the I, back to canonical

Tate-like forms. For instance consider
O Q@m, m, k. k,0,0,m), (6.33)
which has leading order discriminant
A= bob%(b%Co — bleCl — C%)(boCz - b103>22m+k + 0(22m+k+1) . (634)

Starting with this canonical [,, model, we can ask whether the enhancements for suitably large
n can always be brought back to canonical form, allowing for shifts that can have divisions

by sections that would yield non-minimal codimension two loci.
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The first term by = 0 enhances further (to a lop equivalent model) to 12((()12:1%/&—1' The

second factor, by = 0 yields a non-minimal enhancement if the sections are separated by

k > 2. For k = 1 it enters the I'* branch and yields the canonical fiber type I;((:lg). The
third factor is shiftable to ¢y = ¢; = 0 and yields canonical 12(2,‘1212 41
the discriminant, for k£ > 2 can be shifted into a canonical model as b; = 0 is non-minimal,
Q2m,m,k + 1,k + 1,0,0,m). However for k& = 1 this shift is not allowed, as b; = 0 is

not a non-minimal locus. In fact, solving the two-term polynomial bycy — bicg = 0 yields a

Finally, the last term in

non-canonical

S Y O (6.35)
This cannot be shifted back to a canonical model as all codimension two loci are perfectly
fine minimal enhancements. This demonstrates that non-canonical forms exist for any I,
fiber with extra section. If the separation between the section and the zero section is large,
the by = 0 locus is generically non-minimal (as there is no suitable enhancement to the I,
branch). However, for small separation, these non-canonical fibers exist for all n, and are
distinct from the canonical forms.

7 Non-canonical forms in P23

1,1,2)

While non-canonical forms appear very commonly in the Tate tree of P , they also occur

1.2:3) " For most parts in P(123) the

in Tate’s algorithm for Weierstrass forms embedded in P
canonical Tate forms can be reached through locally well-defined coordinate changes, i.e.
those that do not require any divisions. In [3], it was already observed that a generalized
ansatz is required for the fiber types I,, for n = 2m+1 except n = 7,9. There are furthermore
outlier cases, where neither the Tate form nor the new ansatz of [3] can be achieved, I,, for
n = 6,7,8,9. These models can be discussed with the same type of methods that we have
used for the non-canonical models in P05 and we will now derive explicit forms for the
non-canonical models and examples for the multiply non-canonical cases. Note that one of
the key assumptions in [3] is that there are no codimension two non-minimal loci, i.e. once
put into Weierstrass form, the vanishing orders of (f, g, A) in codimension one and two stay
below (4,6,12). This allowed shifts back to canonical forms for the infinite series I, without
monodromy. The structure of the non-canonical forms in the Tate tree of P123) is depicted
in figure [16]

Recall that a generic elliptic fibration with section can be embedded into the projective

1,2,3

space P1:23) by the hypersurface equation

P v+ by + by = 23 + boz? + by + bg, (7.1)
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Figure 16: The schematic Tate tree for the I,-type enhancements of the I fiber in P(123)

including the non-canonical forms for I to Iy. The Iy enhancement which would normally
lead to I19n can be shifted to the canonical [y, and the same applies to all Iy, 11 — Iy
enhancements that follow [3]. Below we will show explicitly that there is a multiply non-
canonical enhancement, starting from I, which yields an /;; model, that can then be brought
back into canonical Tate form.

where w, z and y are the coordinates of P(23) with weights 1, 2, and 3, respectively, and we

1,2,3

have set w = 1. Tate’s algorithm in P(!-23) then provides the vanishing orders (i1, s, i3, i4, ig)

of the sections b; of canonical Tate forms, which we will denote by
P(’il, iQ, ig, i4, 26) . y2 + bl,ilz“yﬂc + bg,i32i3y (7 2)

- . .
= ;L’3 —+ [1271'22121’ + [1471'42141’ + b67i6226 .

7.1 Non-canonical I; from canonical I;

1,2,3)

The first non-canonical Tate forms in the P( Tate tree arise from the enhancement of the

I5 canonical Tate form
P(0,1,2,3,5) : Y? + byyx + b322%y = 27 + by 22” + by32°T + bg 52° (7.3)

which has discriminant
Ap b1 (032021 — bs2biobas + b gbes) 2° + O(z°) . (7.4)

The locus by o = 0 yields an I7 model P(1,1,2,3,5).
The interesting part of the discriminant enhancements arise in the I, branch, where P = 0

gives rise to a canonical /s and a non-canonical I, model. The polynomial term in this
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discriminant is exactly of the form discussed in appendix [B.3] The only solutions that do
not also set by = 0, which is already a factor in the discriminant, are: b3, = b5 = 0, and
the non-trivial solution from . The former solution indeed yields the canonical form
P(0,1,3,3,6) of the I fiber in P(1:23) " The latter solution, however, has not been discussed

in the literature so far, and it leads to a non-canonical Iz Tate form, namely
Ig pe P(0,1,2,3,5) with
(7.5)

bl,O = 0103, 53,2 = 0102, b6,5 = 020s5, 52,1 = 0304, b4,3 = 0305 + 0204

or explicitly
Igne y? + oswy + (Goaosy = 7 + (oo2057° + (§ (0904 + 0305) T + (0304 . (7.6)

Note that in general there are no shifts that bring this into canonical form. The discriminant

of this non-canonical Ig model is

Ap,,. = 0105P2% + O(27) (7.7)
with )
Ps =03 (0204 - J305) + 0103 (0305 - 0204) (0353,3 - 0251,1) (7 8)
+ crf (a;” - 030362,2 + Ugd§b474 — agb&ﬁ) )
For this form the 15 matter locus b; o = 0 splits into two components:
bl,O = 0103 . (79)

Setting either of oy or o3 to zero yields an enhancement to type [;. Therefore, this model
has two 15 curves, plus the single 6 curve already present in the canonical model and here
obtained from setting the long polynomial to zero.
In [3], there was a non-canonical /s model originating from [36] presented as evidence that
not all g singularities can be brought into canonical form. The model reads
9
y? — thxy + 22y =23, (7.10)
It is a special case of the general non-canonical I model ([7.6), which can be obtained by

o1 =0y=1,04=05=0, 03 =—9/4t?, and also setting all subleading terms to zero.

7.2 Non-canonical I; from non-canonical I;

Continuing on from this I ,,. non-canonical model, the polynomial term Fs in the discriminant

allows for a doubly non-canonical enhancement to an I7 . model, Ig | ps—o, i.€.

Iz nene (y2 + o3y + (Foao3y = 2° + (go2052” + () (0204 + 0305) z + C§U3U4) | Ps=0
(7.11)
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with P in (7.8). Solving the condition P; = 0 in general is rather tricky, however several
subcases of solutions can be obtained. For instance (setting the subleading b; ; = 0 in F, as

well as 05 = 0) for

b170 = U5, bg,o = 0, 5370 = —U3U2 s b470 = U2U3 s b670 = —’05 s (U, ’U) =1. (712)

An alternative solution, again setting the higher b; ; = 0 in Fg, as well as o4 = 0 yields
bl,O = O'i)), b270 = 0'%0'5, b370 = —0'10'3, b470 = —O'é)), b670 = 0, (0'1,0'5> = ]_ . (713)

Another model from [36], presented in [3] as an outlier case, is I7 fibration which could not

be brought into canonical form:
y? — bAtdxy 4 24t2%y = 2 4 36t%22% — 16272 . (7.14)

This model is a special case of the doubly non-canonical I; model ((7.11)), and the special
solution ([7.13)), which enhances the non-canonical I model by solving the polynomial term
in (7.7). One can find it by starting with the non-canonical I model from (7.€]), and setting

3
04=0, o5=1, o1=—7t, oy = 36t*, o03=—16, (7.15)

as well as having all subleading terms equal to zero.

7.3 Non-canonical I3 from canonical I

Another non-canonical form, which is similar to the one above, can be obtained by starting

from the canonical I; form P(0,1,3,4,7), with discriminant
A]7 . bio (b§73b2’1 — b373b1’064’4 -+ b%,0b677) 27 + O(ZS) s (716)

and solving the three-term polynomial. It reads

Ig pe P(0,1,3,4,7) with
(7.17)
bio = 0109, b3z = 0103, be7 = 0304, ba1 = 0205, byg = 0204 + 0305 .
By the same argument as above, this model has two 28 curves (as opposed to the canonical Ig
model with a single 28 curve), plus an 8 curve. Again there is a non-canonical enhancement

starting from this

P = 03 (03 (U3b2,2 - b4,502) + Ugba,s) - (0204 - 0305) 02 (0253,4 - 0351,1) - (0204 - 0305)2

(7.18)
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7.4 Canonical /;; model via non-canonical enhancements

Finally, one can enhance beyond the outlier cases, and reach vanishing orders of the discrim-
inant that are larger than 10. In those cases, it was shown in [36] that these can be shifted
back to canonical mocels, under the assumption of absence of non-minimal loci in codimension
two.

In practice, we can see this in the following enhancement of the non-canonical Iy model
from the previous subsection by finding solutions to . While not completely general,

51,1 = 52,2 = b3,4 = 54,5 = b6,8 =0, o5=o00, 04=o030 (7-19)

solves Pg = 0. Note that here we only set the subleading b; ; = 0, not the full series. The

resulting enhancement is of Kodaira type Iy and has leading order discriminant
Ay, = 0305 (03b69 — 0503bag + 0205ba5 — 03) 2° + O(2"). (7.20)
The polynomial term in the discriminant of this specialized Iy can in turn be solved by
gy =1, bgo=ps03, byg=ps+aos, bysg=aos. (7.21)

Also setting by g = byg = bsg = by7 = bg 1o = 0 yields a model of Kodaira type Iy;, with

equation

y* + (01 + 2251,2) Ty + (0301 + 2253,5) 2y

(7.22)
=2 + (a+ (a + 03) 2°) 22° + (2003 + (aos + p5) 2°) 2'x + (a0 + 22o3p5) 27
and discriminant
Arp, = Uil (03b12 — b35) (a0103 - 032,01 — ps01 — aogby o + 04b375) 24 0(212) . (7.23)

The locus o1 = 0 enhances to I7, while the two polynomials give enhancements to 12, but
are both minimal, i.e. the corresponding Weierstrass model does not have vanishing orders
mult(f, g, A) > (4,6,12). Consistently with the result in [36], there is a coordinate change,
that brings this to canonical form']

1
(z,y) — (x —2%ps, Y — 51‘2251,2) : (7.24)

19We thank Dave Morrison and Sheldon Katz for discussions on this point.
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7.5 Comment on matter loci for Tate forms

1,2,3)

From our considerations of Tate’s algorithm and non-canonical models in P( , we can infer

various interesting points about the matter loci, i.e. codimension two loci, where the fiber
enhances. Consider for instances [, which in applications in F-theory realizes SU(5) gauge

groups. The discriminant factor (or 5 matter locus)
P5 == b§72b271 - b3’261,0b473 + b%,()b6,5 (725)
that enhances I to Is was shown to have a general solution ([7.5)) derived in appendix
bio = 0103, b3a = 0102, bgs = 0205, ba1 = 0304, (7.26)
which implies
P5 2050203(—b4+0204+0305>. (727)
There are four branches yielding P; = 0, which correspond to the enhacements
o =0: IV*(Es)
gy =0 I3(SO(12))

o3=0: Is(SU(6

7.28
) (7.28)
b420'20'4+0'30'5 : _[6(SU 6))

(
(
There are two loci which correspond to Ig enhancements, and yield two different ways of

realizing 5 matter loci.
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A Normal forms for elliptic curves

In this appendix, we rederive the Weierstrass normal form for elliptic curves and the quartic
normal form for elliptic curves with Mordell-Weil rank one using Riemann Roch as in [37].
Related arguments can be found in [25], although we provide here a detailed argument why
the coefficient of y? is one, and the additional constraint that by cannot vanish.

Let us first recall a few definitions. For an algebraic curve C over some algebraically closed

field K, one defines a divisor D of C to be a formal sum of the points in C,
D =) a,(P), (A1)

where a, € Z and a, = 0 for almost all P. The divisors, together with addition, form an

abelian group, which is called Div(C). Furthermore, the degree of a divisor is given by
degD = Z ap . (A.2)
For any function f € K(C), one can associate a divisor to f given by
aiv(f) = 3 ordp(1)(P), (A3)

peC

where ordp(f) is zero if f(P) takes on a non-zero value at P. If f(P) = 0, then ordp(f)
gives the order of the zero of f at P, and if f has a pole at P, then —ordp(f) is the order of
the pole. Furthermore, a divisor D = ) a,(P) is positive (or effective), written as D > 0, if
ap > 0 for all points P. Similarly, D; > D, if D1 — Dy > 0.

One can associate to any divisor D € Div(C) the set of functions
L(D) = {f e K(C):div(f) > -D}U{0} . (A.4)

L(D) is a finite-dimensional vector space, with its dimension being called I(D). Also, if
deg(D) < 0, then [(D) = 0. Roughly speaking, £(D) is the set of functions whose poles are
no worse than D.

We can now state the Riemann-Roch theorem: Let C be a smooth curve with canonical

divisor K¢. Then there is an integer g > 0, the genus of C, such that for every divisor D:
I(D)—I(Kc—D)=deg(D)—g+1. (A.5)

For D = 0, one immediately finds [(K¢) = g, and for D = K¢, one finds degKo = 2g — 2.
Also, if deg(D) > 2g — 2, then the Riemann-Roch theorem reduces to

(D) =degD —g+1. (A.6)
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Let us now specialize to elliptic curves, i.e. algebraic curves of genus 1 with a marked point
P. In this case and for deg(D) > 1, simply states that [(D) = deg(D).
For D = (P), one thus finds [(P) = 1. Since the identity function 1 has no poles anywhere
on C, it is certainly in £(P). Since [(P) = 1, the identity function in fact spans all of L(P).
For D = 2(P), one has [(P) = 2, and there must be a second generator of £(P) besides the
identity, which we will call z. One can now ask about the order of the pole of x at P. Since
x € L(2P), it cannot be worse than 2. But since x ¢ L(P) (x and 1 are linearly independent,
and 1 generates L£(P)), it must be more than 1. Therefore, x must have a pole of order
exactly 2 at P. Next, £(3P) is three-dimensional and contains 1, z, and a new generator y
with ordp(y) = —3, by similar reasoning.
L(4P) is four-dimensional with 1, x, y and z?, and L(5P) is five-dimensional with 1, z,
2

22, y and xy. L(6P) should be six-dimensional, but we know of seven generators: 1, z, 2?2,

23, y, y?, xy. Therefore, there mus be a relation of the form
A1y? + bizy + byy = Aox® + box® + byx + bg . (A.7)

This relation must hold on all of C, so it also must hold on P. We want to prove by contra-
diction that A; Ay # 0. So let us first assume that A; = 0. Then the only term that has a
pole of order six at P is A,z3. But the relation cannot have a pole at P at all, since it must
be zero at P. Therefore, one also needs A; = 0. But then, the only term with a pole of order
five is byxy, and thus b; = 0. Similarly, one finds by = 0, b3 = 0, by = 0, and bg = 0. The
same happens if one starts with A; = 0. Thus, the only way for the relation to exist
non-trivially, is if A; and Ay are non-zero, so that their poles of order six cancel each other,
leaving a residual term with a pole of order five, which then cancels the pole of byxy, leaving
a residual of order four, and so on.
One then rescales y — A; A2y, v — A;Asxz and divides the whole equation by A?Aj3, and
obtains
Y+ bizy + byy = 2 4 box® + byx + bg (A.8)

from which the standard Weierstrass form can be found by completing the square in y and
the cube in x.

To find the normal form for an elliptic curve with Mordell-Weil rank one, one starts with
a genus 1 curve C and two marked points P and (). Riemann-Roch tells us that £L(P + Q)
is two-dimensional, that is, it is generated by 1 and a non-constant function x. Note that x
must have a pole of order 1 both at P and at (), since if it would have a pole only at, say,
P, it would be in L(P). But £(P) is 1-dimensional, and thus consists of only the constant

functions.
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Next, consider £(2(P + Q)). This four-dimensional vector space contains 1, z, 2 and a
new generator y. The pole structure of y is slightly intricate: It needs to have a pole of order
2 either at P or at @, otherwise it would be in L(P + @). Without loss of generality, this
pole can be at P. Its pole order at () is not uniquely defined, but there is a basis where y has
a pole of order 1 at (). To see this, note that there is a function xzp that has a second order
pole exclusively at P (namely, this is the second generator of £(2P)), and that y = x + zp is
in £(2(P + Q)) with the desired pole structure, and linearly independent of 1, x, and x?.

Next, £(3(P+Q)) is six-dimensional, with generators 1, z, 22, 23, y, and yx, and L(4(P +

Q)) is eight-dimensional, with a relation among the nine naively independent functions:
ay® + boxy + bizy + boy = co + 1 + cox® + 32 + cux’ . (A.9)

The only term with a pole of order 4 at P is cuz*, hence ¢, = 0. Furthermore, the only two
terms with a third-order pole at P now are ay? and byz?y, and by an argument similar to
the one for Weierstrass forms, one has a # 0, by # 0. Dividing the entire equation by a and

relabeling the b; and ¢; results in the quartic form
Y% + box’y + bizy + boy = co + 17 + cox? + c3a® + cqx? (A.10)

that is the starting point for the analysis in the main text.

B Polynomial equations in UFDs

In this appendix, we summarize how to solve polynomial equations over unique factorization
domain (UFD), which appear recurrently in the discriminant. The sections b; and ¢; of the
quartic equation realizing the elliptic curve with two sections, take values in a UFD, given by
the ring of local functions on the base of the fibration [26]. Similar methods were used for
P(1:23) in [3] for the Tate’s algorithm.

B.1 Two-term Polynomial
The first such recurring polynomial is given by
P = 5,53 — 5455 . (B.1)

The condition P = 0 then amounts to the fact that s,sg and s,ss have identical factorizations
into irreducibles. Therefore, the most general Ansatz compatible with P = 0 is
Sa = 0102, Sp = 0304,

(B.2)

Sy = 0103, S§ — 0204 .
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Furthermore, with (a,b) denoting the greatest common divisor of a and b, it is possible to
choose these sections such that o1 = (s4,$,) and o4 = (g, ss), thereby making the pairs

{02,053} and {07, 04} coprime.

B.2 Four-term Polynomial

A second recurring four-term polynomial in the discriminants of the fiber is of the form
P = b?CO — b?bjcl + bib?CQ — b?Cg . (BB)

To solve P = 0, first note, that b; divides the last three terms, it also has to divide the first,
hence bj|bjco. Analogously, b|b3cs.

Next, decompose b; = 0105 and b; = o103, where o1 = (b;,b;). 01 being the greatest
common divisor implies that all irreducibles in o5 do not divide o3 and vice versa — any such

irreducibles would be subsumed within ¢;. Then, one can rewrite the polynomial

P =0} (agco — 020301 + 02032)02 — 05’03) ) (B.4)

Now one has 02|0§’03. But since 09 and o3 do not share any irreducibles, this condition amounts
to ogles. Thus ¢z = 0905. By a similar argument ¢y = 0304. Applying these decompositions,

the polynomial reads
P = 0}0903 (02 (0204 — 1) + 03 (cy — 0305)) . (B.5)

The factors 030903 can at times give rise to new canonical enhancements, which have not
appeared elsewhere in the algorithm and therefore have to be always checked as well. So

these solutions are

0'1:05 bZ:b]:
0’2:02 bz‘203:0 (B6)
03:02 bj:COZO

and correspond to canonical enhancements.

The other solutions are characterized in the tems of the vanishing of the remaining factor
in P. Define & = 0504 — ¢; and B = ¢y — 0305. As again o0, and o3 do not share any
irreducibles, one has o3|@ and oy B, hence there are decompositions & = o3a and B = 090.

With the non-vanishing of b, and b;, P = 0 is now reduced to « = —f. Solving for the
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coefficients, one obtains
Co = 0304

C|1 = 0904 + 03

Cy = 0305 + 0%

(B.7)
C3 = 0205
bi — 0102
bj — 0103

as the final solution set to P = 0 with six free functions oy, 09, 03, 04, 05 and «, with o9 and
03 coprime.
There are in summary four branches of the solution set to P = 0: and (B.7)).
B.3 Three-term Polynomials
Another recurring polynomial with three terms is given by
P = b}co — bibjcs + bic, . (B.8)

In the same vein as above, one can use the divisibility conditions to find the general Ansatz

b, = 0109
b= 710 (B.9)
Cq = 0304
Cy = 0905 .
Then, the polynomial equation reduces to
P = 020903(0904 + 0305 — ¢5) (B.10)
This has solutions
o1 =0: b =0b; =
g9 =0: bi=c, =0 (B.11)
o3 =0: bj =co =
as well as the solution where b;,b; # 0
b, = 0109
bj = o103
Co = 0304 (B.12)
Cy = 0905

Cg = 0204 + 0305 .
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The most general solution to the three-term polynomial thus has five free functions oy, 09,
03, 04 and o5, and the two functions oy, 3 are coprime. In summary, there are four solution
sets to : and .
Another three-term polynomial that one encounters while working through the algorithm
is
P =bicy — bibye; — ¢ . (B.13)
Since by divides the first two terms, one has by |c?, the most general ansatz compatible with
which is by = a?B, ¢, = afy. Let furthermore § = (,v), and a = d&, v = d¢;. Then,

(&, ¢ ) = 1, and one has

by = a6,
' (B.14)
1 — 52&551 .
The polynomial is now given by
P = a5 B% (6Pco — abaty — &) (B.15)
Immediately there is the solution, which gives rise to a canonical model
b1 =C = 0. (B16)

The remaining polynomial term gives another solution: as & divides the first two terms in
the bracket, @|¢? holds. However, since also (&,¢;) = 1, it follows that & = 1. Therefore,

by = 6B and the second solution to P = 0 is given by
by = 6°B
C1 = 52561 == blél (Bl?)

~ ~2
Cop = b261 + Cy .

C Alternative forms for /5

In this section, the matter content and U (1) charges of all canonical and singly non-canonical
I5 models is summarized. We have already seen that there are multiple, equivalent ways of
realizing I fibers with two sections, and at times it might be useful to have all the realizations.
Our focus on I5 is purely motivated from its application in F-theory model building, but
similar forms can be obtained in the algorithm for any I,, following our results in section [5.3
for the I,, and the symmetries in section [2.5 and the lop transformations in 2.6l The forms
presented in the main part of the paper, are a minimal set, realizing each fiber type, as well
as being equivalent to the ones in this appendix by the arguments in sections and [2.6]
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Model ‘ Matter locus | Representation | Fiber type

Q(1,1,1,2,1,0,0)| @ o 10, +10_; 70
01 10_4 + 104
P 57+5;
C.3 5_ o+ 5y
C.4 55 4+ 5_3
Q(1,1,1,2,1,0,0)| o1 10, + 10_, 1
02 10_3 —+ 103
bo 1 56+ 5_¢
C.5 5_ 4+ 54
C.6 5, +5_4

Table 8: Matter curves and U(1) charges for non-canonical I5 models arising from canonical
I models through Tate’s algorithm, which are related to those in section [6] under lopping
transformation.

In table [8| the following definitions were used:

Py =bo,1c21 — biopcae (C.1)
P = 537000,1 — biobaoci1 + 537002,1 (C.2)
P2 = 0'4b§70 + 0'%0360,1 — 0'1b2700171 (CB)

2 2 2
P3 = 01045 (0’10171 — 0'4[?2’0) + 0302 (0'40'1[)171 —01C22 + 0'4)

+ 0103 (0133 — 04bp2) (C.4)
Py =o01c32 — 05bo 1 (0-5)
Ps= — 03 (040152,1 — U%CO,Q + Ui) + 0303 (01 (05ba1 — 01¢1,2) + 04 (01011 + 205))

- 0502 (01 (04boy — 01C22) + 0105b1 1 + 052)) + 010;3 (o5bog — 01C32) - (C.6)

D Relation to Top Models and Spectral Covers

Previously models with extra sections were constructed based on toric tops [14},/16-1§]. Fur-
thermore, there are models in the standard P(»*3) that realize extra sections [9,(10], and were
constructed inspired by and are related to factored spectral cover models [11H13]. We should
finally comment on the relation of the Tate models found here to these top models.

The short summary is: all top models feature in the tree, in terms of canonical models.
However the tree gives rise to more models, namely, the non-canonical models. The non-
canonical models have the same fiber types as canonical ones, however their codimension 2

structure is different: in particular the canonical models, and thus the tops, have only one
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type of codimension 2 locus that is of type I, i.e. gives rise to 10 matter.

The top models 1 and 2 (in the nomenclature of [16]) were already mentioned and
are exactly the two canonical /5 models, obtained in section [4.6f The other tops are ob-
tained from non-canonical forms as specializations. Consider the non-canonical I; model,
Q(3,2,1,1,0,0,1)|@a3), and specialize by assuming that oy never vanishes. This has two
effects: The matter curve above oo = 0 will not be present in the spectrum anymore, and

ba,1

b10lba,1. Therefore, an expression of the form s = Z—; is now well-defined over the whole

base manifold. Then apply the coordinate shift

(x)%(x—g—;zsw)’ (D.1)
Y Y
which gives a new fibration that has canonical form

0(4,2,1,0,0,0,2) (D.2)

and is known in the literature as Top 2. Similarly, if o7 = 1, then by o|c21 and by y|co 3, and
the now well-defined shift

y — y+ T4 202 + 75 ywz (D.3)
01 01
produces the canonical form
Q(4,3,2,1,0,0,1), (D.4)

also known as Top 3.
Next, the noncanonical form Q(3,2,1,1,0,0,1)|@ag) has a canonical subform for oy = 1,
which is reachable by shifting

y — y+ T wa (D.5)
01
and given by
Q(3,2,2,2,0,0,1) (D.6)

or Top 4.

Furthermore, there is an identification between the non-canonical 1—5(0|1) and 1, 5(0H1) models
and the ones arising from mapping a factorised Tate form in P12 to BI[OJ,O]IP’(LLZ) that have
been discussed in [10]. There, the model corresponding to a 4 + 1-factorized Tate model was

found to be given by

sy? + b’y = cpas’w! + 1152w T + e 5w T? + ¢z 0w’ (D.7)
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with coefficient specializations

1
Co2 = Zbil
C1,1 = 201 2,103
I 5,
Cop = —0-0
20T s (D.8)
Co1 = 0403 — 50152,1
1,
0370 = 50'10'3
€31 = 04.
After the coordinate shift
1 5 1
y = y— 5[)2712810 + 010307, (D.9)

this model turns out to be identical to the non-canonical fibration Q(3,2,1,1,0,0,1)|@),
specialized with oy = 1.
The 3 4 2-factorized Tate model reads

sy? + b’y = coas’wt + 1182w + o pswa? + ez owa? (D.10)

with coefficient specializations

1
2 2
CO}Q = 10'10'3
Co,3 = 0304
1 2
0171 = 50’20'10'3
C1,2 = 0503 + 09204 (Dll)
1
2 2
6270 = 10'20'1
Co1 = 0205 — 5010350,0
C3.0 = —5020150,0-
Here, the coordinate shift
1 5 1
y = y-— 5010325W" = S0103WT (D.12)

provides an identification of this fibration with the non-canonical model Q(3,2,1,1,0,0, 1)|@z3)-
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E Resolutions for I and [, fibers

In this appendix, we present the resolved geometries and Cartan divisors for the fibrations with
fiber types I; ), 1O 1xO 4nq 7o given in section . All resolutions were implemented

in mathematica using [31].

E1 ;"
The ordered set of resolutions that resolves the ;" fibration in all codimensions is given by
(Zaxay; Cl)? (Claya 60)7 (Cla€0§50)a
(€0, z; €1), (€0, €15 01), (€1,9; €2),

E.1
) (E.1)
)

k even

k odd.

(fkfla €k, 5k), (Ek, T €k+1
(Ekfly €k, 6k)7 (€k7 Y; €k+1

for k = 2,...,n. For n odd, the fully resolved geometry is given by

Y?s (€o€a€s - - - €nt1) + boz”yly (600705 - ot )

T braswayzG (8- - 0,) (€0~ nan) + by peays?w?2? T T (307 5,)
= Co,n+4w43334+nC12+n (5(2)%25%” o 5721) (eﬁ“e? T 6n)

+ °1,2+”T+1wgszwzﬂnTH 11+nT+1 (05" +#61" - o) ((6061)T (a€3) 2 -+ (€n-16n)

+ o 5wr?2(y (ere3€s5 - €,)

n+1

+ cswa*(y (5155 e 52) ((6162) (6364)2 e (enenH)T) (€163 €,) .

The irreducible Cartan divisors are

Section Equation in Y}
3 2
z —cg0wx°Cy + yeo (sy + bo,or?C1do)
€0 C21%2 —+ C3’061
2
do €0 — £°Cr€1 (c212 + c30T01€1)
. 2
do<i<n, © odd C21€; — Y €i-1€i41 (E 3)
. 2 .
do<i<n, @ €ven € — C2 1T €;—1€i41
2
€n+1 b2,2+L;1 Y—€n (CZ,lx + 0n <C1,2+"T+1x + Co,n+45n>)
On C2,1€n — Y€p—1 (y€n+1 + b2,2+"7—1 nfl)

The intersections follow from the projective relations induced by the blow-ups, can be com-
puted as outlined in section [2.7 They reproduce the affine D,, Dynkin diagram if the

divisors are ordered as (z, €9, do, 91, . - ., On, €, €ny1). Both o¢ and oy intersect z = 0.
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For even n, the fully resolved geometry reads
Y?s (€o€a€s - - - €n) + byl (505%53 o '5Z+1)

+ by 1swryzCy (G- -+ 0,) (€0 -+ - €nt1) + b272+%y52w2z2+%d+% (657167 -+ 0,)

= C07n+4w43324+n<=12+n (53714-25%” - 52) (661-&-16111 . En)

32 oxn 148 ronen_i n n_q (E4)
+ CopnwisTwET 2 (50 o1 "'5n—1) (€o€1)2 (€2€3)2 -+ (€n—2€n—1)
2.2
+ o 185w " 2() (€1€3€5 -+ €np1)
3 2 n 2 n 241
+ cawz (y (5152 e ‘5n) ((6162) (6364) T <€n71€n) 2) (6163 s 6n71) Enﬁ )
and the irreducible Cartan divisors are
Section Equation in Y,
3 2
z —c30wxC1 + yeo (sy + boor (i)
€0 c212 + 3001
2
(50 €0 — T <1€1 (CQJZ + 03701’(5161)
~ 2
do<i<n, ¢ 0dd C2,16; — Y €i—1€i41 (E.5)
: 2
do<i<n, © €ven € — C21X7€;—1€i4+1
€n C1,242 On—1+ C2,1€n+1
2 2
€n+1 C12+2% — €p (y + bz,2+gy5n - Co,4+n5n)
on, €n — T€p—1 (02,1I€n+1 Tt Cro4n n—l)

Again and with the same ordering as above, one finds that the intersections yield the affine

D, 4 Dynkin diagram, with oy and oy being located on z = 0.

E.2 100

The ordered set of resolutions that resolves the 7" fibration in all codimensions is given
by
(z,2,9:¢),  (9560),  (CLyse),
(€0,C1,00),  (Giers01), (e, 256),
(er-1,€k30k), (&, ys€x41) K even

)
(€h—1, €x; Ok), (€kyzi€rq1) K odd.
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for k = 2,...,n. The resolved geometry for odd n reads

n+1 n+3
y?seq (er€3 - €,) + box?y(y (6105 -+ 67) &1 ((6263)2(6465)3 e <€n—1€n)%> €ni1
+ 51718wxyZC1 (5051 e 5 ) (6061 s En—i—l)
+1 1404 ndd n—1 n—3
+ b, J4nL ?JS w?z't =R C + (5n of -++0 ) € °€° ((6263) 7 (€4€65) 7 - (€n—1€n)>

= 3+nw43 Z3+n<=1+n (52+2n52n . 52) n+2 (E?Eg 1, .. En)

ntl _ _
a0t T G (a0 6 ((ae) T e) T (qsen)
+ co 15w a2 (€264 -+ €nt1)

+ C3,1W9332C12 (505% ) “5Z+1) €1 ((6263)2(6465)3 T (En—1€n) 2

The irreducible Cartan divisors are given by

Section Equation in Y}
z b070x2(1 + S€p
€0 booyer — 2 (c215 + c3100€1)
do C2,12C1 — €1 (€0 + bo,0¢161)
do<i<n, 1 odd € — 02,1$2€¢—1€i+1 (E 8)
do<i<n, @ €ven Co1€6 — YP€i—1€i41 ’
€n 124251 0n-1 + Co1€n41

2 2
€nt1 Copnl T+ €n (y + by Yon — 0073%(5”)

On €, — T€p_1 <cl,2+n;1 n—1 + 02,1xen+1>

Ordering the cartan divisors as (z, €, dg, 1, - - - , On, €n, €nt1), One reproduces the affine D, 14
Dynkin diagram, with w = 0 intersecting z, and s = 0 intersecting ¢.

For even n, the geometry is

y*seo (€163 €ny1) + boz’y (5155 T (52) €1 ((6263)2(6465)3 T (€n€n+1)nT+2)
+ by 1swryzCy (0001 - - 0n) (€0€q - - €n+1)
+ bouyysw?2 TECE (05676

= cozawts® ATt (52+2”52" : 62) ot (6?63’ en) (E.9)

n nf
+ c1’2+%w352x22+2 Cl (5"“(5" 6162 (€3€4) 2 - -+ (En—1€n)>

+ 02,1Sw2$275§1 (€264 €,)

+ ez w2 (G (5O5f e 63“) €1 ((6263)2(6465)3 e (€n€n+1)nT+l) (€264 €,) .
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and the Cartan divisors are

Section Equation in Yy

z bo,ox*C1 + seo

€0 booyer — z (c215 + ¢3100€1)

do 212G — €1 (€0 + bo,0C107)
do<i<n, ¢ 0dd € — Co1 7€ 16141 (E.10)
do<i<n, T even Co1€6 — YP€i— 16541

€n b2,1+g5n—1 + €nt1

€n+1 52,1+gy — €n (02,1$2 + C1,2+gl‘5n + C0,3+n5721)
On C2,1€n — Y€n—1 (b2,1+%5n71 + y€n+1)

The ordering of the Cartan divisors and intersection structure is equivalent to the odd case.

E.3 [:;(Olll)

The ordered set of resolutions to desingularize the I, (ol

(Z,ZL’,y;Cl), (zvy;€2)a (Clay;Ci‘I):
(C1s C2:Ga), (G2, G35 01), (E.11)
(Ok—1, Y3 0k) k=2,....,n.

fibration is

The resolved geometry reads, for odd n,

y?s + box’y(als (61603 - - 07))
+ [’1713W$?JZC0C1C2C3C4 (01---d,) + b, 1y82w22C2

n n+1 n+l n—
= Cg a4 np1 W 132t +1C C;+ G2 ZH (676571 0,)
n— n=1 E12
bt R TR R R (g s, ) B
n +1 n+1 n+1
+ c271+nT+13w2:c2z +1<11+ C2 QS o (6”5”*1 3,
and the corresponding irreducible Cartan divisors are
Section Equation in Y;
bo,ox°C1 + 5Co
G a1z + (3
G bo,0y
G3 b1y (E.13)
Ca ba,12C2 + bo,0C1C3 + (2(301
0 <n bz 1C2 + bo,0C3
On | b2ayCo + booyCs — G Cg On—1 (Cg,HnTH@ + 03,1+nT—1C3>
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Again, the intersections reproduce the affine D,, .4 Dynkin diagram. The required ordering is

(ZJ Cl? <47517527 ceey

For even n, the geometry is

y*s + bor’yCals (0165 - -
+ 51,18w$yZCoC1C2C3C4 (51 ce

On, C2, (3). Here, the section w = 0 intersects z, and s = 0 intersects (5.

)
o) + 52,1y32w22C2

=Co2+2W 5322+2C Cz : §3 * ¢ (5n_15§_2 T 5n—1) (E 14)
+c12+nw382xz2+24=1+2<2+2<=3 1+n (6n6n—1-__5n) :
oo enswa? T EG TR I (57 6,)
+ C3142WT s tel 2(2 G : PR U
The irreducible Cartan divisors read
Section Equation in Y}
z bo,ox*C + G
G ba1z + (3
G2 bo,0y
(3 b1y (E.15)
G4 b2,12C2 + bo,0C1C3 + (2301
di<n 52,1C2_2+ bo,0(3
On, ba1yCo + booyls — (5 (37 Op1 (60,2+%§2 + C2,1+%<3)
The intersection structure is equivalent to the odd case.
(0]*1)
E.4 ]2m+k
For this fiber type, the resolution sequence reads (with z = ()
(CZ?xy7C’L+1> i:Oa"'>m_17
Ciay7 izla"'am_lv
( 2 (E.16)
(z,9,€1) it k>0,
(6,9, €i11) i1=1,...,k—1.
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The resolved geometry is

Y25 (0105 Op
+ boz?y (6165 - -

+ biswzyz + by pys w

(@

)

D(GG--¢m)
22 (S B ) (€€ ) (G o)

m

= Camu's?22" (Cf(mfl)@?(mi) e 71) (§2m B§2m=5.. 5 ( 2m—1 2m—3 ‘.Ek(mfk)71>

3.2

+ ¢ pwsTze™

(CYSRE

+C3kw$ P (Ck+1<~k+2 .

+ ¢, kswszZk

e Gn) (07 ) (R )
Ck) (6?71(55*1 .. .55;_11) (elf 1615 2 €k71)

SC) (OF05 T O (e )

(E.17)
The Cartan divisors are
Section Equation in Y}
2 b1 oswz + 0y (s€1 + boor%(1)
1 bior + 01
Co<j<m—1 b1,0x 4 0j_10;
Cm b1,0TY — c1mTCm—1 + Om—1 (y2 + b2 YCm—1 — CO,ZmCTQn—l) (E.18)
5j§m—2 bl,(]y
5m—1 bl,Oy - Cl,mém—lgm
€i<k—1 b1,05 + bo,001
€k b10sy + booyd — 07 ‘e (Cops + c3101)
If one orders the Cartan divisors as (2, (1, -+, Gy Om—1, Om—2, - - - , 01, €k, €x—1, - - - , €1), then each

Cartan divisor intersects exactly its neighbours, and (y also intersects ¢;. This replicates the

affine As,, r_1 Dynkin diagram.

(0[*1)
E.5 ]2m+k+1

The resolution sequence here is (with z = ()

(Ci» 7, Y, Git1) 1=0,...,m—1,
(Cisy, 0;) i=1,...,m—1,
(z,y,€1) if k>0, (E.19)
(€, 9, €iv1) i=1,...,k—1,
(Cns Y5 Gm1) -

73



The resolved geometry is given by

Y25 (6169 - -+ O ( (6153 e 6112) Cme+1
+ boz?y (61605 - o —1) (GG5 - ) Gy
+ biswayz + bynys w2 (07105 O ) (€€ e

= o amw’s* 2" (Cf(mfl)ékzz(mfz) " 'Ciq) (677265 O

1 2

2

(6%m7162m73 e
1

m—1,m—-2 (:mfl)

2(m—k)—1
)

+ ¢ mw?s’zz™ (C{”_l e Cm_l) (5{”_255”_3 . --5m_2) (e{”_ 2. e’,;”_k)
b ettt (GHCE - ChCh ) (B 0L ) (k)
+eggwa’2t (GG ) (0705 o) (6 e ) G
(E.20)
The Cartan divisors read
Section Equation in Y}
2 b1 oswz + 01 (s€1 + boor*(1)
C1 bior + 01
Co<j<m—1 biox + 0;-10;
Cm bioxy + Om-1 (b2mCm-1 + Gnt1) (E.21)
Cm+1 b1,02Y + Om—1 (b2,mY — Cm (C1m4+1% + Co2m+10m—1)) '
5jgm—2 bl,oy
5m—1 bl,Oy - Cl,m(sm—lgm
€j<k—1 b1,05 + bo,001
€k b1,0sy + booydr — 0 €1 (Cons + c3501)
Ordering the Cartan divisors as (2,1, -, Gny Gnats Om—1, Om—2, - - -, 01, €k, €51, - - -, €1) yields
the affine As,, . Dynkin diagram.
(0™1)
E.6 I2(m+k)
In this case, the resolution sequence is, after identifying z = (p,
(ChyaCiJrl) i:(),...,m—l,
(Ci,x,éi) 1= 1,...,m— 1, (E22)
(Ci?xJCi“rl) Z:m77m+2k_]-
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The resolved geometry is
y's (020500 7%) (GG ) (GG -+ Gnan)
+ boz?y (6102 -+ Oyn—1) (Cmr1Cgn - r2nk+2k)
bz byt (ST ) (GRGC) (GUEIGE G
= Comyapt’ s 2T (CERRTIGEE TR Gy ) (SRR R 60 )

+ cl,mw?’stzm (5{"‘15;”_2 e 5m_1) ( melem=2... Cm_1)

+ c2,7713“)%227% (51715;1_1 e 5731—1) ( Pl Cm—l) (Cm+1<r2n+2 T 73512/9)
+ ¢ wa’s” ((51n+15;n e 621—1) (Cfn_l 5 Cmfl) ( 7271+1C;Ln+2 T gzk-s—%) :
(E.23)
and the irreducible Cartan Divisors are
Section Equation in Y}
z bl,gswx -+ bo’ox251 + 8<1
C1 b1,08 + bo,001
Co<j<m—1 b1,05 + by 0010k
Cm bl,OSy - 5m—1 (Cl,ms2Cm—1 + gm—}—l (—bo,o?/ + 6m—1§m—1 (CQ,mS + C3,m5m—1Cm+1)))
Cm+1§j§m+2kfl bl,oy - Cl,mémfl
Cm-+2k b1 02y — C1mT0m—1 + 5,,2,5__11Cm+2k—1 (b2,2kY — Co.m+2k0m—1)
01 biox + 026G
52§j§m71 b1,o$
(E.24)

With the ordering (2, (1, - .., Gut2k: Om—1,Om—2, - . ., 01), the affine As(;,14)—1 Dynkin diagram
is reproduced.
(0]™1)
E.7 ]2(m—|—k)—|—1
Here, the resolution sequence reads, after identifying z = (p,
(Ci7y7(i+1) izoa"‘)m_lu
(Ci717,5i) 1= 1,...,m—1, (E25)

(Ci7x7gi+l) sz,,m—{—Qk
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The resolved geometry is given by
y's (0263 - 0 =7) (GG5 -+ ) (Gt s -+ Coant)
+ boxzy (0102 - Om—1) (Cm+1Cr2n+2 e 'Cizkj;k—i-l)

2. 2_2k+1 ( 52k 52k 2k 2k+1 2k+1 2k+1\ (2k 2k—1
+ brswayz + b o 1ys wz - (51 05 “'6m71) ( 1 - 2 - <m+ ) (Cerl m+2 "'Cm+2k)

_ 4.3 m+2k+1 ( rm+2k rmt2k—1 m+2k—1 sm+2k—2 2%+1
= Co,m42k+1W S 2 ( 1 2 T <m+2k) (51 05 e .5m71)

+ o pw’s?r™ ((5’1”_15;”_2 e 5m_1) ( melem=2 Cm_1)

+ Cz,mswziﬂQZm (5{%?_1 e '57271—1) ( in_l ?_2 T Qm—l) (Cm+1§31+2 T ankj21k+1)

+ o3 w2 (o7 *1og" - '521—1) ( PR Cmfl) ( b 1Cmpz fnkj22k+1) :
(E.26)
and the irreducible Cartan divisors by
Section Equation in Y;
z bLQS"LUZE + b070$251 + 8<1
G b1,08 + bo,001
<2§]'§m*1 bl,OS + b(],o(sj',l(sk
Gm b1.05Y — Om—1 (C1,m5*Cn—1 + Cms1 (—b0,0Y + Om—1Cm—1 (C2mS + €3m0m—-1Cm+1)))
Cm+1§j§m+2k b1,oy - Cl,m5m—1
Cm+2k+1 b1.0TY — CLm@0m—1 + 02F_ Cnvor (D2.2k41Y — Comt2k+10m—1)
01 b1 ox + 62165
52§j§m71 bioT
(E.27)
The divisor ordering (2, 1, - - ., Gn42k415 Om—1, Om—2, - - . , 01) reproduces the affine Ay, ) Dynkin
diagram.

E.8 [0V

For the non-split-type fibers in the I, series, one again distinguishes between even n = 2m

and odd n = 2m + 1. In both cases, the ordered resolution sequence is given by

(Zaxay;CI)a (E 28)
(Gir 2,95 i), i=1,....m—1 '

For n even, the geometry is given by

y?s 4+ box?y (GG -+ - ) + brsway + by s”wyz™ (V¢ 2 Cnt)
= Cgoms whz™ (Cf(mfl)éﬂzz(mfz) e Cmq) + ¢ msPwi ™ (C{"’l T Cm,l) (E.29)

+ cosw?z® 4 cawa® (C1C22 T C:n,n) )
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and the irreducible Cartan divisors are

Section ‘ Equation in Yy
z —cppsw?z? + sy (b owz +y) + 22¢ (bo oy — c30w)
9 (E.30)
Ci<i<m —C207° +y (brox +y)
Cm —02,0332 + b1,033y + 3/2 - cl,mem—l + bQ,myCm—l - Co,Qmen_Q

For odd n, the geometry reads
y%s + boz’y (C1C22 T Cnn;) + brswry + b2,m+182w2yzm+1 (G“C;”_l . Cm)
= coom18 W MGG Gn) F e SS0CeZ™T (PGT ) (E.31)

+ coswz® + cawa® (GG ()

and the Cartan divisors are

Section ‘ Equation in Y}
z —co 05w T + sy (by pwx + y) + 2°¢; (bo oy — c30wT) (E.32)
Ci<i<m —C2,02” + ¥ (bror + )
For even n, the Cartan matrix one obtains from the ordering (z,(1,...,(,) reproduces the

C,-type Dynkin diagrams, as expected.
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