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Abstract

We give evidence that the all genus amplitudes of topological string theory on com-
pact elliptically fibered Calabi-Yau manifolds can be written in terms of meromorphic
Jacobi forms whose weight grows linearly and whose index grows quadratically with
the base degree. The denominators of these forms have a simple universal form with
the property that the poles of the meromorphic form lie only at torsion points. The
modular parameter corresponds to the fibre class while the role of the string coupling
is played by the elliptic parameter. This leads to very strong all genus results on these
geometries, which are checked against results from curve counting. The structure can
be viewed as an indication that an N = 2 analog of the reciprocal of the Igusa cusp form
exists that might govern the topological string theory on these Calabi-Yau manifolds
completely.
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1 Introduction and Summary

Topological strings on non-compact Calabi-Yau geometries are solvable and have a very
interesting structure with a wealth of connections to gauge theories, integrable models,
large N-dualities, Chern-Simons theories, supersymmetric localisation and matrix models.
In fact topological string techniques had considerable influence on these areas and solved
important problems, see [I7] for a recent example. As a benchmark problem in topological
string theory with a similar wealth of connections to quantum gravity problems, remains
the solution of the topological string on compact Calabi-Yau manifolds. In this paper we
report on some progress in this matter.

According to [6] the genus g topological string amplitudes F, (S, S7, S; z) are inhomo-
geneous polynomials of weighted degree 3g — 3 in the anholomorphic propagators S%, S7, S,
which have respective weights (1,2,3), with rational functions of the moduli z as coeffi-
cients. The holomorphic anomaly determines all of F;, but the weight zero piece f,, whose
determination is the key conceptual obstacle to solving the topological string on compact
Calabi-Yau spaces. A careful analysis of the conifold gap condition [42], regularity at the
orbifold and Castelnuovo’s criterium for the vanishing of higher genus curves reveals that
the f, can be determined up genus 51E| for the quintic [42]. While for non-compact models
the same conditions lead to a complete solution of the closed topological string on these
geometries [27] El, on compact Calabi-Yau manifolds one needs additional boundary condi-
tion.

One purpose of this article is to investigate the additional symmetries and boundary
conditions that are specific for elliptic fibered Calabi-Yau threefoldsﬂ Beside the motivation
to solve the topological string in general the elliptically fibered cases are very interesting in
their own right as the topological string amplitudes predict terms in the low energy effective
actions of F-theory and calculate indices of 6d conformal theories in particular the F-string

and its generalizations with gauge theories [26].

!That condition has been derived under the assumption that the ring of modular generators on the quintic
has no relations at high weight, which has been checked up to the weight needed for genus 30.

In fact our key example Xi5(1,1,1,6,9) is an elliptic CY manifold over P? and decompactifying the
elliptic fibre, leads to a local model solved in [27].

3Note that the transitions between Calabi-Yau manifolds [65] and mirror symmetry make it possible to
predict from the solution of the topological string on one Calabi-Yau 3 fold with fibration structure the ones
of such without fibration structure, if the complex moduli space of the latter is embedded into the one of
the former, see [30] for many examples.



One possible constraint could come from the SL(2,7Z) modularity of the amplitudes
in the Kéhler parameter of the elliptic fibre that has been argued in [52] [3] based on
a monodromy analysis in one global case [II] and calculations for more general elliptic
threefolds[50]. It also extends observations for local elliptic surfaces inside Calabi-Yau
spaces [53] and [32] 33 29].

We find that the constraint from the fibre modularity is equivalent to the constraint that
comes from a Zso involution symmetry I, that acts on the moduli space of elliptic fibrations
as an R symmetry, i.e. it is not realized as a symplectic transformation like the monodromies
of the model. This symmetry I acts also on the Fy by (—1)@=1 and on the propagators in a
way described in section Knowing these actions we can restrict the possible constants
in the rational ambiguity f; to roughly one fourth. Using this information, the conifold gap
and the regularity at the other points in the moduli space, especially the orbifold point we
can solve the topological string for all classes to genus 9 on an elliptic fibration over P?,
with one section. This is already the strongest available result for compact multiparameter
Calabi-Yau manifolds and needs only very mild results on the vanishing of the BPS numbers.

Our main result is however as follows. Consider the topological string partition function
Z =exp(F) = exp(3_,2, A%72F ) expanded in the base degree(s). E.g. for the P? case one
has [

oo
Z=14Y Zg(r,N)Q" (1.1)
dp=1
where 7 is the complexified Kihler class of the fiber X is string coupling and Q = €5
with ¢4, the suitable defined complexified Kahler class of the base, see . Then Zg, is

a quotient of even weak Jacobi forms of the following fornﬁ

Pdp (7—’ Z)
30ds (1) TI02 | a1 (7, k)

Ziy(T,2) = (1.2)
where 1(7) is the Dedekind function and ¢4, (7, 2) is an even weak Jacobi form of index
%dB (dp —1)(dp +4) and weight 16dp. The number of coefficients of ¢q,, (7, 2) expressed in
the basis of the ring of even weak forms P := F4,Q := Eg, A := ¢_o1 and B := ¢ still
grows very fast with d%, however we can argue that the Castelnuovo bounds discussed in
section bring down the growth to d‘}g. Combined with the restriction from the constraints
from the conifold gap and the regularity of the Fj in the interior of the moduli space and
with the independence of these conditions assumedﬂ this allows to solve the model up to
genus g = 189 for arbitrary base and fibre classes, or up to dp < 20 for arbitrary genus and
fibre classes.

We will show in section that the Jacobi forms fulfill a heat kernel type form of the

holomorphic anomaly equation for Z;, that is equivalent to a limit of the wave function

“He we dropped the base degree zero contributions, which is rather trivial and discussed separately.

SHere we use the standard notation of the elliptic argument z which is identified with the string coupling.
We hope no confusion with the B-model moduli, which are also traditionally denoted by z, occurs.

5This holds at least for as far as we could actually calculate i.e. up to dg < 5, dg, g arbitrary or g < 8,
dp,dg arbitrary.



equation proposed by Witten [69] for the topological string partition function in interpret-
ing the holomorphic anomaly equation of [6] as consequence of a background independent
quantization of Hs(M, C). This heat kernel type form of the holomorphic anomaly equation
further summarizes all the holomorphic anomaly equations for the fibre modulus, which were
proven in [52], i.e. the ansatz identically satisfies the holomorphic anomaly equation
for the fibre modulus.

We argue that the special form of the denominator in our ansatz naturally is crucial to
satisfy the Castelnuovo bounds. The scaling of the z argument in the denominator can in-
terpreted as coming from multiple string windings of the base similar as in the elliptic genus
of E-strings [28, 10, [49] or more general strings of 6d SCFTs [26] with gauge symmetries.
On the other hand, the paper [49] constructs a 2d quiver gauge theory for E-strings and [26]
for the Dy string that can in principle compute the elliptic genus of any finite number of
E-strings with the techniques of [5]ﬂ

The prediction from the B-model calculations and from are sucessfully checked
in section [5.2] against results from enumerative geometry. Since the moduli space of the
BPS states tends to becomes smoother for fixed degree and high g we can make an infinite
number of nontrivial checks on the form of Z;, and the determination of its coefficients
following the methods proposed in [48].

A remarkable mathematical characterization of the form is is that, again due to
the form of the denominator, the poles of Z;, lie only at the points z € Q7 + Q, i.e. at
torsion points of the elliptic curve. As such they have a modified theta expansion that
involves mock modular forms [71]. These structures played role in the understanding of
Wall-crossing for N = 4 BPS states [14] based on the reciprocal of the Igusa cusp and
related meromophic forms.

The general structure can be viewed as an extension of the only compact
case 3-fold case K3 x T2 for which all BPS states associated |§| to moduli space of curves
are known [48]. Due to the SU(2) holonomy the Type II compactifications has N = 4
supersymmetry. The prediction is based on the formula for the elliptic genus of symmetric
products of K3 [16] and M-theory/Type IIB duality. It has been recently proven in [63].
In this case Z is related to the reciprocal of the Igusa cusp form of a genus two curve with
weight 10 which has a Fourier expansion in p = exp(27io) asﬂ

2(Q) = @101(9) = Y Yoiom(r, 2)p™, with @ = < Tz > . (1.3)

z O
m=—1

Here ) parametrizes the Siegel upper half space Hy and ®3 ,,, = A(7)%)_10,m are meromophic

"It would be very interesting to see if such 2d quiver theory duals exist also for the compact threefold
case, i.e. 6d theories that do include gravity.

8In order to make this interpretation one has to lift zero modes that come from the 72 and make the
N = 2 invariants trivially zero.

9We follow the notation of [T4].



Jacobi-Forms of weight two and index m. The expansion can written

N 1 1
2(Q) = X(Sym™ ! (K3),q,y)p™ = - (1.4)
mzz_l D n>(};[>07l (1 _ pnqmyl)c(m.n,l)
l,m,n€Z

and summed to the total free energy F'(\, Q) =log(Z) =372, %F(j) by [4§]

‘ A (1-¢"* 1
FO) = (2 sin ]> . . . , 1.5
2 k>g>o (1 - y]qk)Q(l - y_qu)z (1 - pnqmyl])c(m'n’l) ( )

m>0,leZ

where ¢(m,r) are the expansion coefficients of the elliptic genus of K3 (4.22)) and we iden-
tified A = 27z and defined y = exp(i\).

Of course a key question for a full N = 2 extension of the discussed structure is whether
the formulas come from an underlying modular object as . One obvious
difference is the quadratic versus linear growth of the index in the weak Jacobi forms.
Nevertheless we like to discuss in section the formulation of projective special Kihler
manifolds in N = 2 supergravity that might give a hint for the construction of such an
object. We hope to report on progress on that question in [37].

In this article we focus for simplicity on elliptic fibrations with only I; singular fibers
in the Kodaira classification, i.e. no gauge symmetries, but eventually flavor symmetries, in
the F' theory interpretation. We note however that for the gauge theory case, i.e. elliptic
fibrations with higher Kodaira fibre singularities, the work [26] gives already the crucial
hint for the generalization of the numerator in . In this case, we will find additional
Jacobi theta functions in the numerator, whose different elliptic arguments correspond to
the additional K&hler classes of the resolution. This Jacobi theta function will introduce
additional zeros in the numerator, which signal the gauge symmetry enhancements, and

should be fixed by this structure. The formulas we find also suggest a possible refinement,
which we shortly indicate in ([5.1.2)).

2 The elliptic Calabi-Yau manifolds and their mirrors

In this section we describe the toric construction of elliptically fibered Calabi-Yau spaces
with only I1 Kodaira fibers. Mirror symmetry is manifest in this formalism. We collect the
key data of our main example and describe shortly the general structure of the genus zero

sector.

2.1 Construction of toric hypersurface Calabi-Yau spaces

Our construction of mirror pairs of Calabi-Yau n-folds as hypersurfaces in toric ambient
spaces IP’Z“ follows Batyrev’s construction which relies on dual pairs of n + 1 dimensional
reflexive pairs of lattice polyhedra (A, A*). Let (I', I'*) be dual lattices with pairing (., .) and
real completion (I'g,I'}). A lattice polyhedron A (A*) is the convex hull of integer points
in I' (I'"). The dual polyhedron A* to A is defined by A* = {y € T3 |(y,x) > -1,V z € A}.



A is reflexive if A* is a lattice polyhedron. Note (A*)* = A so if A is reflexive (A, A¥) is a
reflexive pair and each polyhedron contains the origin as its unique inner point.

The Calabi-Yau n-fold M, is given by the canonical hypersurface

P= 3 a [[ 4" =0 (2.1)

v;EANT V;EA*mF*

in the toric ambient space P with coordinate ring y;, while the mirror Calabi-Yau n-fold
W, is given by the constraint P* = 0 in Pa+ with coordinate ring x;, where P* = 0 is
defined analogously to with A and A* exchanged. The notation A (A*) means the
polyhedra A (A*) with the integer points interior to codimension one faces omitted.

To give the ambient space P a fibration structurﬂ such that the embedded Calabi-Yau
n-fold defined as hypersurface has a fibration by a Calabi-Yau m-fold, we combine a base
polyhedron AP* and a reflexive fibre polyhedron Af* into an n+ 1 dimensional polyhedron

A* as follows

v e A” v €A
v I/]F
Afim SijAE,m .
v vf . (2.2)
0...0 0...0
LA, : Al
0...0 0...0

If A*F and A*B are reflexive then (A,A*), given by the complex hull of the indicated
points, is a reflexive pair. Reflexivity of A*F" is required by the CY condition on the fibre.
For AxB it is not a necessary condition, see [41I] for more details on this construction. We

defined s;; = (vf',vF*) + 1 € N and scaled AP — s;;AP. Here we indicated the dimensions

7
of some polyhedra by subscripts; elliptic fibrations correspond to m = 1.
For n = 3 and m = 1 we get many examples by choosing any of the 16 reflexive polyhedra
in 2d as A*F" and A*P respectively and specifying in addition v/™* € A*" as well as twisting

parameters [9], which not indicated in (2.2]).

2.2 The X3(1,1,1,6,9) 3-fold, an elliptic fibration over P?

Our main example is the smooth elliptic fibration over P?. This caseiﬂ is a two parameter
model discussed in [30] and in greater detail in [I1] and illustrates the general construction
described above.

Pick for the base P2, whose toric polyhedron is the convex hull of the points A*B =
conv({(1,0), (0,1), (—1,—1)}), for the fibre polynomial A*¥" = conv({(1,0), (0,1), (=2, —3)})
and for vif = (=2, —3). Then vf = (-1, 1) and s33 = 6.

We list the points which give rise to the coordinate ring of P = Pa /(Z1g X Zg), all points

S A* and the two vectors of linear relations among them, which correspond to the Mori

198ee exercise in [21] p. 49, where the statement is made in the language of the fans associated to A.
1Tt can be also written as the zero locus of a degree 18 polynomial in the weighted projective space
P*(1,1,1,6,9) called X15(1,1,1,6,9).



cone of Pa~, as well the toric divisors D,, = {x; = 0}

Div. v; 7 1B (B

Dy, O 0 0 0] 0 0 0 o0 -6 0
D,=L |12 -6 -1 -1 1 0 -2 =3| 0 1
Dy=L |6 12 -1 -1 0 1 -2 -3| 0 1 (2.3)
Dy,=L |-6 -6 -1 —-1|-1 -1 -2 -3| 0 1 '
D,=E 0O 0 -1 -1 0 0 -2 -3 1 -3
D, =2H o 0 2 -1 0 0 1 o0 2 0
D, =3H O 0 -1 1] 0 0 0 1| 3 0

The classical topological data of the 3-fold M are easily calculable from the toric construc-
tion. The Euler is x(M) = —540, the two independent Hodge numbers are h':'(M) = 2,
h?Y (M) = 272, the classical triple intersection numbers are given byE

%, =H*=9, CVy=H?>L=3 C%h=H-1°=1, C% =L*=0 (2.4)

where H and L are the divisors dual to the curves defined by the Mori vectors {(£) and ()

and the Kahler classes Jg and Jg. The intersection with the second Chern class ¢y of M

are
/CQ/\JE:[CQ]-H:?)G, /CQ/\JB:[CQ]-L:102. (25)
M M
The mirror manifold is given by the zero locus
P* = xo(2%(27® + 23° + 23° — b(v12273)%) — 2330221 29x32475 + 25 + y?) =0 (2.6)

in the space P. 2z := x4, := x5 = and y := x4 are the conventional names of variables in the
Weierstrass form of the elliptic fibre. In P there are toric C* actions on the coordinates x;,
i =1,...,6, which can be used to eliminate all a;, but the two complex structure variables
(a,b) of W. This is because two C* actions

(r)

Ti — uif x;, with p, € C* | (2.7)

are divided out from the coordinate ring of P. One can introduce manifestly C* invariant

combinations the a; as complex structure variables of W, namely

(@) l(i) ]
Z; = (—1 lo Cka , t=1,..., hgl(Wg) = hll(Mg) . (28)
k=1
2.3
In the case at hand 21 1= zg = “42—3“6 corresponds to the elliptic fibre and 29 := zg = “127%“3

0 4
to the base class. Using the C* actions on the period integrals II(z) = f% Q with (a = ayp)

ap

Q: A{Eﬁ,

(2.9)

1211 the notation of [30] these intersections are encoded in the ring R = 9J% +3J%Jp + JuJs. H,L are
the notations for the divisors used in [I1].



given by a residuum integral around P* = 0 with the measure p = Zle(—l)iwidil A

..dz;... NdZs, one can derive two Picard-Fuchs (PF) differential equations [30]

L1 = 91(«91 — 392) — 1221(691 + 1)(601 + 5),
2

Ly = 05+ 2]][(302— 61 +1) (2.10)
=0

determining the periods from £;II(z) = 0, ¢ = 1,2. Here 0; = z; - 8 . The discriminants of
the operators are

Ap = (1—43221)3 — 2725(43221)3,
Ay = 14272 (211)

The 3-point couplings can be computed from the PF operators [30]

9 3A;
111 ETNE 112 121 211 Ay
A} 9(A3 + (43221)°)
Craz = Ca12 = Caz1 = P2 Cazo = A , (2.12)

where for convenience we can define the factor Az = 1 — 432z;.

2.3 Integral symplectic basis and genus zero topological string amplitudes

The PF operators determine the 3-point couplings. Its solutions in a special basis determine
the metric on the moduli space, which is a Kahler manifold Gi; = 8,0y, K , whose Kéhler
potential K is given by

e K = z/ QA Q=IlyIl (2.13)
W
where (k = bMWY (W) +1)
_ 0 Lk
n = ( 1. 0 > . (2.14)

is the symplectic pairing on H3(W,Z) and I(z) = (X! = [, F; = fBz )7 is the
period vector w.r.t. to the corresponding symplectic basis (AI,BI), I =0,....,k—1 of
Hs(W,Z). The two structures are related by special geometry, which implies the existence
of a prepotential, the genus zero amplitude F(©), with

XO 1 1
i i i ) 4
_ _ ) — co ..
I F X7 970 _ ti9; F(©) X ——ghpitigk 4 fCZAJZtl — X o )3 + f(q)
: oF(©) co. ..
F; ot %ktzt] + nijt] + fc;%J + 81]0(7)
(2.15)
Here ik . f
Cyintitit tit) coNJi ;. xC(3)
FO) — | _Zuk” " | - 2.16
3 Mg T g TPrE /(@) (2.16)



and X! are homogeneous coordinates and #!(z) are inhomogeneous coordinates

') = o) = 2% (log(zi) + £42)), i =1,..., A5 (W), (2.17)
which serve as a mirror map. In particular the complexified volumes of the curves in the
Mori cone t; are the flat coordinates at large radius near z; = 0, Vi = 1,..., h'1 (M) , where
the third equal sign in is valid, X© is the unique holomorphic period normalized to
wo(z) = 14+ O(z). The Ci(;.)lz are the classical intersection numbers. There is a freedom
in choosing the n;;, but because of the odd intersections and the requirement of integer
monodromy around z; = 0 , they cannot be set to zero as they must be half integral.
Following [I1] or the topological description the quadratic terms in F ©) in the appendix
of [42] we may take them to ni; = % and nig = % for the X15(1,1,1,6,9) model. Like for
all toric hypersurfaces in this example the Picard-Fuchs equations are of the generalized

hyperelliptic type and all logarithmic solutions can be derived from

CIL TS (a4 pa) + 1)

wo(z,p) = 3 eln, p)2242 where c(n, p) = i L (218)
a ; a B LT, lz( )(na + pa) +1)
with X%(2) = wo(z,0), by taking derivatives with respect to p,, in particular
i 9pi
X'(2) = 3% wo(2, p)lp=0 » (2.19)

21

see the Appendix in [31] for the explicit structure of the higher derivatives.

3 Involution symmetry and BCOV formalism

In this section we mainly discuss the involution symmetry, its realization on the topological
string amplitudes and its consequences. In the course of the exposition we also review the
relevant aspects of the BCOV formalism. Many of the actual calculations are quite technical
and relegated to the appendices. We comment on the relation of the involution symmetry
to the monodromies in subsection [3.21 and on the local limit in subsection 3.2.1l The section
illustrates the idea of the BCOV ring and contains many modular properties needed in
section [4 Subsection [3.4.2]is more speculative and tries to give a perspective on a possible

global modular object related to the all genus amplitude.

3.1 The involution symmetry

Fibrations with fibre polytope A*!" have an involution symmetry I acting on the moduli
space, which is independent of the chosen base B. The action of I on the X;5(1,1,1,6,9)
moduli space that we describe below appeared in [11].

I acts non-trivial on the higher genus amplitudes F,;(S%, 5%, S) and the anholomorphic
propagators 5%, S7, S. The F, are inhomogeneous polynomials of degree 3g—3 with weights

1,2,3 and rational functions in the moduli. This follows from the Feynman rules for the



genus g amplitudes in [6]. The rational function f; that does not multiply any propagator is
not determined by the holomorphic anomaly equation, that otherwise fix the I, recursively
in g. The function f, is restricted by the pole behavior of the Fy at the boundary divisors of
the moduli space to contain only finite parameters for each g. This is called the holomorphic
ambiguity and its determination is a main problem to solve the topological string on compact
Calabi-Yau manifolds. If we know the action of I on Fj, and the propagators we can further
restrict f,. In fact this requirement cuts down the possible parameters in f, to roughly one
fourth. Moreover we find that the symmetry I is equivalent to the constraints that the fibre
modularity imposes on f,.

To see the involution symmetry explicitly define the monomial m = ([, z;)®, where z;

are the coordinates of the base. Then
P* =g(z,z,ap) — bz5m° — Q%ﬁazmxy + 23+ 4% =0, (3.1)

where ¢(z,z,ap) is a polynomial compatible with the scaling, which does not contain m.

Now requiring that

r — T+ 0122m2

y — y+corzm + cgzdm? (3.2)

leaves P* invariant fixes ¢ = 2§a2, Ccy = @\/ga and c3 = v/3a® and acts on the parame-
23
ters as
I:(a,b) = (ia, b+ ab) . (3.3)

This involution operation acts on the (3,0) form € given in (2.9) by
1:Q -4, (3.4)

because P* as well as the measure p are invariant. Since €2 defines vacuum line bundle £
and the higher genus amplitudes F, transforms as section 7, € £2972 we conclude that the

involution symmetry maps F) to F9) with
F9) = (=1)97LF9). (3.5)

In the the z; coordinates the involution acts as

1 (4322’1)322

32 T a- 432z1)3)‘ (36)

I: (21,22) = (w1, 72) = (

The PF operators (2.10) are invariant up to some trivial factors under the involution. On
the other hand, the involution exchanges the two discriminants up to some factors as

Ay

[(Al) = (432Z1)3A2, [(AQ) = m .

(3.7)

10



3.2 Monodromy group versus involution symmetry

The involution symmetry multiplies the periods w.r.t. €2 with ¢, so it is in particular not
a symplectic transformation (in fact MInM; = —n) and cannot be related to an actual
monodromy action.

The monodromy group is most quickly described as follows. There are Neveu-Schwarz
B-field shifts that leave the instanton action invariant ¢; — t; + 1, i = 1,.., A" (M). Their
monodromy is completely fixed by after specifying the topological data as in subsec-
tions for the main example. We call these monodromies and the corresponding 6 x 6
matrices T (= Tg) and To(= Tg).

Further there is a cycle v, which corresponds to the Bz ~ S2 base of the Strominger-
Yau-Zaslow T3 — Bs fibration, that vanishes at the conifold A; = 0. In the Xg(1,2,3)
elliptic fibrations such as the Xj5(1,1,1,6,9) one has a second conifold discriminant Ay =
0, where A; and are exchanged, up to irrelevant factors, by the involution symmetry as
discussed in the last section. Let us call the corresponding vanishing cycle vo and use the
integral symplectic basis of cycles that corresponds to the period vector ([2.15)). Using some

basic analytic continuation one calculates the vanishing cycles in this basis as E

»m =( 0,0,0,1,0, 0),

vy =(-1,0,0,0,1,-3) . (3.8)

The Lefschetz monodromy theorem for 3-folds states that the monodromy around a conifold
divisor, where by definition an S% sphere v vanishes, on each cycle v € H3(M,Z) is given
by the symplectic reflection

Su(v) =y (v, v, (3.9)

where (,) denotes the symplectic pairing. By this formula and we can calculate the
monodromy in the basis . We call the corresponding monodromies and 6 x 6 matrices
C1 and Cs respectively. The T; and C; generate the monodromy group of the Xi5(1,1,1,6,9)
model in fact redundantly, as can be seen by the Van Kampen relations analyzed for this

case in great detail in [IT]. In particular one has that an order 18 element A is given byE
A7t = 10T (3.10)

and the two conifold monodromies C7 and Cs are conjugated to each other by the order 6

element A3

C = A3CA™3 | (3.11)

11 .
B
?:1( )alFB,i7 where the a;

Bn fact 14 corresponds always to Fy, while vo corresponds to Fg — Xo — >
defined above (4.1)) .
“We use the same notation A for this element as in [II]. The other notions ate related by C1 = T,

OQZB, T1 :Too and TQZDOQ
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which exchanges 11 <> v and is explicitly

1 1.0 0 0 O
-1 0 0 0 0 O
3 3 1 0 0 -1
3
AT = -1 0 0 0 1 =3 (3.12)
0 10 3 -1 1 -3
0 3 1 0 0 O

One can conclude that the monodromy group is generated by A and C; [11]. Note that T3
and A3 acts on t; as [11]

1

Ty ity =t +1 A3t —
1:01 1+ 1, 1 1

(3.13)

These operations generate an Sl(2,7Z) action on the elliptic fibre parameter, which we call
therefore often 7 in the following. As we mentioned already invariance under the involution
symmetry [ is equivalent to the fibre modularity. This could be guessed from the fact that
it is A% that really imposes the nontrivial part of fibre modularity — the shift symmetry
is present for all Kahler moduli — and conjugates the conifold monodromies just as [
exchanges the two conifold discriminants. The equivalence of the restrictions imposed the

by invariance under I and the fibre modularity will be strictly proven in appendix

3.2.1 The local limit

As we have seen there is an SL(2,7Z) action on the elliptic fibre modulus. This symme-
try governs the amplitudes order by order in the exponential Qp = exp(27itp) of the flat

coordinate representing the base curve in P2. There is an other action of the congruent

subgroup I'g(3) = {( CCL Z > € SL(Q,Z)‘C = 0 mod 3} of SL(2,Z) on the base modulus.

To see it we must make the volume of the fibre large, lim(tg) — ‘oo, which corresponds
to zg ~ q = exp(2witg) ~ zg ~ 0. This is known as the local limit. In the A-model
language it focuses on the O(—3) — P? geometry by decompactifying the elliptic fibre of
X18(1,1,1,6,9). The periods of the local geometry are given by integrals of a meromorphic
differential A\ over cycles on an elliptic curve Cp that is the the mirror geometry. These pe-
riods II;,. = (fl Ai=0,a, b,) = (l,tB, —30:p Fl(ooc)) fulfill local rigid special geometry [36].
The occurrence of the 1 indicates that the CY (3,0) form € becomes in the local limit the
meromorphic one form A which has a non-vanishing residuum at a pole A on Cp. From
one sees that the periods in the local limit II;,. are governed by a specialization of
the second differential operator £ = 63 + 2 H?:o (302 + i), which is another way to see the
constant solution.

However we want to understand precisely, which periods II = fr Q on the compact CY
3-fold become the local periods in the limit or equivalently how the 1:0(3) action is embedded

in the action of Sp(6,Z). To see this notice that we have to make a linear change in the

12



8tiF(0) ,i=1,2 part of the basis IT (2.15) to keep with

Fi =Fp=-3t%—tptp+ 38 +3 (3.14)
~ 2 .

in the limit zp = 0 three fine periods (X(] = l,tB,F’2>. If we now conjugate the mon-

1454 0 O

odromies that we found in the last section by the corresponding element C' = 0 0 1
0 -1 3

we obtain the following monodromies M; = CToC~, M, = CCoC~! and M, = (M.M;)~*
1 0 0 0 0 O 1 0 0 0 0 O 1 0 0 0 O

0 1 0 0 0 O 1 1 0 0 0 1 -1 1 0O 0 0

1 0 1 .0 0 o . -3 0 1 0 0 -3 . 2 0 1 0 0
Mi=1'3 9 o1 10 |"™M~ 1 0010 1 ['M -3 -1 0 1 1
0O -1 0 0 1 O 0O 0 0 0 1 O -1 1 0 0 1

-1 0 1 0 0 1 0O 0 0 0 0 1 -1 0 -1 0 0

(3.15)

Cc

b

underlined the shifts due to the non-vanishing residua of A\. A consequence of this symmetry

Here we have printed the elements < Z ) of the I'y(3) subgroup, see [I], in bold face and

)

is the fact that in the strict local limit the amplitudes F9) (Ey(15), Ga(18), Ga(tB), Ge(78)) [,

—30u0; 5 F(O)
Outp
holomorphic ring of forms of I'g(3) and has been completely solved [27]. Here w is the

with 75 = , can be expressed in the indicated generators of the ring of almost
complex modulus of the local geometry [27], which is identified with the b parameter in
(2.6). Of course this base modularity that holds in the strict large fibre limit, and acts not
directly on the periods of the 3-fold geometry, extends much less trivially to the whole two

parameter family than the fibre modularity, that we discuss further in section [4

3.3 Involution symmetry at genus one

First we consider the genus one amplitude F() which fulfills the holomorphic anomaly

equation [0]
82‘5]*}7(1) = %TrOiC*j— X(M>

92 G, (3.16)

where (j|p:|k) = Cop = Cg/k/nj/jnkk/ and (j|¢;|k) = Cyji, are the 3 point functions discussed
above, with the relation CJ* = ¢2K ijGkk(_)’ij,;. The solution has the well known form

2 2
1 1 1 1
FO = 2(3+n" - 1—X2)K +5logdet G1 = 3 silogz — =5 Y log A (3.17)
i=1 a=1

The topological data for the Xig(1,1,1,6,9) model are given in section The leading

asymptotic of F(1) anholomorphic near large volume limit is
e
Do L5 [ e | 1
F o 2 i /M cadi + 0(Q) (3.18)
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The values of the second Chern-Classes determine the constants s; = 114, s9 = 48.
In the holomorphic limit, the determinant of the Kahler metric transforms as det(G) =
det(gTZ;) det(G). A simple calculation shows that the invariance of the genus one amplitude
FO under the involution transformation impose the constrain on the constants s; =

—30 + 3s9, which is consistent with the evaluation of the second Chern class on .J;.

3.4 Involution symmetry at higher genus

The higher genus amplitudes are defined recursively from the holomorphic anomaly equa-
tions [0]

g—1

O F9) = fc’d <DleF 90+ > " D F" D F9- 7">> . (3.19)
r=1

The F) can be integrated using an anholomorphic potential S for C_'ij k, whose existence is

consequence of special geometry or more generally the ¢t* geometry [6]. One has
S = GS, ST = GuSTF, 9,89 =CY . (3.20)

The F(9) were obtained in [6] either using the special geometry commutator [D;,d;). =
ijdf + Gijc% — CiknC']?l and partial integration or a Feynman graph expansion of a master
functional, which fulfills a heat equation type of equation. The most vantage point of view
is to find directly a solution for this master integral, which we achieve at least iteratively

in the base modulus.

3.4.1 The propagators and rigid special geometry

It was shown in [70] as a consequence of special geometry that the covariant derivatives D;
in close on anholomorphic generators, that are closely related to the propagators, up
to rational functions of z. We call the corresponding ring generated by these anholomorphic
generators over the rational functions in z the BCOV ring.

This principal structure of the BCOV ring can be understood by the analogy to the ring
of almost holomorphic forms @, M\k(Fo) = (C[EQ, Ey, Eg] of Ty = SL(2,Z) (or congruent
subgroups thereof) that is graded by the weight k. Let us denote the modular transformation

T Ty = ‘Cfig with ( Z Z > € SL(2,Z). For k € 2N, the normalized Eisenstein series

Ej, of modular weight are defined as [§]

1 1 271'2
Ek(r):m 3 = GeDem 71,< ngl : (3.21)

m,ne’
(m,n)#(0,0)

where the last equal sign holds straightforwardly only for k£ > 2. Here oj(n) is the sum of
the k-th power of the positive divisors of n and ((k) =}, % with

(271)%F By,

€M) =~ (3.22)
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The Bernoulli numbers By, k # 1 are defined by the generating function

o0

3 Brna™ _ _2 (3.23)

m) et —1°

m=0

If the sum in (3.21)) converges k > 2 it is obvious that Ey(7,) = (c7+d)* Ej(7) transforms as
a weight k form under modular transformations. For k = 2 the second equal sign in (3.21))
can be viewed as a regularization of the sum on the right [8]. In this case the modular

transformation is broken to

Fa(r) = (er + AP Ba(r) — eler +) (321)
Since Im(lm) = (lentff —2ic(er +d) = 7%;??')2 one can define an almost holomorphic object
- 3

By (1) = E(7) (3.25)

 7lm(r)’

which transforms as a modular form of weight 2.
In the solution of the holomorphic anomaly equation EQ(T) plays the réle of the propa-
gator and the Maass derivative D : Mk — Mk+2

D fr = (dT - 47rIkm(7')) fr (3.26)

on weight k forms, with d; = 5= -4 plays the role of the covariant derivative D;. The
27 dT

an-holomorphic version of the Ramanujan identities

~ 1
DTE2 - E

(E? — E,), D;E;= %(E2E4 — Eg), D;E¢==(EyEs—E?),  (3.27)
show that it closes on €, M\k(Fo). Note that by the isomorphy ([46] Prop. 1) of the ring
D, M,(Tg) and the one quasi modular forms @, M(To) = C[Fa, E4, Eg] one can take the
holomorphic limit in by replacing Es — E5 and D; — d, without losing information
about the ring structure.

The relation between the BCOV ring of the Xi5(1,1,1,6,9) Calabi-Yau manifold and
the ring of almost holomorphic forms is more then an analogy. In the limit of large fibre
the special Kahler structure of supergravity reduces to local rigid special geometry and the
BCOV ring of Xi5(1,1,1,6,9) reduces to ), M\k(Fo(3)) = C[Ey, Gy, G4, Gg) [I.

In the limit of large base the relevant ring becomes €, M, (T'o) and the structure of the
holomorphic anomaly equation can be be even more neatly combined into the ring of weak
Jacobi forms, which include all powers of the topological string coupling as we will discuss

in section [l

3.4.2 Projective special Kahler manifolds

The form ((1.5)) suggest that the all genus amplitude in K3 x T2 is related to a modular

form associated to a degenerate Riemann surface of genus 3. In this section we recall some
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structure of projective special Kéhler manifolds, see [20] for a modern review, that relates
for N=2 compactifications of type Il string the complex structure moduli of Calabi-Yau 3
folds to a family of Riemann surfaces of genus ho; + 1.

Of course we could first address the simpler question, how the objects of rigid special
Kahler geometry described in the last section extend to the moduli space of Riemann
surfaces of higher genus. However this is done in [54], with the result that a holomorphic
analog of Fy does not exist, but a meromorphic one does.

In the formalism of projective special Kéhler manifolds the formal description of the
formulae for the propagators and the closing of the covariant derivatives on the propagators,
i.e the analogs of the relations , as well as the recursive integration w.r.t. to the
anholomorphic generators all simplify relative to the formalism [70] and resemble closely
the formalism in the rigid case [24].

However the price one has to pay is very complicated anholomorphic embedding of the
complex moduli space of the Calabi-Yau manifold including the string coupling A, that is
related to the projective scaling, into the Siegel upper half plane Hy,, 41 of Riemann surfaces

of genus hoy + 1, which is given by [15]

Im(Frp) X Im(Fyp) XK
Im(FKL)XKXL ’

Nij=Fry+2i (3.28)
see [09] for a concise review EL Here upper case letter refer to the projective coordinates of
the complex moduli space given by a set of A-cycle periods X (z), I =0, ..., ho1 (W) in the
integral symplectic basis discussed in section Frj(z) = % with F(z) = (X°)2F0)
the prepotential in homogeneous coordinates. The positivity, or rather negativity in the
supergravity conventions Im(N7y) < 0, is discussed in [68]. It is physically enforced by
the condition that kinetic terms in vector multiplets and the gauge kinetic terms £ =
—ig;}FT{mF‘] nmo_ ;;—ﬂJQFIFJ + ... of the graviphoton FJ,. and the vector bosons F!,
it = 1,...,ho1 in vector multiplets with gI_} = %(NIJ — N1j) and 075 = 2m2(N7y + NiJ)
must be positive definite.

Note that N7; transforms under real or integer symplectic transformations, w.r.t. to

(12.14)
1A A
X , _ D B X ’ (3.29)
F B A Fy
with ATC = CTA, BTD = DTB and A”D — CTB = 1, such as the monodromies discussed
in section in the canonical way

N'= (AN +B)(CN + D). (3.30)

This suggest that the special monodromy family of Riemann surface of genus 3 and a better
understanding of the map (3.28) might be essential to understand whether the formulae
(1.1i1.2) come from an underlying modular object as in the N = 4 case.

15We would like to thank Jan Louis for a guidance to the literature.
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3.4.3 Involution symmetry on the propagators

For the concrete calculation we follow [70] and work in the in-homogenous coordinates
and use the BCOV propagators with a shift by derivatives of the Kahler potential as the
generators [2]. We denote the propagators after this shift as 9, 5% S. The definition
of the propagators involves a choice of rational functions in the moduli z [6, [50], which is
not unique. It has to be accompanied by a consistent choice of rational functions of z in
the closing relations [2] that generalize . The derivation these rational functions
for non-hypergeometric, but more interesting Apery like Picard-Fuchs equations that arise
in non-abelian gauged linear ¢ models requires a minimal choice that uses the properties
of differential equations [44]. For the Xig(1,1,1,6,9) model, we summarize two canonical
choices and the derivation of the action under the involution symmetry in the appendix

Let us now state the action of the involution symmetry on the propagators. Suppose
f(z1, ) is a rational function of z1, 23, we denote with the tilde symbol f = f(21,22), the
transformed function by replacing the z;’s in the arguments with x;’s in the involution .
The f' can be considered as a function of either x;’s or z;’s using the transformation .
For example under the involution, the three point functions transform as a tensor
except for a minus sign due to

0z; Oz, Ozp,

Cijp = — oL GEm Ton gy
" 8332 8xj aﬂfk mn

(3.31)

We find in [B] that the action of the involution on the propagators has the following form

Oz
8Zk

The precise form of the rational functions f;, fo depends on the choice of the rational

G 0% 0% gom g OTigh i g gy g0 (3.32)

0z Ozm,

functions in the choice of the propagator as well as in (B.2). Fixing this choice as in
(B.3) [2] we find the solution

52122(1 — 129621 + 55987227)

o=
12(1 — 4322;)2 ’
2o 373248023 22[1 — 129621 + 55987222 — 8062156823 (1 + 2722)]
(1 —43221)8
O = B5[4bzy — 67 + 129621 (67 — 13522) — 55987227 (67 — 31525)
18062156825 (67 — 63022)]/(23328(1 — 43221)?) . (3.33)

3.4.4 Involution symmetry on the higher genus amplitudes

The topological string amplitudes transform under the involution symmetry by re-
placing the propagators with the transformed propagators and the complex structure
coordinates z;’s with x;’s. We would like to understand how the transformed amplitude is
related to the original amplitude and how many constraints the symmetry implies.

At higher genus g > 2, the BCOV holomorphic anomaly equation [6] can be written as

partial derivatives with respect to the an-holomorphic propagators. Assuming the algebraic
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independence of K;’s, we can write the partial derivatives in terms of lower genus amplitudes.
Here the K; appear as in the covariant derivative of higher genus amplitude D;F) =
9, Fl9) — (29 — 2)K; F9). We need to be a little careful for the genus one case, as the Kj;

already appear at the ordinary derivative

1 1 k
o FWY = = kS — (&= - 1)K, — 75” E sk log 2, —|— — E logA,), (3.34)
where we have computed the derivative of Kahler metric in terms of Christoffel connections

and use the first equation in (B.2)). The equations for partial derivative are

oF) 1 _ 1 _ 1
agF = ?M@f@1h+§«%ﬁm—s@mfw1%+§cmﬁk—mﬁ%4
14 h h
/ / —
+§§:@fﬂ@f@ ),
h=1
(9) g9-1
%;i = (29 -3)0FO 4+ ol Fo,
h=1
O0F@) 9!
a8 = (2g - 3)69—1 + Z ChCq—h, (335)
h=1
where the ¢4 is defined as
X1 = 1;
_ 24 ) g ;
9 = { (29 —2)F9, g>1. (3:36)

We have also used the notation & to denote

a@( Flo —

. 7(9) X _ 4 _1-

0, F9, g>1,

i.e. on the right hand in 1' we use the formula 1) for 8; F1) omitting the —(35-1K;

term.

Since the propagators are symmetric S = S7%, we can choose to use only the S% with
i < j. In the case of i # j, the right hand side of first equation in need to be
multiplied by an extra factor of 2 to take account of the double contribution.

Let us make some remarks about . When we combine the amplitude with its
involution transformation as in (3.5)), we find the dependence on the propagators S¥, S, S
cancels with our proposal for the transformed propagators and the shifts , which
is a consistency check of the formulae , .

To make an ansatz for the holomorphic ambiguity () at genus g, one considers a rational
function of 21, zo with a pole of (A1A2)?972. When we combine the correct holomorphic
ambiguity with its transformation (9 + (=1)9f) as in , we find the degree of the

pole at discriminant A;As is reduced for g > 2, and the pole completely cancels for the
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genus g = 2 case. Meanwhile, a new pole at Ag = 1 — 432z appears due to the involution

transformation (3.6]) H

The use of the involution symmetry greatly reduce the number of unknown constants

in the holomorphic ambiguity. In the naive ansatz in [3], the holomorphic ambiguity has

p9) (21,22)
(A1A2)2972 bl

5(g — 1) in z3. So naively there are (7g — 6)(5g — 4) unknown constants. For example, at

the form where pl9) (21, 2z9) is a polynomial of degree 7(g — 1) in z; and degree
genus 2 and 3, the naive ansatz has 48 and 165 unknown constants. We find the equation
(3.5) imposes 36 and 125 conditions on the naive ansatz, so we are left with only 12 and
40 unknown constants to be fixed by boundary conditions. We present an detailed analysis
on the reduction of unknowns in appendix [C} Together with the conifold gap discussed in

Appendix [E] this allows to fix the ambiguity to genus 9.

4 Fiber modularity

In this section we reformulate the holomorphic anomaly equation expressing the fibre mod-
ularity [52] in a convenient way that allows us to summarize the structure in terms of even
weak Jacobi forms. We exemplify the geometry setting with the elliptic fibration over Fy,
which exhibits geometric limits that yields the BPS numbers the K3 fibre, the BPS num-
bers on an embedded %K 3 and maybe most remarkably by blowing down the %K 3, the
compact elliptic fibration over P?. The even weak Jacobi forms are hence a unified mathe-
matical language to address heterotic type duality [60], the six dimensional superconformal

theories [22][53] and compact elliptic Calabi-Yau spaces.

4.1 The modular anomaly equation

In the simplest case the base B,_1 of the elliptic fibration is Fano (or almost Fano) EL
the degenerate elliptic fibers are only of Kodaira type I; and the elliptic fibre has only one
holomorphic section and no rational sections. In the language of F-theory the complex
structure is so generic that the 12-2n dimensional theory is completely higgsed.

The cohomology and the C.T.C Wall data of M3 is then fixed by the cohomology of the
base and the fibre type [52]. One key feature of topological string amplitudes that comes
from the described geometrical setting is the I'r € SL(2,7Z) modularity of the amplitudes.
Here I'p is the modular group acting projectively on the fibre modulus. In particular for
one holomorphic section I'p is the ful]@ SL(2,Z). In this case the bo(M3) Kéahler classes
of Mj split in by(B,_1) and one class, which corresponds to the elliptic fibre. Let #; be
the complexified volumes of the curve classes [C];, i = 1,...,b2(B2) in the base and 7 the

complexified volume of the elliptic fibre. One defines with ¢ = exp(27i7) a parameter, which

16 . ‘o R 511 _ 2105053
The genus two and three holomorphic ambiguity formulae in [3] miss a constant 377 and —fgz5225.

'"To construct already many concrete examples we may assume that B, _; is a toric variety P A*B _, L.e.
n—1

specified by an n — 1 dimensional reflexive polyhedron A%B;.
181t gets restricted to congruence subgroup I'r € SL(2,7Z) if the fibration has more rational sections or
multi sections.
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becomes exponentially small, when the volume Im(7) of the elliptic fibre becomes large and
similarly Q° = Hgfz(f") exp(27it®B,), with B € Ho(B,,Z). Let a' are the intersections of
the curves [C]; with the canonical class Kp of the base. E.g. for By a P? one has a! = 3,
while for By the Hirzebruch surfaces [F,, one has (a',a?) = (2,2 — n) etc, see [52] for the
other toric bases. In order to make the SL(2,Z) duality in the fibre direction more manifest
it is convenient to redefine ,

i_mo, Tal

so that the base moduli are summarized in Q° = HZQZ({S") exp(2mit®By,).
We can write an expansion of the disconnected topological string amplitudes also known

as the free energy in the large volume limit

F(1,,Q) = class(t) + Y _ A F9(r,Q) . (4.2)
g=0
The classical terms
class(t) = A 2e3(t) + ¢1(2) (4.3)

are at genus zero a cubic polynomial ¢3(¢) in the Kéhler parameter ¢ that can be read from
(2.16) without the constant term. Similarly c¢;(¢) can be read from (3.18)). Constant terms
are proportional to the Euler number and are included via the 0 in the sum over Hy(B),,Z)
in (4.4). This a formal expansion in the string coupling A, but each genus g amplitude
F9(7,Q) has a finite radius of convergence in the (g, Q) parameters, determined by the
discriminant of the Picard-Fuchs equations. We decompose the genus g amplitudes in fibre

q and base moduli @) as

FOTQ = Y F(rQ°. (4.4)

BGHQ(Bn,Z)
There are two closely related properties partially characterizing the Fﬂ(g)(q).

e The F ﬂ(g ) (1) are, up to a potential sign transformation, meromorphic modular forms

in g of weight 2g — 2. More precisely the F' ﬁ(g ) (1) can be decomposed into
F(r) = Zg(r) P (7) . (4.5)
The first factor Z3*(7) the partition function of

n(f) =123 B’ (4.6)

bosons, i.e. given by Z3* = nn—l(ﬂ) Here i = 1,...,ho(Bp—1). Since n(f)/12 can be
an odd integer (4.5 can take an additional sign under modular transformations.

The second factor Plgg) () is a polynomial in the generators of almost holomorphic

modular forms with respect to the subgroup I'p of SL(2, Z). In particular for our main
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examples with the Xg(1,2,3) elliptic fibre type I'r = SL(2,Z) and the generators
are given by almost holomorphic weight 2 Eisenstein series E5 and the holomorphic
Eisenstein series Fy and Eg. The w weight and hence the degree of the polynomial

P/gg ) (¢) grow linearly with g and 3 as

w=29+6» Bia' -2, (4.7)

e They satisfy a holomorphic anomaly equation, which for elliptic fibrations one section
and only I fibers is completely determined by topological data of the base [52]

8F[§9)(r) (—1)n+1

0B, 24 Z Z (8- 8") Fy B + 5 (8 = Kp) ™Y
2 h=0 '+ =

(4.8)
In particular n is the dimension of the basﬂ Kp is the canonical class of the base
and the dot - is the intersection form on the base. 23 can be factored out and

1) holds equivalently for P/gg). Clearly 1} can determine the Pﬁ()g) only up to a

(g),hol

polynomial PB , which depends only on the holomorphic generators of I'g, i.e. in

particular not on E,, and is called the holomorphic or modular ambiguity.

e We define a similar split expansion in fibre and base degree for the partition function
Z = exp(F(7,A,Q))
Z=1+ Y Zsg(rNQ". (4.9)
BeH>(B2,Z)
We identify now A = z with the elliptic parameter of the weak Jacobi formﬂ and
assign modular weight —1 to it so that Z and Zg(7, A\) have modular weight zero.

From (4.8]) follows

<8E2 - W%) Zs(1,2) =0 (4.10)

Basic properties of the weak Jacobi forms are summarized in the next section, see
equation {D yield then that the index of Zg(7, 2) is w.

As a corollary to the holomorphic anomaly equation (4.8) we have the following. If the
base has itself a fibration B,_s - F = 1 and F? = 0, we can decompactify the fibre and

consider the topological string on the local geometry of a rational fibration over the B, _s.

4.2 The Hirzebruch surface F; as base

In this section we present the base F, = [F; as an explicit example and discuss the relation
between the holomorphic anomaly equation in various dimensions. Our base has two divisor

classes a minus —a curve which we call S and the fibre class F. The canonical class of the

9Since only one dimension was considered the alternating factor was absorbed in the definitions in [52].
Here we exhibit it to specialize to from the threefold to the surface case.
20We also use the standard arguments of these forms (7, 2).
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base is Kp = 25 + (2 + a)F. One has the intersections S? = —a, FS =1 and F? = 0. We
denote § = mF + nS and a short form Fg} ns = FT(ng7 )n so that our anomaly formula 1)

reads

OF(q) 1 ke FEE
—l = — [k(n =0 +1l(m—k)—al(n—0)F,/F," +
OF; 24 <hZOkZ;)lZ(; BRSRTY

This formula has interesting specialization, e.g. for the a = 1 case we get

e In the n = 0 case corresponds to the corollary mentioned above. The two dimensional

surface is a specially polarized K3. In this case we get a very simple recursion in the

genus
(9)
OFm (q) _ ™ pg-n) (4.12)
OF, 2™ 7

but no recursion in the base degree. An all genus result can be obtained for all m

using the heterotic one loop result.

e The m = 0 case corresponds likewise to the corollary. The rational elliptic surface
is the $K3. The solution has been discussed first in [53] and in the context of the
(refined) holomorphic anomaly equation in [41], 28] [10]. A quiver description has been
found in [49].

e m = n corresponds to the blow down of the Hirzebruch surface F; to P2. For this

geometry we get hence

(9)
) L (S S ktn IO ELD + i - 90EEY) 4

OF. h=0 k=0

The solution will be discussed in section .61

4.3 The ring of weak Jacobi forms

Jacobi forms ¢ : HxC — C depend on a modular parameter 7 € H and an elliptic parameter

z € C. They transform under the modular group [18]

ar +b : a b
T Ty = er+d © AT +d with < a c ) =5LEZ) ()
as 2
2mwimcez
@ (Ty,29) = (er + d)be 40 (7, 2) (4.15)

and under quasi periodicity in the elliptic parameter as
(T, 2+ AT+ ) = €—2mm(/\27+2/\z)¢(77 z), ¥V MNuez. (4.16)

Here k € 7Z is called the weight and m € Z~ is called the index of the Jacobi form.
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The Jacobi forms have a Fourier expansion

o(1,2) = Z c(n,r)q"y", where ¢ = &*™7, y = ¥ (4.17)
n,r
Because of the translation symmetry one has ¢(n,r) =: C(4nm — r2,r), which depends on
r only modulo 2m. For a holomorphic Jacobi form ¢(n,r) = 0 unless 4mn > r?, for cusp
forms c(n,r) = 0 unless 4mn > 12, while for weak Jacobi forms one has only the condition
¢(n,r) =0 unless n > 0.
According to [1§] E a weak Jacobi form of given index m and even modular weight k is
freely generated over the ring of modular forms of level one, i.e. polynomials in R = Ey(7),
P =Fg(1), A= ¢o1(7,2), B=¢_21(7,2) as

m
Temt = @D Mi+2j (SL(2,Z2))¢ 5 1051 - (4.18)
§=0

We summarize the weights and index of some important forms in the table 1. The first

|Q=Es, R=Es A=¢_ 21 B=do P Zig (7, 2) |
weight k: 4 6 -2 0 16dp 0
index m: 0 0 1 1 %dB(dB —1)(dp +4) w

Table 1: Fy4, Eg, ¢o1, ¢—2,1 are generators of the ring of weak Jacobi forms with even
weights, a4, (7, 2) captures the all genus amplitudes for the X15(1,1,1,6,9) CY 3-fold and
Zg, (T, ) is the ratio of weak Jacobi forms.

generators are defined in (3.21). Our conventions for the elliptic theta function and weak
Jacobi forms A and B are the followingd*)]

[e.9]

O(rz) = =l expl3 gt (12 ),
k=1
T, 2 2
A=¢ 91(1,2) = —9177(6(77_))7

92(7-7 2)2 03<T7 Z)2 94<T7 2)2

B=¢(r,2) = 4[92(0’7)2 05(0,7)2 * 04(0,7)?

. (4.20)

The weak Jacobi form of index ¢_2; has simple product form using the Jacobi triple

product for #; and z = (2sin (%))2 = —(y% — y%)Z

H l—yql_lq—)y q")? ) (4.21)

21 A review of the theory can be found in [T4]. We try to follow the notation used there.
22Qur conventions for the 6 functions associated to the spin structure on the torus are

o [Z] (7_7 Z) _ Z efri(n+a)2T+27riz(n+a)+27rib (419)

nez

and the Jacobi theta functions 6; = i1© [

[N
[E—"
D

N
I
@
—
(=]
—
>
w
Il

o[f] and 6 =0 [9].



and the weight zero index one form is one half of the elliptic genus of the K3

2 20 128
X(K35q,y) = 2¢0,1(7,2) = (2y +20+ y) + <y2 -5 216 — 128y + 20y2> q+O(¢°)

(4.22)

4.4 Weak Jacobi Forms and holomorphic anomaly equation

There is a simple connection between the ring of quasi modular forms, which have ring
isomorphism to the ring of almost holomorphic forms[46], which are crucial in the solution
of the holomorphic anomaly equations in rank one Seiberg Witten theories [38] and local
Calabi-Yau spaces [1].

In this section we will show by a very simple argument that the master holomor-
phic anomaly equation for fibre modularity, which reads for the main example
X18(1,1,1,6,9)

(aE + M‘g’i_?’)z?) Zy,(1,2) =0, (4.23)

is solved by a weak Jacobi Form of index m = W.

Because of (4.15]) and (3.24]) given a weak Jacobi form ¢y, (7, 2) one can always define
modular form of weight k as follows

7r2
Gr(r,2) = T BN g (7 2) (4.24)

It follows that the weak Jacobi forms ¢y, , (7, 2) have a Taylor expansion in z with coefficients

that are quasi-modular forms as [18], [14]

7y mé&h(T T mé (T m2&l! (T
Ohm = fo(T)+<€Oé ) + fl(;( )) (27riz)2+<£22(4) + 205:? 2)) + 2k(l§0—|(— 1))> (27riz)4—|—(9(z6).
(4.25)

Here the ' = d, = ﬁ and &, € Mk+2V(F0), i.e. the coefficients of can be expressed as

polynomials of Eisenstein series Fs(7), E4(7) and Eg(7). Moreover from (4.24)) one has

mz2

(8]52 + 12) Ghm(T2) =0 . (4.26)

Prop. 1 of [46]@ implies the claim (4.23). Moreover by (3.25) we can write this as holo-
morphic anomaly equation

mz

2
> Prm(T,2) =0 (4.27)

. 2 77 .
<27mlm (1)0= 1

We note as examples of (4.25) the first coefficients in the expansion of ¢_51(7,2) and

¢0,1(T, 2) are

Epzt  —BE3+ Ey 4 N 35E3 — 21E2Fy + 4Eg I

10
12 1440 362880 +0(),

¢—2,1(7_7 Z) == _22 +

23Gee also http://people.mpim-bonn.mpg.de/zagier/ .
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E3+Ey 4 N —5E3 — 15E,Fy + 8Eg 6
—_2

24 4320
Therefore ¢_o1(7, 2) and ¢0,1(7, z) can be thought of as quasi-modular forms and we can

¢071(7‘, Z) = 12— E2Z2 +

+O(B).  (4.28)

see that they satisfy the modular anomaly equation

2 2
Op,0-21(72) = —J56-21(r,2), Omdoa(r,2) =~ [500.(7,2). (4.29)

Let us finish the section with a comparison of (4.23}4.27) with Witten’s wave equation
for the the topological string partition function that reads [69]

) D D
— ce Z =0. 4.
(8(t’) + 2)\ Cai29"9 D Dtc> (\7,tg) =0 (4.30)

If we apply this equation to Z defined in (4.9) with (#)® = 7 and Q7 = e>™¥8!5 we get in

the large base because of the special from of the intersection matrix of elliptically fibered

Calabi-Yau 3 folds only derivatives in the base direction g for t* and t¢. Identifying A with
z we see already that the index will grow quadratically in dg. A more detailed analysis as
in [52] shows also the shift by Kp so that the large base limit of (4.30)) becomes equivalent

to all equations (4.10)).

4.5 Exact formulae for base degree zero

For base degree dg = 0, since the BPS numbers n((ig) 0= = 0 for genus g > 2, we get from

(5.1)) the formula

By Bs,_9
P(g) _ _ g 9— Li > 9 4.31
0 X33y — 201 \ 3029 - 2) E i3-24(¢%) |, 922, (4.31)

where x is the Euler number. This formula holds not just for the cases of elliptic fibrations

with only I Kodaira fibers [52], whose toric description is reviewed in section 2| but also
for the case discussed in [26] with higher Kodaira fibre and non-abelian gauge symmetries.
We recognize in the multi-cover formula the well-known formula for Eisenstein
series
N BogBog_2
89(g —1)(29 — 2)!

So we see for x = —540 that Péz) = —%Eg, and in general Pég) is a SL(2,Z) modular form
of weight 2g — 2 for g > 2.

P9 = Eago(q), g>2. (4.32)

For the dp = 0 genus one amplitude for our case, we can compute the base degree zero
amplitude Pél) from the formula 1} and modularity formulas proven in [37]. Taking zo —
0 of theses, we compute the determinant of Kéhler metric as det(G) ~ (0,tg)(0xtn) ~

5
?7?51?)342 25+ With Oty = %ZéqE)%él + O(z2). We can hence write the genus one amplitude in

the zo — 0 limit as

_% 1 Z(L( E)g:) - E1og';(z1) — §log(zz) 12 10g(A1A2) + O(22).

4
(4.33)
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A careful calculation show that
(1) 3 3
Py’ = —48log(n(gr)) — 5 log(apaz)- (4.34)

For the dp = 0 genus the zero amplitude Péo) has formally weight —2. We therefore
consider the three point coupling which is the well defined observable after fixing the the
conformal Killing symmetries on the world-sheet. The classical contribution is a cubic
polynomial of the flat coordinates , which encode the classical triple intersection
numbers. Similar to genus one formula , we should shift the base flat coordinate
according to and find

9
3, P = 1 Ealar), (4.35)

which confirms the effective modular weight of —2 since each derivative increases modular

weight by 2.

4.6 Exact formulae for higher base degrees

Our main claim is that the all genus partition function for the topological string elliptic
fibration over P? realized e.g. as degree 18 hypersurface in the weighted projective space is

given by

Pdp (1,2)

Zay (T, 2) ()52 H?ﬁl o 21(r57) , (4.36)
where g4, is an weak Jacobi form of weight £ = 16dp and index m = d?B(dB —1)(dp +4).
Scaling z in @ (T, 2) € Jim by s corresponds to a Hecke-like operator U : J,j,m — JZ’SQm.
The weights and indices of the relevant weak Jacobi forms are summarized in Table [4.3]
Since

(4.37)

dim My (SL(2.2) :{ [k/12] +1 if k # 2 mod 12 }

[k/12] if k=2 mod 12

6
the number of coefficients in cpffB growth like fo—Bs for large dp. The first few number for
dy=1,2,...are 2,17,84, 278,737, 1692, 3501, . . ..
For the case of dp = 1 the two coefficients are fixed by two genus 0 BPS numbers
Q(31Q3 + 113P?)

Q1 =— s . (4.38)

This determines for base degree 1 all genus BPS invariants by (4.364.9l4.5) and the multi-
covering formula (5.1). Up to g = 6 we and dg = 6 we list them in the table . We

notice that they match all the numbers that have been obtained to genus 8 using the

direct integration of the holomorphic anomaly condition, the involution symmetry and the
conifold gap condition. A detailed discussion on the perfect matching with the accessible

enumerative invariants can be found in section [£.2.1]
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Ndg | dp=0] 1 2 3 1 5 6

g=0 3 -1080 | 143370 | 204071184 | 21772947555 | 1076518252152 | 33381348217290
1 0 6 2142 | -280284 | -408993990 | -44771454090 | -2285308753398
2 0 0 9 -3192 412965 614459160 68590330119
3 0 0 0 12 4230 -541440 -820457286
1 0 0 0 0 15 -5256 665745
5 0 0 0 0 0 -18 6270
6 0 0 0 0 0 0 21

g

Table 2: Some BPS invariants n
(dE71)

by (4.38) for all g,dg.

for base degree dp = 1 and ¢g,dp < 6 as determined

Note that(4.36)) implies Hilbert-Scheme like infinite product formulae for the generating

functions. E.g. for dg = 1 one gets

o0

_ 1 (1-¢")? i
Zinz) =1y sin(Z)n(r)18 nl;[l (1 —eeqn)(1 = e—izqn)] P (4.39)

g—1
subspace Vi(l’[ 3 1) in the holomorphic ambiguity (E.8|) and allows already to topological

where By are the Bernoulli numbers. This infinite product formula alone eliminates the
string amplitudes up to g < 18 for this model.

For the dp = 2 three of 17 coefficients can be already fixed by demanding that there
is no pole z=* = A™* in Py(7,2). Note that this pole has to be canceled by the (Z)?
contribution in Ps(7,z). This explains the first term in . The vanishing bound which

we will demonstrate in Section [5.2.1]is a Castelnuovo-like criterium, namely that
n9,=0, for dp>5, g>2dp—3 (4.40)

fixes eleven other constants and implies all vanishing on the right from the edge. The actual
nonzero values of the BPS numbers on the generic part of the edge for dgp > 5

ngte ! =12 — 6dg (4.41)

are then calculated geometrically and yield no further constraints. In order to fix the
remaining three constants one needs the information of any three nonzero numbers in the
same row or the same column way from the numbers . Notice that three numbers
nfli‘?;‘r’, dp =5+14,4=0,1,2 do yield only one constraint. Random patterns of nonzero
numbers away will lead in general to independent equations. The result e.g. fixed
from three genus zero numbers gives

B'Q? (31Q% + 113R?)” 1

- 2507892B% AQ" 0133 AO* B3
2 23887872 + T{16617856 200789 Q"R+ 9070872B°AQ"R

+2355828 B AQR® + 36469B%A%Q° + 764613B% A2Q°R? — 823017B%A?Q*R*
+21935B2 A% RS — 9004644BA3Q8 R — 30250296 BA*Q° R® — 6530148 BA3Q? R®
+31A41Q" + 5986623A4Q"R? + 19960101 A’ Q* R* + 4908413A*QR®],  (4.42)
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g\dg | dg =0 1 2 3 4 5 6

g=0 6 2700 | -574560 | 74810520 | -49933059660 | 7772494870800 | 31128163315047072
1 0 15 -8574 2126358 521856996 1122213103092 879831736511916
2 0 0 -36 20826 -5904756 -47646003780 -80065270602672
3 0 0 0 66 -45729 627574428 3776946955338
4 0 0 0 0 -132 -453960 -95306132778
5 0 0 0 0 0 -5031 1028427996
6 0 0 0 0 0 -18 -771642
7 0 0 0 0 0 0 -7224
8 0 0 0 0 0 0 -24

Table 3: Some BPS invariants for n?
(dE72)

which predicts the BPS numbers in all genus and fibre classes for dp = 2.
For dg = 3 the vanishing, given by

Nges =0,  for dp>8, g>3dg—10 (4.43)

fixes 74 other constants. These conditions are not independent from the conditions that
eliminate the 276 and 27* poles and implies all vanishing on the right from the edge. If
we impose the conditions successively we get {25,47,58,63,67,70,71,72,73,74} conditions
for dp = 8,9,.... The genus zero and one invariants yield 5 and 5 conditions fixing all
coefficients of (3.

As we will argue in section the vanishing conditions for general dp is
1
ng 4y =0, for dg >3dg —1, g > dgdg — 5(3d23 —dp —4) . (4.44)

Together with the data up to genus eight tabulated in appendix A, this allows to fix 4
with 20 and 5 with 2 nontrivial checks respectively. The tables of base degree dp = 4 and
dp = b5 to genus 27 and 41 respectively can be found likewise in the appendix. We appended
the expression for ¢4, d = 1,..,5 in a for algebraic programs readable form to this TeX file.

One can make further checks on the results bases on considerations in section .

For examples we see that for each dp there is a critical value
1
(9°(dB) = 5(36123 —dp +2),dg(dp) = 3dp — 1) (4.45)

in the (g, dg) plane so that the BPS states on the line in the (g, dg) takes the value

dBdE_gc(dB)+2 _ (_1 M

)
il 3(dpdg — (3d% 4+ dp —6)/2) for dp > 3dp — 1, (4.46)

which can be confirmed as well as many other predictions by direct curve counting in
section (£.2.71

These formulas are valid for all genera, so we can consider their implications
for Gopakumar-Vafa (GV) invariants at large genus. We use the Mathematica program
to compute the GV invariants to genus 8, and the results are listed in the tables in the
Appendix. A well-known feature of the GV invariants from algebraic geometric arguments

[48] is that, for a given 2nd-homology class, in our case a pair of fiber and base degrees

28



Ndg | 0 1 2 3 1 5 6 8 9
0 27 | -17280 | 5051970 | -91(5)00 | 22(8)00 | -42(10)68 | 40(12)60 —16( 6)20 | 55(17)80 | 12(22)00
T | -10 | 4764 | -1079298 | 15(5)86 | -16(7)80 | -33(9)68 | 12(12)88 -55( 1)44 | 10(18)24 | 37(21)76
2 0 27 16884 | 4768830 | -81(5)36 | 28(8)63 | 67(10)51 | 45(13)02 | 36(16)60 | 54(19)78
3 0 0 72 48036 | -14(4)90 | 29(5)64 | -79(9)12 —63( 2)64 | -94(15)98 | -11(19)86
1 0 0 0 154 110574 | 38(4)41 | 21(8)04 | 50(11)76 | 12(15)04 | 20(18)021
5 0 0 0 0 -306 247014 | -25(6)52 -21( 0)36 | -11(14)06 | -30(17)40
6 0 0 0 0 0 612 1401468 | 50(8)62 | 74(12)04 | 34(16)43
7 0 0 0 0 0 0 17386 | -49(6)70 | -35(11)70 | -32(15)78
8 0 0 0 0 0 0 63 3396663 | 11(10)79 | 23(14)91
9 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 32418 21(8)14 | -13(13)22
10 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 108 18(6)07 | 57(11)85
11 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1151442 | -16(10)36
12 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 10917 29(8)80
13 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 -36 -24(6)86
14 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1458792
15 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 13770
16 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 15

Table 4: Some BPS invariants for n? dp.3 . To save space we only give the first and the last
two significant digits and the number of omltted digits in brackets.

(dg,dp), the GV invariant n(d )

vanishes for sufficiently large genus g. The largest genus

with non-vanishing GV invariant is called the top genus for the given degrees (dg,dp). For
example, from the GV tables in the Appendix [A] we can see that the top genus for the
degrees (dg, 1) is always dp, while the top genus for (dg,2) is dg for the cases of dp < 4,
and is 6,8 for dg = 5,6 respectively. The situation is summarized in Figure 1 and the
bounds are verified from algebraic geometry in section

We consider whether such vanishing conditions help to fix the unknown coefficients in
the ansatz of the weak Jacobi form. It turns out for the first case of dg = 1, a general ansatz
ensures the vanishings of n(g dp1) = 0 for g > dg, therefore this does not help to fix
the two coefficients in the numerator in the formula . To understand this structure,
let us analyze the formula for ¢_2 1(7, 2) in , which can be also written in the infinite
product form. For comparing with GV invariants, we define the variable z = (2sin(%))?,
then we find

1 —9g" 2n
*“/'H +2q" — 29" + ¢*")?

¢—2,1(T,2) A—g (4.47)

n=1
So we see that excluding the total factor of z, in the power series expansion of the infinite
product, the power of ¢ is always no less than that of 2. Using the series expansion (1 +
z)72=3"2° (—1)"(n+ 1)a™, we find the inverse can be written as
B S— —li(—l)"(wr 1q"[z" + fn1(2)] (4.48)
- n— ’ :
boon(rs) | wie
where f,—1(x) is a polynomial of z of degree n — 1. Topological string free energy in the
dp = 1 case has no multi-cover contributions from lower degrees, and according to the
general ansatz (4.36)) is simply ¢_21(7, 2)~! multiplying a modular form of weight 16 and
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8=/ [ a8=4 [ aB=3 d8=2 dB=1

Figure 1: The figure shows the boundary of non-vanishing curves for the values of dg =
1,2,3,4,5. The dot on each dp line at (¢°(dp) = 3(3d% — dp + 2),d%(dg) = 3dg — 1)
indicates the value at which the boundary slope becomes generic and the numbers of BPS
states on the line are given by .

the factor of (W)%, which only increase the ¢ power in the series expansion. Here the

factor q% comes from the shift of base Kahler parameter such that the partition function

has a nice modular form. From the well-known GV expansion of the topological free energy,
g

expansion 1} that indeed the GV invariant n*z] 1) vanishes for g > dg. Furthermore,

using the formula 1} we can easily calculate the top genus numbers n?g,l) =3(—1)9(g+1).

This agrees with the numbers in the tables of GV invariants and can be also derived from

the coefficient of ¢%#29~1 is exactly the GV invariant n Therefore we see from the

algebraic geometric arguments in section [5.2.1
Now we consider the general cases of higher base degrees. Similar to the case of
¢—21(7,2) in (4.47)), we can also expand ¢g (T, z) as power series of z, ¢

$o1(1,2) = —x(1 — 102q + 2°¢%) + Z q" fa(z), (4.49)

n=0

where f,,(x) symbolizes a degree n polynomial of z. Overall the difference of the powers of
x and ¢ in both the series ¢_o1(7,2) and ¢o1(7, 2) is always no larger than 1. So we can

consider the sub-family of ansatz with only ¢_21(7, 2) in the denominator, namely

dp(dg—3)

=R E4 F, dpldp=3) _
Z flSd]j;(ry)C( : 6>¢*2,1(7-7 Z)kQSO,l(T’ Z) B QB k’ (450)
k=-—1

)36dz5
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where fi84,+ok(E4, Es) symbolizes a modular form of weight 18dp + 2k, which is a polyno-
mials of F4 and Eg with many unknown coefficients, so that the total modular weight and
index are the same as the more general ansatz with the product HZi 1 0—2.1(7,kz) in
the denominator. From the power series of ¢_21(7,2) and ¢o,1(7,2) in z,q and including
the factor of quTB from the shift of base Kahler parameter, we deduce that the sub-family
of ansatz (4.50)) contribute only to the GV invariants n?dEde) with ¢ < dg + W + 1.
On the other hand, from the algebra-geometric arguments in section the top genus

with non-vanishing GV invariants for the case of dg = 0 is always w + 1. For a given

dp, the top genus as a function of dg is strictly monotonically increasing, i.e. the top genus
for (dg + 1,dp) is always strictly bigger than that of (dg,dp). Therefore we deduce that
the top genus with non-vanishing GV invariants for degrees (dg, dp) is always no less than
dg + w + 1. Furthermore, when d is sufficiently large, from the algebraic geometric
arguments, the top genus is given by a formula dpdg + %(—3d23 +dp+2), which is certainly
much larger than dr + W
ansatz , so that the GV invariants vanish at sufficiently large genus, then the addition
of extra ansatz of the form does not affect the conditions. So we conclude that the
sub-family of ansatz can not be fixed by vanishing GV conditions.

The reverse is also true, namely, any remaining ambiguities which can not be fixed
by vanishing GV conditions are necessarily of the form . To see this, we note that

(2 sin(%))2 can be written as a polynomial of z = (2sin(3))? of degree k, more explicitly

+ 1. We can choose a particular solution from the general

(28111(%))2 =z fr-1(z), (4.51)

where fr_1(x) is a degree k — 1 polynomial, related to the Chebyshev polynomials. For
example, for k = 2, we have (2sinz)? = z(4 — x). The constant term f;_1(0) in the

(2 sin(’%z))2

polynomial is always k? since we have ~ k2 in the limit 2 ~ z ~ 0. When we

T
expand m for k > 1 as power series of x, q, we see that the power of x has no upper
bound for a given power of ¢, unlike the case of k = 1. So if the factor fr_i(x) is not
cancelled in the denominator, the ansatz would contribute to the GV invariants n? ds.dp) of
arbitrarily large genus g for the given degrees (dg,dp), and we can always fix them with
vanishing GV invariants, even without the precise knowledge of the top genus. Furthermore,
we require that the power of x in the generating function of the GV invariants is always
no less than —1, since the lowest genus is zero. Those ansatz that contribute to =" with
n > 1 can be always fixed by this requirement. Overall we have at most one factor x in the
denominator for those ansatz that are not affected by these considerations. Thus all ansatz
except for those of the form can be fixed in this way.

This is checked by actual calculations. One can easily count that the sub-family of ansatz
has 2, 3, 10, 26 unknown coefficients for base degrees dg = 1, 2, 3, 4 respectively. After
we impose the conditions that the generating function of GV invariants start from genus
zero and vanish at sufficiently large genus for a given fiber degree, these are the indeed

the remaining numbers of unfixed coefficients in the more general ansatz (4.36)) with the
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denominator HZB;I ¢—2.1(7,kz2).
We can also see the scaling of the top genus for a given base degree dp and for large

fiber degree dg. We can expand more explicitly

1 1 0 .
¢—21(7,kz) - Cwfer(2) +nz::1q In-1(z fr—1()), (4.52)

where fi_1(z) is the polynomial in (4.51) and g,—1 is a degree n — 1 polynomial. There are
also multi-cover contributions from lower degrees. For example, we can consider k-cover

contributions from the base degree one formula. The denominator can be expanded as

S T L e (i (@), (4.53)
n=1

¢_o1(kT kz) zfioi(z

where the polynomials f;_1,¢g,—1 are the same as in . We see that the first terms,
which would have unbounded powers of x in series expansion, are the same. At the end,
the polynomial f;_1(x) must be cancelled in the denominator, so that the resulting GV
invariants have a top genus. In this way we see that the minimal requirements for the
denominator of the ansatz at base degree dp is indeed Hii 1 9—21(7, kz), otherwise there
will be non-vanishing GV invariants at arbitrarily large genus for fixed degrees from the
multi-cover contributions. Since the factor fy_i(x) in the denominator of the first term in
is eventually canceled, this term contributes a finite polynomial of x in the generating
function of GV invariants and does not affect the leading scaling behavior of the top genus
for large fiber degree. At the base degree dp, the leading contribution to the top genus
comes from the second term in for k = dp with large n, and scales like g;,, ~ dpdEg.
However it is more tricky to determine the exact formula in this way for the cases of dg > 1.
We find that the exact top genus numbers are not universal for the general ansatz ,
and the top genus formula dgdg + %(—BdQB + dp + 2) for large dp derived from algebraic
arguments only appears for the the particular solution in topological string theory.

This approach can be combined with the B-model holomorphic anomaly approach to
compute higher genus topological string amplitudes. Using the involution symmetry and
the boundary conditions at the conifold point, we find that the exact formula at base degree
dp can provide sufficient boundary data to fix the B-model formula at genus 9(dg+1), valid
for all base and fiber degrees, see the Appendixes for more details. On the other hand, in
order to fix the exact formula at base degree dp, we need to fix the ansatz (4.50) with some
non-vanishing GV invariants. In particular, consider the term in with £ = W
in the sum. Since ¢_51(7, 2) ~ = in the power series expansion of x, ¢, this term contributes
only to and can be only fixed by topological string free energy or some non-vanishing GV
invariants of genus no less than W + 1. The contributions of the other terms in
start from lower genus. On the other hand, the modular form coefficients in the ansatz
have different modular weights for different k, and their contributions can not cancel
when we extract the contributions at a given genus by expanding for small z. Therefore

d8(dB=3) 1 1 it is also

if we only know the B-model formula at any genus no less than 5
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already sufficient to fix the ansatz (4.50|) at base degree dp. This is checked by actual low

W + 1, we can repeat

base degrees calculations. Thus, as long as 9(dp + 1) >
this procedure to fix the exact formula with increasing base degrees. If no other obstacle
arises, we foresee the eventual termination of this recursive process only at dp = 20. In
this way we can in principle determine the exact formula up to base degree dg = 20 (for
all genera and fiber degrees), and the topological string free energy up to genus 189 (for all
base and fiber degrees). In practice we provide here the solution of the topological strings

up to dg = 5 for all genera and genus g = 8 for all degrees.

5 BPS invariants

After a technical recapitulating of the the physical definition of the BPS invariants in
Section the main part of the section is devoted to the direct geometrical calculation of
the unrefined BPS invariants or Gopakumar-Vafa invariants for the Xig(1,1,1,6,9) Calabi-
Yau 3-fold in section 5.2

5.1 Physical definition of the BPS invariants

In this section we recall the definition of the integer BPS invariants from F (A, t) or Z(\, ).
In view of the similarity of the all genus expansions discussed in section [4.6|and the product
expansion of | . ) based on the Borcherds lifting of automorphic forms of 0(2, n,Z), see [7]
and [50] the formulae and should give further hints how to characterize Z. We

comment on possible refinements in [5.1.2]in analogy to the F-string.

5.1.1 Unrefined BPS invariants

The unrefined BPS states multiplicities n% € Z are defined by their contribution to a

Schwinger-Loop integral in 5d N = 2 supergravity theory [23]@

FAt) =classt) + > ZZ <2sm< ;))29_2 ™ (5.1)

BEH>(M3,Z) =0 m= 1

Note that ¢” = exp(27i Zb2 (M3) to‘ﬂa) and y2 —y~ 27 = 2isin (=2 ) One can interpret § as
BPS charge and ) t“f, as the central charge mass term. In the 5-field theory the fugacity
A\ traces the left spin of the BPS states.

The n% € 7Z may be calculated by identifying the above expression to the perturbative

topological string expansion on M
F(At) =class(t) + Z)\2g 2F9(t) Z Z )\25’72r§q6 , (5.2)
9=0 9=0 BeHy(M,Z)

where A is now the topological string coupling constant. The Gromov-Witten invariants

r% € Q can be mathematically defined and in suitable cases calculated using localization.

24Caligraphic letters should refer to quantities in the holomorphic limit.
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In this article we use mirror symmetry, modularity, the holomorphic anomaly equation and
direct curve counting to obtain the F(9)(t). With

il

B
Z)\Zg 2(—1)7H 22 Lig 9(q) (5.3)
—_1m 2s1n (mT

29(2g —2)!

where Li,(z) = > 72, ,f—:l and the Bernoulli numbers are defined in 1} Using further
((—n) = —]fl’ff for n € N, we get

— (_1)9+1,0 \329329—2’
Fy(t) = (-1) n029(2g 529 —9)1 +0(q), for n>1, (5.4)

which matches the constant map contribution [19] for n$ = —&. Exponentiating (5.1)) one
gets [50L 47]

H (H 1—y q”) knﬁ) H H Y9I~ -1 ﬁ)( DI (2% )ng . (5.5)
m=k

B

5.1.2 Refined BPS invariants

Let us define as in [40] in analogy with (4.2}f4.4))
F= 2(61 + €)M (ere2)? ' FUOM (q,Q) (5.6)

We decompose the genus g amplitude as

Fol = % FP(gQ° . (5.7)

BEH> (Bn:Z)
then holomorphic anomaly equation for E-strings [41] becomes

aFYM 1 L I n(n+1) n
n _ g1,h1)F(g g1,h— hl) F(g—l,h) o F(g,h—l)
of, 212 22 T agfm
1=0¢1=0 s=

(5.8)
Making an analogous fibre and base separation as in lj of the E-string geometry %K 3
surface with the rational elliptic fibration & — P!, one finds [28] for the massless E-string

the analogous equation to (4.10)), compare [?]
1 ‘
<8E2 21 [6162(n + n) (e1 + 62)2n]> Zf—strmg(,]_’ €1, 62) =0. (5.9)

We note that in the Nekrasov-Shatashvili limit the solution will be a weak Jacobi form.
Indeed the index growth linearly as in the N = 4 case discussed in the introduction. In the
general case we expect as solution a meromorphic weak Jacobi theta function. The refined
BPS invariants

NéL’jR €Np .
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are labelled by 5 € Ha(M,Z) and jr, jr, the 5d left and right spin

. 1
JL,JR € QZzo .
If we define
[]}z _ x2j + $—2j+2 4o+ x2j—2 + m2j

then (5.1)) generalizes with u = €’* and v = €2 to

2(]L+JR)N]LJR [m]L](uv) [mjr] (%)

61,62, Z Z Z —m —m qmﬁ ) (5‘10)

BETT j1.jm m=1 —uTE)(0E — 077

while ((5.5) generalizes to [43] 1'3]E|

JL/R (—1)26L+irR) NP

eI T I T (- (9" e uimbig)

B jL/r=0mp/r=—jr/r M1,m2=1

(5.11)
For the E-string (4.39)) generalizes to

JLJR e _ E4(Q)
=Y S MRl ST N T
2 2s M@ T (1 — wg) (1 — ") (1 — (1 — L)

(5.12)

This can easily seen to be compatible with (5.8]). Eqs (5.8)),(5.9) and (5.12)) suggest that a
refinement of (4.13), (4.10) and (4.39). We will discuss this further in [37].

5.2 Gopakumar-Vafa invariants from geometry

5.2.1 Geometry of curves

In this section, we describe the geometry of a number of families of curves in the X5(1,1,1,6,9)
model, from which a good number of GV invariants can be extracted. For simplicity, we
will simply refer to this model as X in this section.

We begin by reviewing some results and notation from [I1], which will be used to describe
the geometry.

The Calabi-Yau X is described as a blowup of a degree 18 weighted hypersurface in
P(1,1,1,6,9) at its (unique) singular point 1 = x9 = 3 = 0. As noted earlier, X has
Hodge numbers h! = 2 and h*! = 272, and Euler characteristic —540.

The exceptional divisor F is isomorphic to P2. Projection to the first three coordinates
of the weighted projective space presents X as a Weierstrass elliptic fibration 7 : X — P2.
Let L = 7=1(£) be the pullback of a line £ C P? to X, and let H = 3L + E. Then 7*(z1),
7 (xz2), and 7*(x3) are sections of L, 7*(x4) is a section of 2H, and 7*(z5) is a section of
3H.

25See [13] for a mathematical definition of the N jBL j, in the local case using the virtual Bialynicki-Birula
decomposition of the moduli space Pandharipande-Thomas invariants.
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For the benefit of those readers more familiar with the toric description, we refer to (2.3))
where the two descriptions of the divisors are related: the toric divisor Dy, is identified with
E, the divisor classes of the toric divisors D, are all equal to L for ¢ = 1,2,3, the toric
divisor D, is in the class 2H, and the toric divisor D, is in the class 3H.

The Kéhler cone of X is generated by H and L. The triple intersections are
H3 =09, H?L =3, HL? =1, L} =o. (5.13)

Dually, the Mori cone is generated by the class of an elliptic fiber f and the class of a
line / C E ~ P2
Now, let C' C X be a connected curve (not necessarily reduced or irreducible, but having

no embedded points). The invariants of C' are
dE=C~H, dBZC-L, g:pa(C), (5.14)

where the last is the arithmetic genus of C'. The curves of fixed (g;dg,dp) are parametrized
by a Hilbert scheme, and we will be able to describe many of these as well as the corre-
sponding GV invariants.

As a comment on the mathematical rigor of our calculations, we are actually studying
PT moduli spaces and computing PT invariants, which are mathematically equivalent to
the GV invariants invariants by [64]. However, we will frequently simplify the exposition
by using the language of Hilbert schemes as in [48] and then describing corrections required
by the use of stable pairs. The reader is referred to [64] for more details, and to [13] for an
amplification of the comparison between the methods of [13] and [48]

We say that (dg,dp) is the degree of C, and sometimes use the notation Cy, 4, for a
curve of degree (dg,dp). A fiber f has degree (1,0) and a line £ C E has degree (0,1).

We are able to completely describe the moduli space of connected curves of degree
(dg,dp) and genus g for various dg, dp, and g. In this section we describe the geometric
principles that these descriptions are based on. In the next section, we will apply these
principles to compute various moduli spaces with dg < 5 and use this description to compute

the associated Gopakumar-Vafa invariants, and make some comments about general dp.

Lemma 1. Let C have degree (dg,dp). Then w(C') is a plane curve of degree dp, including
multiplicity.

Proof. We compute the degree of 7(C) as

w(C) 4=C -7 '()=C-L=dg, (5.15)
where ¢ C P? is a line. O
Corollary 1. A curve of degree (dg,0) is a union of dg fibers (including multiplicity).

Proof. By Lemmall] 7(C) is a finite point set, hence C'is a union of fibers. Since each fiber
has degree (1,0), the result follows. O
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Lemma 2. Ifdp < 3dp, then for any curve C of degree (dg,dp) at least one component of
C' (with its reduced structure) is contained in E. In particular, if in addition C' is irreducible,

then dgp = 0 and Cieq C E, where Cyeq is the reduced (multiplicity 1) structure on C.

Proof. To see this, we first note that if a curve C’ is not contained in F, then C' - E > 0,
as the intersection number is just a count of the intersection points of C' and E with

multiplicity. Then we compute
C-E=C-(H-3L)=dg—3dp. (5.16)

If this is negative, it follows immediately that some component C’ of C' must be contained
in E. If in addition C' is irreducible, it follows that Cieq C E. Since H - E = 0, it follows
that dg = C - H = 0 as claimed. O

Remark. If Cq C F, it is possible for C itself to not be contained in E due to thickenings

in a direction transverse to E.

Proposition 1. If C' has degree (0,dp), then its genus satisfies

g <55 —1)(ds ~2),

with equality holding if and only if C' is a plane curve of degree dp after identifying E with
P2.

The second half of the proposition says that if we try to thicken components of C outside
of F, the genus would be less than if we thicken inside F.

Proof. We have C'- H = dg = 0. Since H is ample on the weighted hypersurface in
P(1,1,1,6,9) before the blowup, the only way for the intersection C' - H to be 0 is for Ceq
to be contained in E. Since any P? in a Calabi-Yau threefold has a neighborhood which is
isomorphic to a neighborhood of P? inside local P?, the result follows from the corresponding

result for local P2.
O

Remark. We will see in the next subsection that for each dg > 2, non-reduced curves

occur generically in moduli spaces of curves with particular dg and g.

We now set out to find the largest possible genus of a connected curve of degree (dg, dp).
Part of our strategy in studying curves is to first study irreducible curves and then study
how the components can glue together.

By Lemma (1} a curve C of degree (dg,dp) is contained in a surface 7—1(D) where
D C E ~ P? is a plane curve of degree less than or equal to dg. The degree will be strictly
less than dp if and only if some component of 7(C) has multiplicity greater than 1.

By analogy with the case of curves in P3, where the genus of a curve of degree d is
maximized when the curve is contained in a plane, one might expect that in our situation
the genus is maximized if the degree of D is one, i.e. when C C 7 1(¢) for some line £ C E.

This turns out to be the case for irreducible curves with dg > 0.
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Proposition 2. Suppose C' is an irreducible curve of degree (dg,dp) with dg > 0. Then
1
gngdB—§(3dQB—dB—2),

with equality holding if and only if C C w=1(¢) for some £. In that case, C C S is the zero
locus of a section of Os(dgL + dgFE). The moduli space of all curves C (not necessarily
irreducible) given by all € and all sections of Os(dgL + dgE) is a Pdeds—(1/2)(3d}+dp—4)

bundle over P2,

Part of the proof involves an analysis of certain curves in surfaces of the form S = 7~1(¢)
which will be given below. Another part of the proof is analogous to the proof of the
Castelnuovo bound for the genus of a curve of fixed degree in P3. The proof itself is

omitted.

We now describe curves in a smooth S = 7~1(¢).

Suppose that S € |L|, i.e. S = 7~ 1(¢) for some line ¢ C P2. Then for C C S, 7(C) is
either a point p (in which case C is an elliptic fiber of 7, hence completely understood), or
7(C) = £. Conversely, if C' is any curve in X for which 7(C) = ¢, then C C S = 7 1(¢).

We now describe all divisors on S associated to line bundles on S which are restrictions
of line bundles on X. We denote restrictions to S by a subscript, so that the basic divisor
classes on S are Eg and Lg. For divisors D and D’ on X we have for the intersection on S
of their restrictions

Ds-Dy=D-D'-L, (5.17)

where the intersection on the right hand side is taken in X.

From (5.17)), (5.13), and E = H — 3L we get
E(=-3 EsHs=0, HA=3, HsLs =1, EsLs =1, L% =0. (5.18)

Let C C S be in the class [C] = dgLs + dgFEg. Then by we see that C- L = dg and
C - H = dg, consistent with our earlier conventions. The moduli of such C in fixed S is a
projective space of dimension depending on (dg, dp) of a genus also depending on (dg, dp).
We now turn to computing the genus and dimension.

For simplicity of exposition, we assume that S is smooth. The adjunction formula says
Kg = 0g(Lg). (5.19)

By the projection formula we get H°(S, Kg) = HY(S,Os(Ls)) = H°(¢,0(1)) and so
pg = dim H 0(S, Kg) = 2. Here we are using the language of classical algebraic geometry,
where p, = dim H%(S, Kg) is the geometric genus of a complex surface.

It is not hard to see that ¢ := h'(S,Og) = 0. So

x(Os)=1—-q+pg=3. (5.20)
The genus is given by

1 1
g= 50 (C+Kg)+1= 3 (dpLs +dpEs) ((dgp+1)Ls+dpEs) +1 (5.21)
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which simplifies to
1
9 =dpdp+ (=3d% +dp +2). (5.22)

The curves C C S are a projective space of dimension h%(S,O(C)) — 1. If dg > 0 and
dp > 1then C — Kg = C — Lg is ample, so by Kodaira vanishing we have h'(S,0(C)) = 0
for i > 0. So we only need to compute x(O(C)):

A (O(C)) = %0 (C = Ks) + x(Og) = dudp — % (34 +dj — 6). (5.23)

Since the moduli of these S is just P? corresponding to the family of lines in P2, the moduli
space of such curves C' is a PX(O(©)~1_bundle over P2, with x(O(C)) given by (5.23).

5.2.2 Examples and Computations

In this section, we apply the results of the previous section to describe many moduli spaces
of curves and compute the associated Gopakumar-Vafa invariants. We denote the moduli
space of curves of degree (dg,dp) and genus g by ./\/lflE dg- 1 MgE 4y 15 smooth and there

are no curves of degree (dg,dp) and genus strictly greater than g, we have

im MY
dim Mgy (MZE,dB> , (5.24)

ni]lE:dB = (=1)

a formula that may need correction as discussed in Section [5.2.1
Now let Cg 4. be the universal curve, also supposed smooth, and suppose that there
E,4B
are no other curves of degree (dg,dp) and genus greater than or equal to g — 1. Then we
have, by [48]

— dim M, 1
gt = (-1 Mapan® (x (MgE,dB) (29— 2)x (MgEydB)) . (5.25)

This formula may also need correction.

Examples: We begin with dg = 0 and any dg > 0. Then we assume dg > 0 and treat
0 <dp <5 in turn.

dg = 0.

If g = (dgp—1)(dp —2)/2, then Proposition (1| says that Mg’dB is identical to the moduli
space of plane curves of degree dg in local P2. In particular, the GV invariants na dp for
g < pa(dp) are identical with the well-known GV invariants of local P2, This observa-
tion provides the geometric verification of the GV invariants in the entire first columns of
Tables BHI3L

We will see later that a similar argument can be used to compute or verify many of the
GV invariants in some of the subsequent columns.

Now let C' have degree (dg,dp) with dg > 0 and we set out to bound the genus.
dg = 0.

If dg = 0, then by Corollary [I| any curve with dg = 0 is a union of fibers.
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It is well known that for an elliptically fibered Calabi-Yau threefold X over a base B,

the only nonzero Gopakumar-Vafa invariants in multiples of the fiber class f are

1
ng = x(B), d>0
5.26
We therefore get
n2E70 = 540 (dE > 0), nio =3, (5'27)

in agreement with the dg = 0 rows of Tables
dg =1.

We compute some Gopakumar-Vafa invariants for dg = 1 by geometry and always find
complete agreement with Table [2] and additional calculations we have done beyond the
table.

We put D = 7(C) and note that D = ¢ is a line, by Lemma |1, Then C has a unique
irreducible component C’ mapping by m onto D. Since any other components of C map to
points, they must be unions of fibers, which have dg = 0. Thus C has dp = 1. By Propo-
sition [1) we have g(C) < 0. Hence g(C) = 0 and C' is a line in E, again by Proposition
Since C' has degree (0,1), we see that the remaining components have degree (dg,0), hence
consists of dg fibers by the dg = 0 case. Thus C' is the union of a line in £ and df fibers,
and necessarily has genus dg. ;From this description, we see that Mgg 118 the relative
Hilbert scheme of dg points on lines in the plane, a P?2-bundle over P2. Hence by

we have

nge, = (~1)%3(dg +1) (5.28)
ngi = 0(d<dpg). '

The second equation follows since the same description shows that all curves of degree (d, 1)
have genus d < dg.

These results agree with those presented in the dgp = 1 row of Tables We have
also checked these results for much larger values of dg, and always find agreement.
dg = 2.

We compute some Gopakumar-Vafa invariants for dg = 2 by geometry and always find
complete agreement with Table [3] and additional calculations we have done beyond the
table.

We D = 7(C') and note that D has degree 1 or 2.

If D is a line ¢, then C C 7—%(¢). By Proposition [2 we get g = 2dp — 4.

If D = ¢1 U/ is union of lines, then just as in the dp = 1 case we have that C contains
irreducible components C'y and Cy mapping isomorphically by 7 to ¢; and ¢ respectively.
Since each C; has degree (0, 1), the remaining components of C' have degree (dg,0), hence
consist of dg fibers. Thus C consists of the reducible conic C1 U Cy in E with dg fibers
attached.

If D is an irreducible conic, then C' has a unique component C' mapping to C' with
degree 1. Hence by smoothness of C' we see that C' is isomorphic to C. By Proposition [l C
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is a conic in E. Since C has degree (0, 2), we see just as in the last case that C' is the union of
C and dg fibers. The last two cases combine into one moduli space of curves, parametrizing
conics in E (both smooth and singular) with dg fibers attached. This description shows
that moduli space is isomorphic to the relative Hilbert scheme of dg points on plane conics.
This space is smooth for dg < 3 [48].

Thus the moduli space of all curves of degree (dg,2) has two components: the one
just described as the relative Hilbert scheme of dr points on plane conics, and the other
component parametrizing curves in a surface S = Tr_I(E) as in Proposition

The curves of the first component have genus dg, and the curves of the second component
have genus 2dg — 4. Thus we have ¢ < max(dg,2dr —4). The maximum is realized on the
first component for dg < 4 and on the second component for dg > 4.

So for dg < 3, all curves of genus g = dg are unions of plane conics in F with dg fibers
attached, so this moduli space is isomorphic to the relative Hilbert scheme of dg points on

plane conics, and this Hilbert scheme is smooth. Computing Euler characteristics exactly

as in [48] or [I3], we have by (/5.24))
n872 = —6, niQ =15, ng’z = —36, n%,g = 66 (5.29)

in agreement with the numbers in Tables The same argument also shows that all
numbers to the left of these numbers are zero.

For dg > 5, the above discussion shows that curves of genus g = 2dg —4 are all contained
in surfaces S = 771(¢) and are described by Proposition So M?li’fgzl is a P2¢2=5 bundle

over P2, hence by (5.24) we get

nglet = =3 (2dp — 4) (5.30)
and
nyrt =0,  d<dp, (5.31)

in agreement with the dg = 2 lines of Tables for dp > 5. We have also checked these
results for much larger values of dp and always find agreement.

Our last set of checks come from the application of to curves of type ((1,2)).
From the genus formula max(dg,2dr — 4) we see that the hypotheses of hold if
dg < 2dg — 5, so that dg > 6. We need to describe the universal curve C;Z‘?{% Given a
point of the universal curve, which we denote by (C, p), we have a natural map 632?2_4 — X
obtained by forgetting C. We claim that the fiber is a P2?2=6_bundle over P!, hence the
universal curve is smooth.

To see this, note that the line ¢ for which C' C S = 7~ !(f) must contain the point
q = 7(p). Therefore the lines ¢ used to describe curves in the fiber over p form a P!
rather than a P2. The fiber is itself fibered over this P!, and it only remains to find
the fiber of this last fibration. Now fixing ¢, hence fixing S, the possible curves C are
those corresponding to sections of H(S,O(dgLs + dgEs)) which vanish at p, which is a
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hyperplane in H(S,O(dgLs + dgEs)). So the fiber is a P?¥2=6 rather than a P2?2—°  as
claimed.
We can now apply (5.25)) to compute

g0 = (=540)(2)(2dp — 5) + (4dp — 10)3(2dp —4),  dg > 6,
which simplifies to
ngety 0 =12(2dp - 5)(dp - 92),  dp > 6, (5.32)

which agrees with the results in Table [3] as well as larger values of dg. Furthermore, all

numbers to the left of these numbers are zero, which also checks.

The general procedure should now be clear. We let D = 7(C') and we study the cases
where D has irreducible components of each possible degree and multiplicity. In other words
the degree dp curve D can split up into components D; of degree d; and multiplicity m;.
So the possible components of moduli can be indexed by partitions of dp into unordered

lists of pairs ((dj, m;)) with repetition allowed satisfying
dB = ijdj (5.33)
J

Correspondingly, C' splits up into a union of components C};, mapping by 7 to D; with
multiplicity m;, possibly together with fibers. We investigate the maximum genus of each
Cj. The genus of C can then be maximized by configuring the curves C; and any fibers so
that they intersect in as many points (including multiplicity) as possible.

For dp = 1, only the partition ((1,1)) is possible. For dp = 2 we could have either
((2,1)), ((1,2)), or ((1,1),(1,1)), and all cases occurred in our discussion above.

The analysis gets more intricate for each degree. Rather than carry out this program
for dgp < 5, we content ourselves with presenting some Gopakumar-Vafa invariants that can
be computed by these methods, giving the corresponding ((d;,m;)), and matching to the
tables.

For any dp > 2 some strata combine naturally, as we already saw for dg = 2. Let
dp = Z?:l be a partition of dp and consider the list ((d;, 1);‘?:1). These strata combine to
describe the Hilbert scheme of dg points on plane curves of degree dp. The stratification
is just an artifact of our method, corresponding to splitting up the moduli space according
to the degrees of the components of the plane curve.
dg = 3.

We compute some Gopakumar-Vafa invariants for dg = 3 by geometry and always find
complete agreement with Table [d] and additional calculations we have done beyond the
table.

In this case, the possible lists are ((1, 1), (1,1),(1,1)), ((3,1)), ((1,3)),((2,1),(1,1)), ((1,2),
or (1,1)),
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((3,1)), ((2,1),(1,1)), and ((1,1),(1,1),(1,1)) combine to give plane cubics union d fibers,
with moduli space the relative Hilbert scheme of dg points on plane cubics, which are curves

of genus dp + 1.

((1,3)) are curves in a surface of the form S = 7~1(¢), which have genus 3dr — 11 by
Proposition
((1,2),(1,1)) is the union of a curve in a surface of the form S = 7~1(¢), a line in FE,
and possibly some fibers. It is not hard to see by extending the analysis below that the
maximum genus is attained when there are no additional fibers. So C' is the union of a
curve Cy, 2 in S and a line Cy; C E (which has degree (0,1)). Here and in the sequel, a
subscript denotes the degree of a curve. We have already seen that Cy, 2 has genus 2dg — 4.

The genus of C' is therefore (2dg — 4) +m — 1, where m is the number of intersection
points Z of Cy,, 2 and ¢. We claim that either m = 1 or we are actually in the ((1, 3)) case.
Since Cp,;1 C E we see that Z C Cy, 2 N E. Since SN E is a line, it follows that if m > 2,
then Cp; must be equal to that line. In that case C' C S, and we are really in the ((1,3))
case. So m = 1 and C has genus 2dg — 4.

Combining the three cases, we have g < max(dg + 1,3dg — 11,2dg — 4).

The maximum genus is attained in the first case for dp < 5, in the second case for
dg > 7, and in the third case for 5 < dg < 7.

If dg < 4, then the maximum genus dg + 1 can only be attained in the first case, and
Mgg 12)1 is the relative Hilbert scheme of dg points on plane cubics, which is smooth by [48].

So we compute from the relative Hilbert scheme
ngs =—10, ni 5 =27, nj4 = —72, nys =154, nj4 = —306. (5.34)

This agrees with Tables 6] In addition, our now-familiar argument shows that all num-
bers to the left of these numbers in the tables are zero, in agreement with the tables.

If dg > 8, then the maximum genus 3dg — 11 can only be attained in the second case
((1,3)), and ./\/132’?3_11 is a P3?5~13_bundle over P? by Proposition [2, Hence, for dg > 8 we

have

niE = (~1)%H9(dp — 4). (5.35)
For these dg we also have nzdf M _0ford<d g. We have checked these results for large

values of dg and always find agreement.

For dp = 6, the maximum genus 2dp — 4 = 8 can only be realized in the third case
((1,2),(1,1)). By the discussion above, we have C' = Cg 2 UCy 1, where Cp 2 lies in a surface
S = 7=1(¢) and the line Co,1 intersects Cg 2 in exactly one point. But Cs2-F = 0 by .
On the other hand, Cg 2 cannot be disjoint from F, since it intersects Cp 1 C F nontrivially.
Therefore Cg o has a component which lies entirely in E, necessary a line or a conic. If
it contains a conic plane curve, then since it also contains the line Cp; then it contains a
(reducible) cubic plane curve. So we are really in the case of a cubic with dg fibers already
considered. So Cg 2 contains a line. The remaining components are a curve Cg 1, which by

the dp = 1 case are a line and 6 fibers. If the two lines are distinct, then they form a conic
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and we are in the previous case. Otherwise the line has multiplicity 2, and the curve Cg 2 is
the union of the line Eg with multiplicity 2 (in S) and 6 fibers. The line Cy; is arbitrary.
So ./\/lg’g is the product of P? and the relative Hilbert scheme of 6 points in lines in P2. Since

this relative Hilbert scheme is a PS-bundle over P2, this gives
ng s = 63, (5.36)

in agreement with Table Furthermore, all of the numbers to the left are zero, again in
agreement.

We can also apply for curves of type ((1,3)), which have genus 3dgy — 11. The
hypotheses hold if dg > 9 and then we get

note 12 = (—1)™ ((~540)(2)(3dp — 13) + (6d — 24)(3)(3dp — 12))
which simplifies to
it = (—1)%8 (54)(d? — 68d +276),  dp > 9, (5.37)

which agrees with the results in Table [4] as well as larger values of dg. Furthermore, all
numbers to the left of these numbers are zero, which also checks.
dg = 4.

We compute some Gopakumar-Vafa invariants for dg = 4 by geometry and always find
complete agreement with Table and additional calculations we have done beyond the
table. By now we have provided enough examples that we can simply present our results
and the reader will be able to check details.

Combining the cases ((4,1)), ((3,1),(1,1)), ((2,1),(2,1)), ((2,1),(1,1),(1,1)), and
((1,1),(1,1),(1,1),(1,1)), we consider plane quartic curves in E with dg fibers attached.
These curves have genus dg+3. If dg < 6, any curve of degree (dg,4) and genus dg + 3 can
be seen to be of this type, and furthermore there are no curves of that degree and higher
genus. We conclude that Mjg ZS is the relative Hilbert scheme of dg points on plane quartic
curves, a P4~ bundle over Hilb?® (P?), and is smooth for dg < 5 [48]. We therefore get

g1 = (~1)28 (15 — dp)x(Hilb?s (P?)), (5.38)
hence by computing Euler characteristics
ng, =15, ny=—42, nj, =117, n§, = —264, nj, = 561, n5, = —1080.  (5.39)

The same argument confirms in the usual way that all numbers to the left of these are zero,
in agreement with the tables.

For curves of type ((1,4)), i.e. curves contained in a surface S = 7 1(¢), we have
g =4dg—21, and Mécgjgl is a P42—=24_bundle over P? by Proposition If dg > 11, then
any curve of this degree and genus is of this type, and there are no curves of this degree
and higher genus. This gives
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in complete agreement with our calculations. Also nflflf 2L — 0 for d < dp.

For dp = 7 we have curves of type ((1,2),(2,1)), which consist of a curve C7 2 of degree
(7,2) union a conic Cpa C E. The curve C7 lies in a surface S = 771(¢) and has genus
2dgp — 4 = 10. Since Cpp is to meet C72 in two points but C7o - E = 1, we see that C7 2
must contain a line in . Repeating an argument from the dg = 3 case, we further see that
C72 must contain a line doubled in S together with dg fibers. Our geometric description
shows that the moduli space of C72 is the relative Hilbert scheme of 7 points on lines, a
P7-bundle over P2. There are no curves of degree (7,2) and higher genus, so we can now

multiply be the P> moduli of Cp 2 and compute the Euler characteristic, giving
n74 = 144, (5.41)

in agreement with our other calculations. In addition we have nd y, = 0 for d < 7, also in
agreement.

We can also apply for curves of type ((1,4)), which have genus 4dg — 21. The
hypotheses hold if dg > 12 and then we get

ngl? % = — ((=540)(2)(4dp — 24) + (8dp — 44)(3)(4d — 23)),
which simplifies to
gt # = —5A(d® — 68d +276),  dp > 12, (5.42)

which agrees with the results in Table [I4] as well as larger values of dg. Furthermore, all
numbers to the left of these numbers are zero, which also checks.
dg = 5.

We compute some Gopakumar-Vafa invariants for dg = 5 by geometry and always find
complete agreement with Table and additional calculations we have done beyond the
table.

We first consider the curves which are unions of plane quintics and dg fibers, which
have genus dg + 6. We also compute that for dp < 7, all curves of degree (dg,5) and genus
dp + 6 are of this type. Therefore /\/ldEJr6 is the relative Hilbert scheme of dg points on
plane quintics, which is smooth for dg § 6. We also compute that there are no curves of
that degree and higher genus. Since Mggjgﬁ is a P20~¢e_bundle over Hilb?% (P?), we get

nge L0 = (1) (21 — dp)x (Hilb? (P?))  dp <6, (5.43)

or
ngs =21, ni5=—60, n55 =171, n3; = —396, n;% =867, niks = —1728, ng% = 3315.
(5.44)

in complete agreement with our calculations. Also the Gopakumar-Vafa invariants to the

left of these numbers are all zero, also in agreement.
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For curves of type ((1,5)), i.e. those contained in a surface S = 7~ 1(¢) we have g =
5dr — 34 and moduli space a P54e =38 hundle over P2. For dp > 14 we compute that all
curves of degree (dg,5) are of this type, and that there are no curves of higher genus. This
gives

nl 3 = (—1)"83(5dp — 37)  dp > 14. (5.45)

in complete agreement with our calculations. Also the Gopakumar-Vafa invariants to the
left of these numbers are all zero, also in agreement.

We can also apply for curves of type ((1,5)), which have genus 5dr — 34. The
hypotheses hold if dg > 15 and then we get

niE8 = (—1)" ! ((—540)(2) (5d — 38) + (10dg — 70)(3)(5dp — 37)),
which simplifies to
note % = (1) T(30) (5} — 252dp + 1627),  dp > 15, (5.46)

which agrees with the results in Table as well as larger values of dg. Furthermore, all

numbers to the left of these numbers are zero, which also checks.
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A Gopakumar-Vafa invariants

The involution symmetry of the topological strings on elliptic Calabi-Yau manifolds restricts
the number of the coefficients in the ambiguity to roughly one fourth. This allows to extract
the higher genus invariants to sufficient genus g < 8 to test the conjectures about the even

weak Jacobi-Forms in reasonable detai@

26 As we explained it is in principle possible to evaluate them to genus 189. The genus g = 0 agree with [30],
the g <1 invariants with [11] and the invariants g < 3 invariants with [3].
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dp\dg 0 1 2 3 4 5 6
0 540 540 540 540 540 540
1 3 -1080 143370 204071184 21772947555 1076518252152 33381348217290
2 -6 2700 -574560 74810520 -49933059660 7772494870800 31128163315047072
3 27 -17280 5051970 -913383000 224108858700 -42712135606368 4047949393968960
4 -192 154440 -57879900 13593850920 -2953943334360 603778002921828 -90433961251273800
5 1695 | -1640520 | 751684050 | -218032516800 | 51350781706785 | -11035406089270080 | 2000248139674298880

Table 5: The GV invariants n?

for genus g = 0 for the elliptic Calabi-Yau X (1,1,1,6,9)

(dEvdB)
dp\dg 0 1 2 3 4 5 6
0 3 3 3 3 3 3
1 0 g 2142 -280284 -408993990 -44771454090 -2285308753398
2 0 15 8574 2126358 521856996 1122213103092 879831736511916
3 -10 4764 1079298 152278986 -16704086380 -3328467399468 1252978673852088
1 231 | -154662 | 48907815 29750419622 | 1591062421074 | -186415241060547 8624795208947118
5 4452 | 3762246 | -1510850250 | 385304916960 | -76672173887766 | 12768215950604064 | -1663415916220743876
Table 6: The GV invariants n‘g dp.dp) for genus g = 1 for the elliptic Calabi-Yau X (1,1,1,6,9)
dg\dg | 0 1 2 3 4 5 6
0 0 0 0 0 0 0
1 0 0 9 3102 412965 614459160 68590330119
2 0 0 -36 20826 5904756 -47646003780 -80065270602672
3 0 27 -16884 4768830 -818096436 288137120463 67873415627151
1 102 | 57456 -15452514 2632083714 -320511624876 8550698291252 780000198300540
5 5430 | -4032288 | 1430896428 | -323858122812 | 55058565096630 | -7249216518163620 | 691264676523200805
Table 7: The GV invariants n% dp.dp) for the elliptic Calabi-Yau X(1,1,1,6,9). Note that
0,d . .
né>’12) =0, Vda € N. We therefore omit the (0, d2) line below.
dp\dg 0 1 2 3 4 5 6
1 0 0 0 12 4230 541440 -820457286
2 0 0 0 66 -45729 627574428 3776946955338
3 0 0 72 48036 14756490 297044064 7900517344212
1 15 7236 1638918 -226431351 20419274259 719284158099 236091664016826
5 3672 | 2417742 | -764921214 | 154856840136 | -22866882491772 | 2493418732350750 | -194361733345447458
Table 8: The GV invariants n? ip.dp) for the elliptic Calabi-Yau X(1,1,1,6,9)
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dp\dg 0 1 2 3 ] 5 6
1 0 0 0 0 15 5256 665745
2 0 0 0 0 1132 453960 95306132778
3 0 0 0 154 110574 38259441 218140445904
4 0 42 26946 7824888 1386011568 172919782116 ~4345528029372
5 1386 | -810123 | 232934157 | -42321589218 | 5500907292240 | -520718843839590 | 38245592568676608
Table 9: The GV invariants Tf(l dp.dp) for the elliptic Calabi-Yau X(1,1,1,6,9)
dp\dg | 0 1 2 3 4 5 6
1 0 0 0 0 0 18 6270
2 0 0 0 0 0 75031 1028427996
3 0 0 0 0 306 247014 2562122952
1 0 0 117 81225 26211942 5223900087 1263109811373
5 2270 | 144414 | -36870264 | 5929743618 | -665294451264 | 53375661928620 | -3651471177372864
Table 10: The GV invariants n‘? ) for the elliptic Calabi-Yau X (1,1,1,6,9)
dp\dg | 0 1 2 3 4 5 6 7
1 0 0 0 0 0 0 21 7272
2 0 0 0 0 0 18 771642 147864402162
3 0 0 0 0 0 612 1401468 502063861662
4 0 0 0 264 200430 70438068 9510828972 229413672557570
5 21 | 9972 | 2156373 | -268703481 | 18682746903 | -182455706016 | -81900631565910 | 22514515679407491
Table 11: The GV invariants n? i) for the elliptic Calabi-Yau X (1,1,1,6,9)
dp\df 0 1 2 3 1 5 6 7
1] 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 24
2 ] 0 0 0 0 0 0 7224 1443561648
3| 0 0 0 0 0 0 17386 ~4962183570
4] 0 0 0 0 561 447903 170978160 605964021294
51 0 260 38340 10994520 1895073858 217773585972 16072935664050 1937578925283840
6 |27538/-16386600[4710791727| -868872423987| 115076024047737|-11554540079426667 915758222342784613|-59159328867 116232828
Table 12: The GV invariants nzd 4. for X(1,1,1,6,9)
B, B) b b
dp\dg 0 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8
110 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 27
2 [0 0 0 0 0 0 24 2095490 2203754011670
3 | 0 0 0 0 0 0 63 3396663 11118565777779
4]0 0 0 0 0 1080 051204 76600292956 | -74890630203552
5 1 0 0 171 119415 38611944 | -7672460076 | 1056853387755 |-4987414919651429707605109699254
6 [5310[29495161785916540 132969 - 107 | —159045 - 108 | 14105 - 1011 | —952701 - 1011 | 471505 - 1013 —112148 - 1075

Table 13: The GV invariants n? ) for X(1,1,1,6,9). For last 6 numbers we give only 6
significant digits.
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B Derivation of the involution symmetry on the propagators

For the compact models we have the an-holomorphic propagators S, S%, S, where 4, j runs
over the complex structure moduli. It is convenient to make a change of variables with the
derivative of Kahler potential K; = 0; K by the following

SY =87, S8 -SYK;, S—=S-5K;+ ES”K,-Kj, (B.1)
In the following we refer to the propagators S¥, S%, S as the ones after the change of variables
in [2].

The propagators are defined by relating their anti-holomorphic derivatives to three point

couplings. One can integrate these relations and also special geometry relation, and we get

F/Z’?j = 'K+ 5;-“Ki - Cijlskl + S?jv
05" = CinnS™S™ + 5185+ 5FST — 5], §™F — sk §™T 4 BI*,

8;57 = CoymnS™S" + 2875 — s S™ — S 4 b,

1 .
0;S = iCimnSmS” — hijSJ + hi,
(%Kj = Kin — CrijnsmnKm + SZLKm — CUkSk + hij' (B.Q)
Here the holomorphic ambiguities sfj, h{k, hij, hz, h; are some rational functions from the

integration constants of the anti-holomorphic derivatives. We can compute the Kahler
potential K and Christoffel connections I‘fj in the holomorphic limit from Picard-Fuchs
equations. There are some freedom to choose some of the ambiguities such that the set of
equations has a consistent solution for the other ambiguities and the propagators S%, S, S.

We first discuss the gauge choice made in [3], which are the followings

2 1
1 1 1
§1] = —— s — S39 =10
11 217 12 3z ) 22 )
4
2 _ 2
s11 =0, s12 = 0, S92 = —7322;

5
—2z9 4+ 2021 + 54021 23],

1 5 5
11 12
= — — 4821 + =29 — 54021 2 =277 —= —
h1 Zl[ 1 2 5 1 2], hl 2[ 108

9 6
h¥? = —6023(1 4 272), hil = —6023,

1 5 23 )
h%Q = Zl[* + —2z9 — 48Z1], h%Q = 22[—7 + 4021 — =29 — 540212“2],

9 12 54 2
155 25
h% = 7721 — %22 + 502122, h% == 0,
5 155 1055
h% = _Ezl + 120,2%, h% = qu + 1296Z2 + 5021 29,
b 2 __90,
1T 23328z 7T 3 h
5 5
hi1 = =——, hyp=0. B.3
11 362129 12 1082125 22 (B.3)

We will need to know how the propagators transform under the involution. Our guiding

principle is the followings. We replace the coordinates z;’s with z;’s and all quantities with
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their transformations in the equations . We then require the resulting equations are
equivalent to the original ones. Here for the holomorphic ambiguities we can simply replace
the z; coordinates with x;’s in the expressions . Since the Picard-Fuchs operators are
invariant under the involution, we argue the Kahler potential is invariant K = K, and the

Christoffel symbols transform as

ph _ Otk Ozm Oznpy - Oz Oy
97 9z Oy Ox; ™" 0x;0xj 0z,

(B.4)

We find that it is possible to solve for the transformed propagators S¥, 5%, S such that
the transformed equations of (B.2|) are equivalent to the original ones.
It is easy to check that with the choices of the ambiguities sj-k in 1) the transforma-

tions are

Oxy Oz, 0% 0%z, Oz
~k J m Y<n | m 7]@
%ij = 0z Ox; Ox; Smn + 0025 0z (B.5)

The shift exactly cancels that of the Christoffel symbols in the first equation in ,
therefore if % transform as tensor with a minus sign, the transformed equation is equivalent
to the original one by a coordinate transformation.

To solve for the shifts in the transformed propagators Si, we combine the involution
transformation with the coordinate transformation of the second equation in . We
find the shift in the gauge sfj exactly cancels the one from the derivative of S7% propagator

and all propagators cancel out, so the shifts f* (i = 1,2) are determined by the equations

0; Ok 02y i
0z Oz, Oy "

ok ki Tk
S+ 07 f7 + " + =0. (B.6)
We see that if hg ¥ transformed as a tensor with a minus sign, the shifts would have vanished.
The shifts are results of the non-tensorial transformation of the gauge choice h; k
Similarly we combine the involution transformation with the coordinate transformation
of the third equation in (B.2). Utilizing the solution (3.33)), we again find all dependence

on propagators cancel, and the shift f0 is determined by

0z,
8$i

(Orf7) = 28] f© = 3, f™ + Bl + 2= hy, (B.7)
and we find the the last equation in (3.33|)

With the solutions for the shifts (3.33)), one can further check that the involution trans-
formation of the fourth and fifth equations in (B.2) are equivalent to the original ones by
coordinate transformations.

It is possible to find a gauge choice different from (B.3]), such that the shifts in propaga-
tors f0, % vanish. We can keep the propagators S¥ and ambiguity sék, and shift the gauge

choice for hgk in li by

W% — % 4 5ink 4 6Fni (B.8)

52



where as an example we choose

522
216

52’1

' =
12

U432z — 1), A% = (14 54z). (B.9)

One can easily check that after the shifts, the ambiguity h{ ¥ transforms as a tensor with
a minus sign under the involution transformation. So according to - this new gauge
choice will eliminate the shifts f!, f2 in the involution transformation of the propagators
S?. The shift in hj will change the propagators S?, S and the other ambiguities A7, h;, hi;
as well, which can be straightforwardly determined.

Similarly we can further shift the ambiguity h{ to cancel the shift f¥ in the involution
transformation of the propagator S.

The gauge choice which gives no shifts for the involution transformation of the prop-
agators is conceptually simple, and give a much better understanding of the involution
symmetry as auto-equivalence of the underlying derived categories. However, as it turns
out such a gauge choice would introduce pole of 1 —432z in the ambiguities h{ , h;. Without
detailed calculations, this point can be seen by noting that the shifts have poles in
1 — 43227 which does not appear in the gauge choice in , so in order to cancel the
shifts, we would likely need to introduce poles of 1 — 4322; in the ambiguities. As a con-
sequence, the holomorphic ambiguities at higher genus would have also poles at 1 — 4322;.
The total topological string amplitudes at higher genus should be regular at 1 — 432z, so
the singular part of the holomorphic ambiguities at the pole 1 —432z; can be fixed and the
gauge choice does not really enlarge the space of holomorphic ambiguities at higher genus
but complicates the calculations.

In practical calculations it is simpler to use the gauge , for which it turns out the
holomorphic ambiguities at higher genus have no pole at 1 —432z;, but only at the conifold
divisors A; and As. In the followings we will still use the gauge choice .

C Reducing the ambiguity with the involution symmetry

We can compute the number of remaining unknown constants for general genus g after
imposing the condition (3.5)) more precisely. First we can find a particular holomorphic
ambiguity such that the total amplitude with the propagator dependent part satisfies the
constrain 1D Then there are freedom to add an additional piece f) to the holomorphic

ambiguity which satisfies the same symmetry condition

9 = (—1)9-1 1), (C.1)

The space of such f9 form a linear space. The number of remaining unknown constants
is the dimension of this linear space.

We can define the following linear vector spaces of holomorphic ambiguities

n
Vo(g’m’”) = {f|f= _pE)zm where p(z1) is a polynomial degree m in 2 }.

(A1A2)2g 27
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WO = (L e T and e vty

V0 = {f | f e V™ and f = (—1)07 £},

VO = {f | f e V™ and f = (<1)7 ). (C2)
It is easy to check they are indeed linear vector spaces, i.e., any linear combinations of
elements of the space is also an element in the space. We would like to construct the

explicit linear basis for these spaces.

Clearly dim(VO(g ’m’n)) =m + 1. A convenient linearly independent basis is

kr 1 m—k .n
A (@ — 21) &) .
f(z1,22) = (A DT where k =0,1,--- ,m (C.3)
We can work out the involution transformation
k(1 —k
21 (35 — 21)™ 2 . (—=1)"zy z§n7k+3n76g+6(i — y)kBnt6o—6, (C.4)
(A1Ag)29—2 (A1Ag)%972 432

We discuss two cases

1. The case n > 2g — 2. The holomorphic ambiguity in 1' fe Vl(g’m’n) for k > 3n —
(6g—6). On the other hand, any linear combinations of the basis with k& < 3n—(6g—6)
in li is not in the space Vl(g’m’n) since there will be poles of (ﬁ — z1) in the

numerator. Therefore the space Vl(g’m’n) is generated by the linear combinations of
ke 1 m—k_n
%, where k = 3n—(6g—6), - -- ,m. In this case the dimension of Vl(g’m’n)
is
: (g,m.n) m+6g—6—-—3n+1, if m+6g—6—3n>0;
dim (V) { 0, it m<3n—(6g—6). (O
2. The case n < 2¢g — 2. A similar discussion shows that the space Vl(g M) s generated
k1 m—k n
by the linear combinations of %, where £k =0,1,--- ;m+3n—6g+6. In
this case the dimension of Vl(g mn) i
. (g;mmn)y m+3n—-6g+6+1, if m+3n—06g+6>0;
dim (V) = { 0, it m<3n—(6g-6). 9
In both cases we can write the formula
. (g,m,n) m—|3n—6g+6|+1, if m>|3n—6g+6[;
dim (V™) { 0, it m<|an—6g+e. (C7
For any element f € Vl(g M) e can write
1 a1 N
F= U+ P 4 S+ (1), (C3)

Clearly the first term 3(f -+ (—=1)971f) € VQ(g’m’n) and the second term %(f + (-1)9f) €
V3(g’m’n). We also note that V2(g’m’n) N V3(g’m’n) = {0}. So we have the decomposition

‘/l(g’m’n) — ‘/Q(Q’m’n) @ ‘/E}(gvmvn) (Cg)
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To construct the linear basis for V2(g’m’n) and V3(g ’m’"), we further define two spaces

VJgg 1) and V,(g min) generated by linearly independent basis

kl 1 kz n
(gmmn) _ : 21 (7 - Zl) ) (g,m,n)
V+g := {linear space generated by (1312 Ay e Vy? )
with k1 — ko = 3n — 69 + 6. }, (C.10)
R RO . (L - 22’1)"5?1(L - zl)kQZg ,m,n
ylomm . {linear space generated by ~32 A A;g’g{z € Vo(g ),
with k1 — ko =3n — 69+ 6. } (C.11)

From the transformation 1) we can check that for f € Vig’m’n) we have f = (=)™ f,
while for f € V_(g’m’n) we have f = (—1)"*1f. Therefore if n + g is an odd integer, we
have Vig’m’n) C Vz(g’m’n) and V9™ C 1/'3(5””1’71)7 while if n + ¢ is an even integer, we have

Vigﬂn,n) C Vg(gﬁ'hn) and V9™ VQ(g’m’n). So we find

dim(VEO™™) 4 dim(VO™™) < dim(V2™™) + dim(V{9™™) = dim(V;O™™). (C.12)

We can compute the dimensions of Vig M) and V,(g min) easily from the explicit linearly

independent basis in 1' and (C.11). Similar to the case of Vl(g ’m’n), one also need to
consider two cases n > 2g — 2 and n < 2g — 2, and find a universal formulae

m—|3n—6g+6 .
dim(VJgg’m’”)) [%] +1, %f m > |3n — 6g + 6];
0, if m < |3n—6g+ 6.
mol=Bn60+6) L i 1> |30 — Gg + 6]:
dim (V@™ — [ 3 |+1, if m > [3n g : 13
lm( - ) 0, if m_1<’377/—69+6|. ( )

Comparing with (C.7)) we find actually the inequality in (C.12)) is saturated. So the spaces

Vig M) and V_(g mn) provide the complete linear basis, we have Vf] mn) VQ(g ’m’n), ylomn) _

ylomn) ) _ ylomn) ylamn) _ y(gman)

for the case of n + ¢ an odd integer, and Vig’m’n
for the case of n 4 g an even integer.

We can estimate the number of unknown constants for the holomorphic ambiguity at
large genus g after imposing the involution symmetry, assuming the degree of z1 is 7(g — 1)

in the numerator

13(g—1)

o0 3
e 7(g= 1))y _ g—1)—Bn—-6(g—1) 97 ,
ngo dim(V, )= nEO 5 29 for large g. (C.14)

This is about one quarter of the (7g — 6)(5g — 4) unknown constants in the naive ansatz at

large genus.

D Fibre modularity versus involution symmetry

In appendix we will prove that the constraints imposed on the amplitudes and especially on

the holomorphic ambiguity from the involution symmetry is equivalent to the constraints

95



from the modularity in the fibre direction discussed in section [4] In addition the appendix
provides many identities that are useful for further discussion of the model [37].
From the solutionﬂ of the (2.10) around the large volume point (21, 22) ~ (0,0),

Xo = 1460z + 1386022 +---,
X1 = X log(zl) 4+ 31221 + 229 + - - -,
Xy = Xolog(z)+ 180z — 620 + - - -, (D.1)

we find
X
qE = q1 = exp(fl) =2+ 3122% + 22129+ -+,
0
Xo 2
qB ‘= q2 = exp(fo) = 29 4+ 1802129 — 622 + - (D'Q)

The above relations can be readily inverted and we can write z; 2 as power series of g 2.
If we keep the gauge ng —2 explicit and note that ¢p is defined without the shift 1)

then (4.4}4.5)) read

ZP 7E)7kq5§ 9>1, (D.3)

while for the case of g = 0 we do not need the factor of X 2 in the conventional definition
of the prepotential.

From sectionfollows for the X15(1,1,1,6,9) model that the P,gg) (¢e) are quasi-modular
forms of SL(2,7Z), of modular weight 18k + 2¢g — 2 and satisfy as a specialization of
(4.8). We would like to understand whether and to what extent this constraint from the
modularity of the fiber fixes the holomorphic ambiguity at higher genus. Suppose at genus
g > 2 we have found a particular holomorphic ambiguity such that the topological string
amplitude F9) satisfies the fiber modularity constrain. Then we may add an additional

holomorphic ambiguity f(9), whose expansion is
202 qe |3k
M7 =) (Yo 0.4)

we require pég )(qE) to be also a quasi-modular form of weight 18% + 2g — 2. Furthermore,

since the sum P,g )(qE) + pég )(qE) also need to satisfy the equation 1| we find

ap;(cg) 1 & 0

__ L E— s)p@) pO) D.5
(9)

In particular for the case k = 0,1, this equation is understood as %pg =0, ie. pég) and

pgg)

are always modular forms.

2TWe lower the index on the A-periods X* in order to avoid cluttering with exponentials.
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It turns out that not all rational functions f(9) satisfy the fiber modularity constraint
, so the fiber modularity does impose some conditions on holomorphic ambiguities.
However we find that there exist some non-vanishing rational functions f9) satisfying these
conditions, so the fiber modularity does not completely fix the holomorphic ambiguity. We
see that the BCOV holomorphic anomaly equation alone does not implies the modularity
of the fiber at higher genus.

However it turns out that the modularity of the fiber is equivalent to the involution
symmetry. It gives more precise bounds for the degrees in the polynomials in the numerators
of the holomorphic ambiguity and further reduces the number of unknown constants in
the holomorphic ambiguity. To understand this equivalence, we consider a holomorphic
ambiguity f € Vo(g’Jroo’n). Since f ~ z§ ~ ¢% in the small z limit, it is easy to see that the
first non-vanish coefficient in the expansion in base degree is that of ¢

3k

X272 = pulap) (mj—;mmg, (D.6)

k=n

According to (D.5) the first coefficient p,(¢r) has no Ey dependence and is purely a modular
form, i.e. polynomials of £ and Fj.

We define the linear space

Wo(g o {flfe Vo(g ’+°°’n), and the first non-vanishing coefficient p,(gg) in the expansion
is a SL(2,Z) modular form of weight 18n + 2g — 2}. (D.7)

We will prove the following proposition

Proposition 3.

Wo(g,n) _ V;%[%(Q_l)]vn)
: . (9,[% (9=D)];n) (9:n)
Proof. The proof will proceed in two steps. We shall first show V,, C Wy™", and
Lg- n n .
then dim(VQ(g’[ 3 (9= 1) )) > dim(WO(g’ )). We will see how the number [£(g — 1)] appears

in the process.

In order to prove the Proposition |3 we only need the leading order term in the small
zo expansion. The first Picard-Fuchs equation in in the zo — 0 limit has been
studied before in [32], 52]. We find the power series solution and A-model parameter gg are

determined by the exact relations

Ei(qe) = X3, 21(1 —4322) = n(ae)* (D.8)

Ey(qp)?’

where we have taken the zo — 0 limit for Xy and ¢gg. We will drop the argument ¢ = ¢;
in the modular forms and 7 function for simplicity.

For the other logarithmic solution we need to keep the log term in z5 — 0 limit

Xy = Xolog(z2) + £(21) + O(22), (D.9)
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where £(z1) = 18021 + O(2?) is a power series. Using the first Picard-Fuchs equation in

we find
[9% — 12z (6«91 + 1)(691 + 5)]5(21) = 301X (D.l())

There is an exact solution for £(z1) using and the well-known Ramanujan derivative
relations for quasi-modular forms

q1 (1 - 4322’1)

- . (D.11)

€(21) = —5 Xolog]

Of course one can add any linear combination of two solutions of PF equation in the zo — 0
limit, which are E4(q1)% and log(ql)E4(q1)i. The above solution is the only one with the

correct asymptotic behavior £(z1) ~ z1 for small z;. So the A-model parameter ¢p is

5(21) ql(l - 4322’1)

qB = 22 eXP(TO) = 29( o )*% + O(23) (D.12)

. . . (9.5 (9-D]n) _
We first discuss the case that n + ¢ is an odd integer. Suppose f € V, =

(9,12 (g-1)],n)

vy is a base vector in (C.10
k
= 211(43% - Zl)kQZg
(A1A2)2972 ’

19
with k1 >0, k9 >0, k1 + ko < ?(g — 1), ki — ko =3n—6g+ 6, (D.13)
then the leading term in the expansion is

_ g—1 foy — 31 an .
ng 2f ~ E,* 211 2 (1—43221)k2+%*69+6n36n (%)%q%

g=1l,9n_ n
By () % g (D.14)

where we have used the relations and ignore constant factors. Since n + g is an odd

~

integer, the exponent of E,4 is an integer. Furthermore

g—1  9In 19 3
g gk =(g-1)—=
5 1=5-1) -3

g—1 9n
. e+ 5 =3k
so the coefficient £,* ~ *

(kl + kz) >0, (D.15)

n***1 is a modular form of weight 18n + 2g — 2.
The case of n + g an even integer is similar. We need to use the formula 1 — 864z, =
3 190,
Es/E;. In both cases we find VQ(g’[ s (9= 1) C Wég’n).

Now we compute dim(Wég ’n)). We discuss two cases.

1. The case of n < 2g—2. We consider the dimension of the space Mgy 242 of modular
forms of weight 18n+2g—2. It is clear dim(Mgp424—2) = [%] +1if n+gis odd,

and dim(Mgp429—2) = [W] + 1if n + g is even. This is exactly the dimension

dlm(vvz(gv[%(g_l)]vn))

Wég ) to Mign424—2 and the kernel is the zero element. So in this case we find

g—1)],n
dm(W™) < dim(Mignsag_2) = dim(V, 013 07y (D.16)

according to (C.13). The expansion (D.6]) is a linear map from
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2. The case of n > 2g — 2. Suppose f = % where h(z1) is a polynomial of z;.

We find the leading term in the expansion

_ g—1 h Z1 dE | 3n
Y~ BT (1) son ()P (D)

2 (1 —4322)0976-% "

We consider the zero at 1 — 43227 ~ 0, which correspond to Fg + E4% ~ 0. From
see we see n?* ~ (1 — 432z;). So the leading coefficient in (D.6) p,(qr) ~
(1—4322)3"76976 If p,(q) is a modular form of weight 18n+2g—2, then %
should be also a modular form of weight 74(g — 1) — 18n. So we find

. (g,n) . T (g’[?g( —1]n)
dim(Wy™™) < dim(Mzyg-1)-18,) = dim(V, ) (D.18)

O]

19
3 (9~ )]’n), and in the proof we see that they are

So we have proven Wég ™ = VQ(g[
also isomorphic to the space of modular forms Mg, 124—2 for the n < 2g — 2 case, and
Mzyg-1)-18n for the n > 2g — 2 case. We further conjecture this is sufficient for the full

fiber modularity constrain of the higher terms.

Conjecture 1. For f € Wég’n) with the expansion , the higher order terms pi(qg)
with k > n are quasi-modular forms of weight 18k + 2g — 2 and satisfy the equation .

If our conjecture is correct, then the space of holomorphic ambiguities at genus ¢ satis-

. : . . - (gm) _
fying the r?()[(}ﬁltlaf"is]}f gzonstramt of the elliptic fiber is linearly generated by Y °° W7 =
Yoto @V2g’ s TN For example, the explicit basis at genus g = 2 are the the following

7 elements
(1 —43221)320 (1 —43221)%2120 (1 —86421)25 (1 — 86421)(1 — 43221)2123
(A1Ag)2 (A1A2)2 7 (AjAg)? (A1A)? ’
(1 — 86421)(1 — 43221)22222 2323 (1 — 43221)2123

, , D.19
(A149)? (A149)? (A149)? (D-19)
The numbers of unknown constants at genus 2, 3, 4, 5, 6 after using the fiber modularity
constrain are 7, 31, 70, 109, 176 respectively.

We can compute the number of unknown constants in the holomorphic ambiguity at
genus g with the formula , and we only need to change the bound for degree of z;

from 7(g — 1) to (g — 1) in the calculations

o4
Py

7

9-1) 19
n F@—1)—13n—6(g—1 21
E dim(V; BED, )) E 391 |2n (9= )l %92, for large ¢,(D.20)
n=0

which is a better estimate than (C.14)).
The degree [Q(g — 1)] of z; from fiber modularity (3|) can be also derived from the

regularity condition at z; ~ co. We can use the local coordinates ( L 2y) around the point
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(21,22) = (00,0). It is easy to check thlat the power series solutions to the PF equations

(<]

6

have the asymptotic behavior w ~ 2, % or w ~ z; °. For the scaling factor Xy in the
1

topological string amplitude we take the one with the lowest exponent Xo ~ z; . So the

scaling exponent including the conifold divisors is

Xo \2g-2 —2(g-1)
o e REEA (D.21)

and the regularity of ng “2F9 at 2 ~ 00 requires the degree of z; at the numerator in the
holomorphic ambiguity be no bigger than %(g — 1). The non-zero scaling exponent in X
around z1 ~ 0o is characteristic of compact Calabi-Yau models, and we will see that it also
is responsible for preventing the solution of the model at large genus as in one-parameter

models like the quintic.

D.1 Some (quasi-)modularity formulae

In order to understand the conjecture , we provide some more formulae relating the
complex structure coordinates z; 2 to (quasi)modular forms of the fiber parameter. We note
that for f € Wo(g’n) in the case of n+ ¢ odd, we can factor 1) with kg = k1 —3n+6g—6

as the following

Z9 AlAQ 2-9
= [21(1 — 4322 " g, D.22
f=[al 2] ((1 —43221)3) ((1 432213 (D-22)
So we need to understand the expansion of z;(1 —432z), (174‘2#1)3, and % in terms

of exponential of flat coordinates qg, qg. There is an extra factor of 1 — 86421 in the case
of n + g an even integer. Furthermore, we also need to consider the A-model scaling factor
X which is the power series solution to the Picard-Fuchs equation.

We define the parameter

)
(1 — 432Z1)3E4(qE)

7 =

: (D.23)

wjo

and as a first step we expand some components as asymptotic series of Z, and we find that

the coefficients are modular forms of fiber parameter qr as the followings

ey TTEIEs +211E] 1

1 — 432 = —[ —11858E ESE?
21( 3221) Ezi’[ i 165888( 858E7 + 330395E5 E
+1434560 3 E¢ + 1066999E¢)Z? + O(Z?%)], (D.24)
A1 27 3 3 9 3 2 6 3 12 4\ 72
— < = 14+ (3E}Es+ E}Z - —(E} — E?)(85E} — 612E3E? — 49E3)Z
(1= 4322,)7 T (3E3Es + E) 128( 4 6)(85Ey 1L 6)
+0(23), (D.25)
1 1
1864z, = —|Es+ —(E} — E)(TTE} +211E3)Z — ———F¢(E3 — E?
z1 E%[ 6+ 288( 4 6)(TTEY + 6) 331776 6 (L3 6)
4
(383525 + 1458614 E3 Ef + 97T7T957E) 2% + O(Z%)], (D.26)
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1 5 )
Xo = Ef[1- ZE¢(E} -F)HZ+ ——(FE} - E2
0 al 7 6(Ey — Eg)Z + 7962624( 4 6)
-(15935E% + 4882583 E§ + 435839E¢)Z* + O(Z%)], (D.27)

Here we fix the modular forms in low orders by perturbative calculations. In general we

conjecture the following

Conjecture 2. With the appropriate normalization factors as in (D.24},|D.25,|D.26, [D.27),
the coefficients of Z™ in the expansion are modular forms, and the modular weights are 18n
for the cases of z1(1 — 432z1), Xo, and 18n + 6 for the case of 1 — 864z .

_AAy
(1—43221)3’

In the next subsection we shall prove this modularity conjecture. We note that we
only need to prove the modularity of the coefﬁcients of the expansion of z;(1 — 432z;) and

1 — 86421, which immediately imply that of i since we can write

- 432 )3’
A1Aq 2729 2
— = 11— — (1 - 864 1— 864 129621 (1 — 432
————— 143221 (1 — 432 . D.28
(1-— 43221)6[ a1 21) ( )
We also notice that the higher order modular form coefficients in the expansion formula
D.26|) contain a factor of n?* = E172§ This condition is sufficient to ensure the modularity

of expansion (D.24]), and therefore that of (D.25) as well. To see this, suppose
1
1— 864z = [Eﬁ + (E} — E?) Z fisn—62"], (D.29)
where fig,—¢ are some modular forms of weight 18n — 6. We can compute (D.24]) easily

24 o 00
21(1 —4322) = %3 [1-2E6(>" fisn—62") + (B} = B fisn-62™)?]  (D.30)
4 = n=1

Now it is easy to see that if our conjecture is correct, then for f € Wég ’n), it has the

following expansion

+oo
F=Y_ta2", (D.31)
n=0

where f, are modular forms of ¢r of modular weight 18n + 2¢g — 2.
The next step is to expand Z parameter in terms of the base coordinate gp. For

convenience we denote the normalized Kahler coordinate

Q= (gﬁ)%qg, (D.32)

and we find the formulae for low orders

7z = Q+ %[ EoE4(31E3 +113E2) + 1759F3 g + 1841E7] Q*
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" 15925248
+102919E3 + 33568143ES EZ + 796768773 Eg + 64318109E¢] Q° + O(QY)

We can check that the coefficients ¢, of @™ are quasi-modular forms, and satisfy the following

equation as in (|D.5|)

8Cn 1 el (0)
35~ 12 s(n — 8)en—sPg”, (D.34)
2
s=1

where the PT(LO) are the quasi-modular forms of the prepotential expanded in terms of base

degree, for example

E
P = SBUE+ 113E}),
QR 2 3 2\2 7
Py" =~ ooryaq AERBA(3LE] + 113E5)” + 2089915, Eg
+755906 B4 E + 196319E,EJ] (D.35)

We define the following space

Wy = {f|f= chQ”, where ¢,, are quasi-modular forms
n=1
and satisfy equation (D.34)). } (D.36)

Here we do not specify the modular weights of ¢, so unlike the previous cases, the space
W7 is not a linear space. Rather, we will see it is a graded module over modular forms.

(0)

Since we know the modular weight of P, is 18n — 2, the modular weights of all ¢,’s are
actually determined by the first non-vanishing coefficient according to equation (D.34). It
is clear if f € W1 and ¢ is a modular form, then fg € Wj.
The equation (D.34) can be equivalently written as
of L o
= = — —Q¥dqf)dgP™ D.37
S — QP 0an0eP, (D.37)
where we define the generating function P : =32 P QS Suppose f € W; and g € W7,

then we have fg € Wj since

o) _

1 1
3%, - 1 Q2(8 NP — = fQ* (00 )P? = —5Q*(0af9)0P'”. (D.38)

Furthermore, If f € W1, then any algebraic function of f would also satisfies the equation
(D.37). However, f may not have the structure of @-expansion defined by Wj space in
, and the coefficients ¢, may be only algebraic functions of quasi-modular forms.
The equation can be further written in a simpler way which will be useful later.
In the left hand side of , we regard f as function of f(Q, Ea, E4, Eg) when taking

partial derivative with respect to Fs. Alternatively, we can also use inverse function and
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regard @ as function of Q(f, Fa, Ey4, Eg). In this perspective we have 68—52 =0 and g—% #0.
We can take partial derivative of Ey on f =3 > ¢,Q", and find

o

> (0m,c0)Q" + (90.)(91,Q) = 0. (D.39)
n=1
So we can write equation (D.37) as
Olog(@) _ 1 (0)
08 12Q8QP . (D.40)

Based on the perturbative calculations (D.33]), we conjecture
Conjecture 3. Z € W;.

If our conjecture is correct, then obviously it is also true that Z™ € W for any positive
integer n. Using the expansion and keeping track of the modular weights, we can
see that the conjectures and calculations in this subsection would imply the validity
of the main conjecture .

D.2 Proof of Vonjecture 2] and Conjecture

In this subsection we shall prove the conjectures and for our compact model. The
proof uses some ingredients in the proof of genus zero modular anomaly equation for the
non-compact half K3 model in [32, 52], but it is much more complicated for compact model.

To solve the Picard-Fuchs equations , it is convenient to define the variable ¢,
which is related to z; by

J@) = ——t

= A1
2’1(1 — 4322’1) ’ (D )

with the asymptotic behavior § ~ z; ~ 0 in small z; limit. This is the Kahler parameter
in local large base limit zo — 0, but in the compact model, it is different from the physical
Kaéhler parameter ¢; which depends on both 21 and z2. To be clear in this subsection we will
keep the arguments ¢ and ¢ in the modular functions, and we also define the logarithmic
flat coordinates t; = log(q1) and t = log(§).

We can write the ansatz for the solution to the equations in small z9 power series
expansion

w = Z cn(z1)2y (D.42)
n=0

It is well known in the local zo — 0 limit, there are two linearly independent solutions,
which can be written as E4(q~)% and log((j)E4(cj)%, in terms of the modular parameter ¢
defined in l) So the initial function ¢o(z1) in the expansion is E4(§)i or 1og(cj)E4((j)i.

The first and second PF equations in (2.10)) become

1221(601 + 1)(691 + 5)Cn(21) = 91(91 — 3’/1)6”(21),
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2

1

c 721)=-—= 01 —3n—i)cy(z D.43
n-‘rl( l) (n+1)3 ;l_‘([)( 1 ) n( 1) ( )
where 0,, = 210,,. We see that the second equation provides a recursion relation to compute
the higher order coefficients ¢, (z1). Furthermore, one can check that the two equations are
consistent, i.e. the ¢,1 from recursion in the second equation also satisfies the first equation
for ¢, with by replacing n with n + 1. The recursion implies

3n—1
Zl 3 H z1 C[) Zl) (D44)

A particular modularity structure for such recursion was derived in [32] 52]. Here we
repeat the analysis. From the relation (D.41) it is easy to compute

1— 8642 = E“Qw 0., = 2§“® 0;. (D.45)
Ey()? Eu(@)? + Eo()
We can write some derivative formulae
O E@F Ba(@)? Ba(@)? — Fe(@)
"E(@)? + Eo(d) 2 Ei@)? + Ee(q)
o; Ey(@) _ Ea(@)*Ea(@) — 2E2(9)Ee(q) + Ea(q)?
"Ei(d)? 12E4(3)? ’
5 Lol@)  _ E4(q)° — Es(q)?
"Ei(q)? 2E,(q)F
6;E4((j)i _ E>(q)E4(q) _3E6(Q) (D.46)
12E,(4)1

First we consider the case cy(z1) = E4(Q’)i. From the derivative formulae 1j one
can deduce inductively that the recursion function

T ! Ey(q)
0., —k)E 14~ 3 P (Eo, Ey, Eg), D .47
kl_Io( VE4(q) @R + @) n(E2, Ex, Eg) ( )

where Py, (FEa, E4, Eg) is a quasi-modular form of weight 6n and is linear in E(g). We can
write

T : GE
0., — k)EL(§)T = ‘ anE b D.48
10 =R = g 0 o

where a,, and b, are modular forms of weight 6n — 2 and 6n, without Fo dependence. Some
low order formulae are the followings

Ey(q Ee(q
ap =0, bp=1 a = 46(@, by = — 66((]),
_ Euy(9)Es(9) _ 5E4(q)* + TEs(q)?
as = g by = 36 )
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Ey(@)[77E4(9)* + 211E6(9)*) Eo(@)[197E4(a)° + 91E6(2)*]

= ba — —
s 216 78 216
The recursion relation for the modular forms a,, and b,, are

1 B 1 B . 3n+1 a

any1 = —(2n— 2)Es(q)an + = Ea(q)bn + 2E4(q) 2 0| — 5],
6 6 Ey(q) 2
1 - 1 92 . 3n+2 bn,

b1 = —(2n+ 2)Es(qQ)bn — =E4(§)°an +2E4(q) 2 85[ —5 ] (D.49)
6 6 E4(q) 2

We then consider the case cq(21) = tEy ((j)i. From the recursion relation 1} we can
check inductively that

n ! IAGE - _
0., —k)[tE 1| = 3 t(anE +b,) + 12a, D.50
kl;[O( tE4(q)4] @) +E6(q*))n[ (anF2(q) + bn) ] (D.50)

So we find the power series solution and one logarithmic log(z1) solution to the Picard-

Fuchs equations ([2.10)

o ~
1 asnF2(q) + b 25
Xo = Eu(q)s [1 + Z 33n 2(3 ) fz 1 4322 3n]7
i 2n(n)3E(g) s (1-43221)
1 = t(aznEa(q) + bsp) + 12a zy
Xl — E’4(q)4 [t + Z ( 3n 32<Q) - 3n)~ - 3n : 4322 3n]’ (D.51)
o 2rmpPE(gE  (1-4822)
We compute the flat coordinate of the compact model
X1
tT = — D.52
! X, (D.52)
o0 oo ~
~ 12as, Zg GSnEQ(Q) + bsn Zg
[; 23n(n!)3E4(q‘)97 (1-— 432z1)3”] [ nzl 23n(n!)3E4(q~)97 (1-— 43221)3”}

The expression quantifies the deformation of ¢; away from ¢ as asymptotic expansion in
small zo, where the coefficients are rational functions of quasi-modular forms of ¢

o0

~ Pign—2(q) 2y
t—f— v , (D.53)
,; Ey(g7 (1-43220)%

where Pjg,—2(G) are some quasi-modular forms of weight 18n—2. We will need the following
nice formula

1

Opa@(th =87 = 5 (D.54)

Here we regard 29 as free variable which is independent of ¢, so that 0,422 = 0.
Before we proceed further, we shall prove a useful general formula on F, derivative.
Suppose Py is a rational function of quasi-modular forms, with modular weight &, then we

have the formula

k
0,0t Py, = 0:0p, Py, + EPk, (D.55)
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where we use the notation t = log(q) = 2mir. A similar formula was used in [34] to derive
of holomorphic anomaly equation in the Nekrasov-Shatashvili limit, and in [35] to studying
the relation between holomorphic and modular anomaly equations in the Seiberg-Witten

theory. The derivation of (D.55)) uses the covariant derivative. It is well known that Fs
6
71'(7'1—‘7')

modular form. To preserve the almost holomorphic structure, we shall use the covariant or

it becomes a

is not a modular form, but with an an-holomorphic shift EQ = Fy —

Maass derivative
k

D; =0; + (T _ 7,_); (D56)

where k is the modular weight. The derivative with respect to Es can be related to the

anti-holomorphic derivative

= = - 6
87— - (87*—E2)8E”v2 — m&EQ (D57)
We can compute the derivative
_ k = = k
9:D; P = (07 + m)a‘?Pk‘ + ((%ﬁ)Pk (D.58)

2

Taking the holomorphic limit and cancel out the infinitesimal factor (7 — 7) ™% we arrive at

the formula (D.55]).
The above formula (D.55) is valid for any rational function Py of quasi-modular forms,

with possible fractional powers, which satisfies the homogeneous relation with modular

weight
Py(A\2Ey, \*E4, M Eg) = \F P (Ey, Ey, Fg). (D.59)

However it is a little tricky for the logarithmic function, which does not satisfy the above
relation (D.59)). Naively the logarithmic function has zero modular weight and the F,

derivative should commute with 7 derivative. But this is not the case, as we can easily

compute with the formula (D.55]),
k
Op, 01 log(Py) = 0.0k, log(Py) + 12 (D.60)
We will not need this logarithmic formula in this subsection, but it will be useful later.

We can take derivative n times on a rational function of quasi-modular forms, and use

formula (D.55)) to compute
nk+n-—1
Op,0;' Py, = 0{'0g, P, + (12)

Suppose Px(q1) is a rational function with possible fractional powers of quasi-modular

P, (D.61)

forms of g1, with modular weight k. We can expand it as a power series of (171#)3 with

coefficients as rational functions of (quasi)-modular forms of ¢, using the expansion (D.52)

o0 "

Pe(q) =) WaﬁPk(d), (D.62)
n=0 )
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We can compute the derivative of E(¢) and use the two formulae (D.54} |D.61])
> tl—f)nfl ~1an ~ tl—fn n ~
O Pia) = S e~ 10 + 0 08 PLO)
vt ! !

= Lt —ttt o  (t =D, s
= Z{—*%& Pe(q) + “n,) (0701, () P ()
n=0 ’ :
n(k+mn—1)

+ i a @),

k
= 8E2(q1)Pk(Q1) + E(tl —t)Pr(q1). (D.63)

We see the derivative vanishes when Pj(q1) has zero modular weight k£ = 0 and is modular,
i.e. no Fy dependence.

Now we are have the necessary ingredients for proving the conjecture . First we
consider the case of 1 —864z; = E‘(‘i((;)?,. We shall expand in terms of the modular parameter
E4(q)2
q1 of the compact model

Es(@ _ 1 . —  fnla) 2y
B! Bt 0 2 By (2

We can determine the coefficients f,, recursively by expanding the modular forms of ¢; in

(D.64)

terms of ¢ and compare with the left hand side. It is clear that f,,(¢1) are rational functions
of quasi-modular forms of ¢; of modular weight 18n + 6, with possible negative powers of
Ey4, but no fractional powers. To show it has no Es dependence, we take derivative of F(q)
on both sides and use the formula (D.63))

= OBy (q) fnlq1) 25
0— 2(a) I 2 D.65
—~ E4(q1)9 2+3 (1 _ 43221)3n ( )

where we have use the fact that the coefficients have zero modular weight. Since z is a free
variable, we find O, (4,)fn(q1) = 0, i.e. it is modular.
We also need to check that there is no negative powers of E4(q1) in fn(¢q1). From

the expansion (D.53) we see that the coefficients of % always have the factor of
E4(q1)_97n. There could be also negative powers of F4 from the derivative 0; in 1' since

each derivative increases the negative power of F; by one. However, we note that since a,,

has modular weight is 6n — 2, it can not be purely a power of Eg(g¢) and always has a factor
E4(G). So the (t; — £)" factor in (D.62) contributes a factor E4(§)"™ which cancel the one

from taking derivative. Therefore f,(q1) is a modular form.

Furthermore, since the derivative 85[%] always contains a factor of F;(§)® — Es(q)?,
4(q

we see that the the coefficient f,,(q1) always have a factor of E4(q1)® — E6(q1)?, as confirmed
by the explicit expansion in (D.26]). According to the discussion in equations (D.29| ,

we immediately infer the modularity of the expansion coefficients of z; (1 — 432z1).
3 2
Alternatively, we can also expand zj(1 — 432z1) = % in the same way as

1 — 864z in (D.64)). From the same reasoning as above we can also see the modularity of
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the expansion . We note that the derivative 97 [E4(§)3 — Es(§)?] also always contains
a factor of E4(§)® — FEg(§)?, and it is factored out in this case in the expansion , SO
that the higher order coefficients do not necessarily contain the factor.

Finally we consider the case of X, which is a little trickier than the previous two cases
since the modular weight is not zero. Again we make the ansatz in terms of the modular

parameter g; of the compact model

(D.66)

fn(Q1) 2y }7

L (@)
Xo = FE4(q1)* |1+ —
[ ; E4(q1)97 (1 —4322)3"

and determine f,(q1) recursively comparing with the solution and using the defor-
mation . From the same reasonings above we see f,,(q1) contains no negative power
of E4(q1) and no fractional powers, so it is a quasi-modular form. We only need to show it
is By independent. We compute the E2(¢) derivative in the Xy solution in

o0

1 a3n zy
8E AXo = E4(q)4 po
2(@) [7; 230 (nl)3E,(q) % (1 — 432,21)3”]
t—1
= X D.67
12 0, ( )

where in the last step we use (D.52)). On the other hand, we can also compute the E»(q)
derivative using the ansatz and the formula (D.63]) with the modular weight £ = 1,
and we get

o0

tl — EXO + Z aEQ(ql)fn(ql) 2721
12 = Ey(q) T (1—432z)%

Oy §Xo = (D.68)
Comparing the two results we find that f,,(¢1) has no Es dependence. Thus
we have proven conjecture . We see the case of X is quite interesting. It is quasi-
modular when we use the ¢ parameter, but the F5 dependence vanishes and it becomes
purely modular when we use the physical Kahler parameter ¢; of the compact model.

We can also show that the modular forms f,(q1) in contain a factor of n?* ~
E3 — E2, as can be seen from the explicit formulae in the expansion . Since fn,(q1)
is a modular form, it is sufficient to show that f,(q1) = 0 at ¢; = 0 in order to be divisible
by 7%*(q1). We note that the derivative of any rational function of modular forms and their
fractional powers vanish at g1, as long as it is not singular at ¢ = 0, due to its g-series
expansion. So the contributions to f,(0) from lower order terms in vanish. We also
need to evaluate the solution for Xy at ¢ = 0. We denote the value of a,(§), b,(q)
in the solution at ¢ = 0 simply as a,(0), b,(0). The recursion relation at ¢ =0is

1 1
an+1(0) = —(2n = £)an(0) + £a(0),
busa(0) = ~(2n+ 2)ba(0) — can(0). (D.69)
Adding together we find
an+1(0) + bnt1(0) = —2nfan(0) + bn(0)], (D.70)
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so the sum vanish a,(0) + b,(0) = 0 for n > 1. The solution is simply Xo = 1 for ¢ = 0,
and does not contribute to higher order terms either. Thus f,(¢1) vanish at ¢g; = 0, i.e. is
divisible by 7%4(q1).

Next we would like to find the solution to Picard-Fuchs equation with leading log(z2)

behavior. We make the ansatz

3 3 — 432z
Xy = Xo[log(22) — 5751 -3 log( 1 Z an(21)23, (D.71)

where Xy and Xot; = X; are the two solutions found previously in (D.51)). The terms
%tl + %log(%) comes from li which is the solution to the zy zero order equation
with the correct leading asymptotic behavior, so that we can choose the initial function

ap(z1) = 0. For convenience, we denote
1
_ Ey(q)1
- JNES ~
(Ea(@)? + Es(q))"

where a,, b, are modular forms defined in (D.48)), and satisfy the recursion relation (D.49)),
so that the power series solution

(anE2((D + bn)7 (D.72)

o0

d3n,
Xo= b, (D.73)

1)3 2
n=0 (n)

Again after some calculations, we find recursion relation for a,(z1) in (D.71) from the

second Picard-Fuchs equation

3dsn+3 9E6(q)d3n+2
(n+ D+ DB (0 4 1)B(E(a)? + (@)
9(E4( ) + E6(0)*)dsni1  6E5(2)(3Ea(2)° + Eo(d)*)dsn
(n+ DB(E@)2 + Es(@)?  (n+1)B(Ex(@)? + Eg()?

nt1(z1) = n+1 T3 H i)an(z1) —

(D.74)

From the recursion relation and initial condition oy = 0, it is clear that the coefficients
oy (21) have the following structure
B (6):
ow=— (4 (§)Bya) + Bu(@)) (0.75)
(E1(q)2 + Eg(q))*"

where A,,(q), Bn(q) are modular forms of ¢ of weight 18n —2,18n. Some low order formulae
are

4 E4(31E% + 113E?) B E¢(1297E3 + 575E7)
1= ) 1= - )

72 72
ELE
- 631 26 (233753ES + 8127503 E2 + 252953 E¢), (D.76)

= So917 (3TIT955EY + 59441331 B E§ + 66006225 E4 Eg + 5867321 E).
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The second flat coordinate is then

X5 3 3 1-— 43221
to = X, - log(22) — §t1 —5 log(—— o Xo Zan 21)z2y, (D.77)

where «,, are expressed in (D.75)) in terms of the modular forms A,, and B,,. It is clear we

can write a series expansion

log(Q) = log(Z) + Z fulq)Z™, (D.78)

where Q) = m, Z = = 7 are the variables defined in (D.32} |D.23)). Using
n(q1)* (1-43221)3E4(q1) 2

the relation between ¢; and f as in equation we see that f,,(¢q1) here must be quasi-
modular forms of weight 18n. Because the coefficients of 25 have zero modular weight, the
derivative of Ey(g) and E3(q1) are the the same for log(Q) according to the formula (D.63).
In order to prove conjecture , we should confirm the equation (D.40). We compute the
FE5 derivative

I

Oy (qr) 108(Q) = 9, (5 log(Q)
—  Ey(

ot 1
12X, ZO‘" (21)2 + Z a1

where we have used |D We shall prove the above equation is equal to the - 1301, F, FO (t1,t2),

( ) inst
where F,

g) f;(q)) 2y, (D.79)

is the instanton part of the the prepotential.

The classical contribution in the prepotential for our model is

o _3t 3

2
classical = 9 + 2t 1t2 + t1t2 (DSO)

The prepotential is determined by the fact that X0, F () are the double logarithmic solu-
tions of the Picard-Fuchs (PF) equations (2.10). In order to confirm the equation (D.40)),

we shall show the following is a solution to the PF equations

1

3 o e - E4(Q)ZAR(Q~>
w3 = X()(*tl + tltg) — (tl — t) an(zl)z’; + 12 —3 - Zg (D.81)
2 2 2 B@ + B
3 43221 Z Z E4(§)1An(q)
= Xillog(z2) — flog( +t ) ap(z)zg +12 = 2y,
2 §)? + Es(9)*

where we have use the solution for X5 in .

After some tedious calculations, we check that is indeed a solution. We can
provide some details in the followings. At zero order z5, we need to check the equation from
the first PF operator

1-— 43221

S =30E@). (D8Y)

03— 1220(661 + 1)(661 +5)] [~ SEE3() o
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Assuming the two Picard-Fuchs equations are consistent, we only need to further check the

second PF equation which provide recursion relation for the coefficients of z5. We denote
the coefficient of z3 in the solution (D.81)) as

1
- 12F4(G) 1 An(q
o 125000
(E1(9)2 + E6(q))*"
We see the similar structure for the ansatz of X5 in (D.71]). From the same calculations we

derive the recursion relation for f3,(z1) from the second Picard-Fuchs equation, similar to

Bn:

(D.83)

50}
P — . 3€3n+3 9E6( ~)€5n+2
Bnii(z1) = +1 3H i)Bn(21) — CESCES A (01 DB(ESD)? + Fo(d)
n 9(E4( ) +E6( )*)esnt1  6E6(q)(3E4(9)° + E6(9)*)ean (D.84)
(n+ DB(EL@)? + Es(@)®  (n+1)B(E(q)? + Es())?
where we denote
en = Fa(@) [E(anE2(G) + bn) + 12ay), (D.85)

(E1(d)? + Eo(@))

so that the solution X7 = Y7 ) %25, We further denote

1o (k) (k) k
%2( ()4)[;% Ey(q) + Bn] _ — (61 - 3n — i), (D.86)
4 2

+ Eg(§))3nthtl
where A% and B are modular forms of g of weight 6(3n+k+1)—2 and 6(3n+ k +1).

Then similar to the case of solution X7, one can show inductively

Eul@) AR Ex(@) + Bi) + 12407) _ ﬁwl i), + 2@ An(@
(Ea(@)? + Eo(@))Pr++! o (Ea(@)? + Eo(@))*"
. From the recursion relation for «y, in (D.74)), we can write the recursion separately for A,
and B,, as
4 AY B 3a3n+3 _ 9Es(Q)aznr2 | 9(E4(7)® + E6(q)*)azn+1
i n+13 (m+Dn+1)B (n+1)B (n+1)83
_ 6E6(q)(3E4(q)° + Eo()*)asn
(n+1)8 ’
5 BY  3bsays 9Fe(@bsarz | 9(Ea(@)?® + Es(@)>)bsnit
i m+13 (m+Dn+1B  (n+1)B (n+1)3
~ 6E5(7)(3E4(9)° + E6(q)*)bsn
CESME . (D.87)

Now it is straightforward to check that 3, in (D.83]) satisfy the recursion relation (D.84)).
This completes the proof of conjecture .
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E Expansion around a point on the conifold divisor

We now study the expansion of the higher genus topological string amplitudes around a
point on the conifold divisor in terms of the local flat coordinates, and use the gap condition
to fix the holomorphic ambiguity. Since the involution symmetry exchanges the two conifold
divisors, it is sufficient to consider the simpler one Ay = 1 4 2729. The simplest point to
consider is the intersection point of the divisor z; = 0 and Ay = 14 2725. This is a normal
intersection, and we can choose the local coordinates as

1
cly ~c - 9 A El
(2e1, 2¢2) = (21 22+27) (E.1)

We solve the PF equations (2.10) perturbatively around this point. There should be
6 linearly independent solutions. We only need 3 of them with at most one logarithmic
leading term in order to compute the flat coordinates. The three solutions are two power

series solutions X, X7 and one logarithmic solution X5 as the followings

952952022
Xo = [1+ 60z + 1386022 + %

~ 503540537219720025,
9
42794907475360025; + 1909335866037600025, + O(27)] 22

+[1516237305382800028, + O(27})]22%, + O(23,) (E.2)
33
X1 = ze+ (5= 427020)22 + (327 4 70202, + 37422022)23, + O(24,), (E.3)

2
22497647223, 709899482324
R 5 +OGa)]

+[—5402, — 12474023 + 13274265625, + 2206607105162 + O(22))]2e
4127 — 4860201 — 16839902 — 60648588022, — 3071988819902 + O(23))]23
+0(2%) (E.4)

+ 14872858022 — 56933300424022,

+ O(2]})] + 2450448022, + 32125373280z,

Xy = Xolog(ze) + [372z¢1 + 9844222 +

The local flat coordinates are computed as the ratio of the solutions t.; = % and
teo = %. For the power series solution, the flat coordinate goes like .4 ~ 2o = 20 + %,
which is the expected asymptotic behavior of near a conifold point. For the logarithmic
solution, the flat coordinate goes like teo ~ log(z¢1), which is similar to the behavior near
large volume point, and we should use the exponential of the flat coordinate as the expansion
parameter. So we define the expansion parameters in terms of flat coordinates

X1

te =10 = YO’ Gc := exp(te2)- (E.5)

We shall compute the asymptotic expansion of the propagators S¥,S% S, where we
have written the propagators in z; coordinate and for simplicity we denote S¥ = §%%
and S* = S%. Here the propagators should simply transform as tensors. In the case of
involution symmetry, there is a minus sign and shifts for S? and S because the involution

map the point to a different branch of moduli space. But this should not happen locally.
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The three point function also transforms as tensor without minus sign. The equations
are coordinate invariant if we take the holomorphic ambiguities hg k, h{ , hi, hij to transform
as tensors, while the Christoffel symbol Ffj and the holomorphic ambiguity sfj transforms
with a shift according to the well known transformation rule of Christoffel symbol as in

B3).

We can compute the asymptotic expansion of the Christoffel symbol szfzcj in the local
coordinates 1) by the well known formula from special geometry I'Zer, = Ozcry 0Pty

ciZej Oty 82’61'6263'

in the holomorphic limit, and compute the propagators S?ei?ei S%i § according to (B.4]).

Here the transformation between the coordinates z.; and z; are particularly simple because

the Jacobian transformation matrix %’ZZC?
J

is an identity matrix. So the propagators S¥,S?, S
and holomorphic ambiguities h{ k, hg s hiy g, sfj are actually invariant under the coordinate
transformation ([E.1)).

We find that after including the well known scaling factor X02972, the asymptotic ex-
pansion of the higher genus topological string amplitudes with the correct holomorphic

ambiguity satisfy the gap condition near the point (z1, 22) = (0, —2%) Specifically, we find

By

1 o0
29-2 r(9) — "
Yot I Lyl - gD 26D * HZO Falge)te, (E.6)

where f,,(q.) are some power series of ge.

Now we can study how the gap condition fixes holomorphic ambiguity at higher
genus. First as in previous situations, suppose we have found a particular holomorphic
ambiguity at genus g such that the gap condition is satisfied. Then we may add an
additional piece of rational function of zj,zp to F9) such that the gap condition (E.6) is
not affected. Since near the point (z1,22) = (0,—5-), we have the asymptotic behavior
Xo ~ 1 and t. ~ zs ~ As, this additional rational function should have no pole at the
conifold divisor Ay in order to be regular at ¢, ~ 0. Together with the involution symmetry
as defined by the spaces in , we consider the following linear space of holomorphic
ambiguity

00
Xm .= {f]|fe ZEBV;g’m’n) and has no pole at Ag }. (E.7)
n=0

In particular, in the case of m = [13—9(9 —1)], according to the proposition 1) the dimension
of X@[F-1D g exactly the remaining number of unknown constants in the genus g
holomorphic ambiguity after we impose both the fiber modularity and the gap conditions.
Clearly if f € X(™) then its involution transformation f = (—1)91f € X(&™) as well.
Since the involution transformation symmetry exchanges the two conifold divisors, we infer
that f must have no pole at A either, so it is actually a polynomial of z1, zo. Canceling
the pole A%g_z reduces the degree of z; in the numerator by 6(¢g — 1). So the space can be

determined as

x(9m) — { Ym0 @(V_(l’m%(gil)’%) ® Vf’mfﬁ(g*l)’%ﬂ)), if g is even;

E.8
Z;.LO:() @(V+l7m_6(g_l)’2n) o ~V_(1,m—6(g—1),2n—|—1))7 if ¢ is odd. ( )

73



It is now easy to compute the dimension of X (¢ with the formulae . We can consider
in particular the case of m = [%(g — 1)], and find the number of remaining unknown
constants at low genus Dim(X(g’[l?g(g_l)])) =0,1,1,1,1,2,1,2,3,2,3 for g = 2,3,---,12
respectively.

We can also estimate the asymptotic behavior of Dim(X (9’[%(9_1)])) at large genus.

Ignoring sub-leading contributions, we find

[un

o

9 1 2
Dim(X @5 -0y = Z(QT ~3n) ~ %4 (E.9)

n=0

Since the elements of the space X (9™ are regular at both conifold divisors Aq, Ag,
they would not affect the gap conditions at any other points on the conifold divisors. For
example, studying the expansion of topological string amplitudes around the intersection
of A and As would not give more boundary conditions to fix the holomorphic ambiguity.
It is thus sufficient to consider the gap condition around only one point (21, z2) = (0, —5)
here.

At low genus we can fix the remaining holomorphic ambiguity by the boundary
conditions at large volume point (z1,z2) = (0,0), which include the known higher genus
constant map contributions and some vanishing property of GV invariants. For example,
the GV invariants vanish nle 4 = 0 for base degree dp =0 and g > 2 [3]. We see that only
the holomorphic ambiguities with zero zy degree in the space (E.8) contribute to the zero
base degree GV invariants. So this property alone can eliminate the subspace Vf’[%l]’o)
in the remaining holomorphic ambiguities, which are now actually completely fixed up to
genus g < 9.

We consider also the local limit. The topological string amplitudes on local P? model
which has only the base class are solvable to arbitrary high genus. So we known the zero
fiber degree GV invariants nZE dp for dp = 0 from local model calculations, which may fix
some more holomorphic ambiguity for the compact model. However, at a closer look we
find that the local limit actually does not help. It is easy to check that except one element
which is the constant in Vil’m_ﬁ(g_l)’o) or 1 — 864z in Vfl’m_6(g_1)’0)
in X(@™) are polynomially divisible by z1, so they do not affect the zero fiber degree GV

, all other elements

invariants. So the local limit only fix the constant or 1 — 864z, in X (9™ which is already
fixed by the known constant map contribution in Gromov-Witten theory.

We can discuss a little more details on fixing the holomorphic ambiguity with GV
invariants. From the definition of the spaces Vi in , we find that the elements

(1,m—6(g—1),n)

in V are polynomially divisible by 23", so they only affect the GV invariants

Vi(l’m_mg_l)’") we need

nflE’ g with fiber degree dg > 3n. So in order to fix the elements in
to use the GV invariants ngE’dB with fiber degree dg > 3n and dg > n.

These B-model considerations are combined with the use of weak Jacobi forms to fix
the topological string amplitudes. Suppose we have the exact formulas up to a base degree

dp which are valid for all genus and fiber class, then in the followings we shall show that we
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have sufficient boundary conditions to fix the B-model formula up to any genus no bigger

than 9(dp + 1). To see this, we further define a vector space

> 1, =t n
y(@ds) = 3 @V((_ 1[)517}“), (E.10)

n=dg+1

where we denote the & subscript universally as (—1)9*"*! depending on the sign. Here we
have also set m = [%] in |j The space Y (9:95) ig exactly the space of remaining
holomorphic ambiguities at genus g, after we impose the boundary conditions at the conifold
and orbifold loci, and use the exact formulas for base degrees up to dg. Now we consider
g =9(dp +1), then according to (C.10}|C.11)), the dimension of the first linear space in the

direct sum (E.10) is
Dim (V131245 (E.11)

The dimensions of the other spaces in (E.10) are smaller and also vanish, so we have
Dim (Y ®@s+1).48)) = 0, i.e. all holomorphic ambiguities can be fixed at genus 9(dp + 1).
On the other hand, consider one genus higher at ¢ = 9(dp + 1) + 1, then the dimension of

the first linear space is computed similarly
Dim (VA 8ty — 5 0, (E.12)
so we have Dim (Y (O(ds+1)+1dp)) > Dim(Vng’?’dBJrg’dBH)) > 0, i.e. there are some unfixed

holomorphic ambiguities.
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