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Abstract

We study Euclidean M5-branes wrapping vertical divisors in elliptic Calabi-Yau

fourfold compactifications of M/F-theory that admit a Sen limit. We construct these

Calabi-Yau fourfolds as elliptic fibrations over coordinate flip O3/O7 orientifolds of toric

hypersurface Calabi-Yau threefolds. We devise a method to analyze the Hodge struc-

ture (and hence the dimension of the intermediate Jacobian) of vertical divisors in these

fourfolds, using only the data available from a type IIB compactification on the O3/O7

Calabi-Yau orientifold. Our method utilizes simple combinatorial formulae (that we

prove) for the equivariant Hodge numbers of the Calabi-Yau orientifolds and their prime

toric divisors, along with a formula for the Euler characteristic of vertical divisors in

the corresponding elliptic Calabi-Yau fourfold. Our formula for the Euler characteristic

includes a conjectured correction term that accounts for the contributions of pointlike

terminal Z2 singularities corresponding to perturbative O3-planes. We check our con-

jecture in a number of explicit examples and find perfect agreement with the results of

direct computations.

http://arxiv.org/abs/2211.00210v4
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1 Introduction

One of the main ambitions of string phenomenology is to identify stable cosmological

solutions with realistic features such as positive cosmological constant, as in the case of

de Sitter spacetime, and separation of characteristic length scales between the external 4D

spacetime and the internal compactification space. Despite the fact that the community

as a whole has put significant effort into constructing semi-realistic cosmological solutions

of string theory over the past few decades, a fully explicit and well-controlled semi-realistic

cosmological solution of string theory has not been constructed so far.1 Partly, this is due

to the geometric intricacies that must be dealt with to ensure dynamical stability, which

requires precise computational control over the superpotential of the corresponding low

energy effective 4D action—in particular, control over the non-perturbative contributions

to the superpotential. The purpose of this paper is to provide techniques for computing

the non-perturbative contributions to the 4D N = 1 superpotential in an effort to further

develop the mathematical tools necessary to identify stable cosmological string vacua of

the type described above.

Much of the string phenomenology literature focused on type IIB/F-theory compact-

ifications has been produced under the assumption that most or all complex structure

moduli in generic setups can be made sufficiently heavy (relative to other moduli) to

justify essentially ignoring the details of Euclidean D3-instanton contributions to the

non-perturbative superpotential. However, recent work on flux vacua with small flux

superpotential [5–8]2 strongly suggests that light complex structure moduli are unavoid-

able in generic KKLT-like constructions, and hence that the moduli-dependence of the

one-loop pfaffian of Euclidean D3-instanton contributions cannot safely be ignored in

realistic vacuum solutions.3

Let us review some of what is known about Euclidean D3-instantons in this context.

In [20], it was shown that for 3D M-theory vacua defined by compactification on a Calabi-

Yau fourfold Y4, a non-perturbative superpotential can be generated by Euclidean M5-

instantons wrapping certain divisors D ⊂ Y4.
4 When Y4 is furthermore elliptically-fibered

over a threefold base B3 and D is a vertical divisor (i.e. D is an irreducible component of

1Two of the most well studied proposals of this sort are the KKLT proposal [1] and the large volume
scenario [2]. For the recent work on explicit constructions of string vacua with scale separation, see [3, 4].

2See also [9–11], which showcase the lightness of conifold moduli in generic KKLT-like constructions.
3For recent studies of flux vacua with small flux superpotential, see [12–19].
4A sufficient condition for the generation of the superpotential is h•(D,OD) = (1, 0, 0, 0) for a smooth

D. An important open problem is to understand when a non-rigid divisor D can contribute to the
superpotential by means of rigidification by spacetime filling D-branes or fluxes [21, 22]. We expect that
these conditions continue to hold even in the presence of O3-plane singularities. For recent work on
divisors with singularities, see [23].
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the pullback of a divisor D̂ in B3), one finds that a Euclidean M5-instanton wrapping D

is mapped via M/F-theory duality to either a Euclidean D3-instanton wrapping D̂ [20]

or gaugino condensate due to a seven-brane stack on D̂ [24–27], and hence M5-instanton

contributions to the non-perturbative 3D superpotential lift to Euclidean D3-instanton or

gaugino condensate contributions to the 4D superpotential. M5-instantons have therefore

become an essential tool for analyzing the non-perturbative superpotential in F-theory

compactifications.

The contribution of a single M5-instanton to the non-perturbative superpotential

takes the form

Wn.p. = ADe
vol(D)+i

∫
D

C6 (1.1)

where C6 is the Hodge dual of the M-theory 3-form and vol(D) is the calibrated vol-

ume of the divisor D.5 Complete characterization of the non-perturbative superpoten-

tial including the moduli-dependent one-loop Pfaffian AD is an important open problem

[21, 28, 32–65]. In the absence of spacetime filling M2/D3-branes, the moduli-dependent6

one-loop determinant AD was shown [66, 67] to be a holomorphic section of a line bundle

whose first Chern class is the principal polarization of the intermediate Jacobian

J (D) := H3(D,R)/H3(D,Z). (1.2)

Much of the analysis of the non-perturbative superpotential can be reduced to computing

various properties of J (D), such as its dimension and dependence on various moduli. In

this paper we focus on the task of computing the dimension of J (D). While it is in prin-

ciple possible to compute the dimension of J (D) with the aid of various (co)homological

exact sequences [68], sophisticated computations of this sort can be cumbersome and

quickly become intractable for Calabi-Yau manifolds with large Hodge numbers, and

thus it would be desirable to have some sort of combinatorial formula that can be used

to compute the dimension of J (D) and other relevant data in terms of characteristic

numbers of the underlying Calabi-Yau fourfold.

To address this problem, in this paper we continue the work of [69] and devise

an algorithm to compute the Hodge numbers of toric vertical divisors D in Calabi-Yau

fourfolds Y4 that are elliptic fibrations over coordinate flip O3/O7-orientifolds of toric

hypersurface Calabi-Yau threefolds B3 = Z3/Z2.
7 Conceptually, our algorithm consists

5For multi-covering effects on the non-perturbative superpotential, see [28–32].
6The one-loop determinant AD could in principle depend on the complex structure moduli of X4, the

h2,1+h1,2 moduli that descend from the M-theory 3-form C3, and moduli corresponding to the positions
of spacetime filling M2 branes.

7In F-theory compactifications, we refer to a Sen limit [70, 71] such that the string coupling is finite
and all D7-brane stacks carry SO(8) gauge bundle as the “global Sen limit”. The Calabi-Yau fourfolds
that we construct explicitly in this paper, which are elliptically-fibered over a base B3 = Z3/Z2 and only
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of two steps. The first step is to explicitly construct an orientifold of a toric hypersurface

Calabi-Yau threefold B3, and to use aspects of this construction to prove simple com-

binatorial formulae for the equivariant Hodge numbers hp,q
± (Z3) and the Hodge numbers

hp,q(D̂) for its prime toric divisors, D̂ ⊂ B3. This procedure is not quite sufficient to

compute all of the Hodge numbers of the prime toric divisors of Y4. The second step, the

purpose of which is to capture the remaining Hodge number h2,1(D̂), proceeds as follows:

we use the existence of a Calabi-Yau fourfold defining an F-theory uplift to identify a lo-

cal fibration D over D̂. Then, following the methods of [77], we compute the pushforward

of the Euler characteristic of D to B3 to recover the missing Hodge number.8

The algorithm presented in this paper provides a method to characterize the vertical

prime toric divisors in an elliptic Calabi-Yau fourfold Y4 without the need to explicitly

construct and analyze Y4. Our reason for devising such a method is that despite the fact

that it is desirable to be able to perform a direct analysis of an explicitly constructed

Calabi-Yau fourfold and its prime toric divisors, this is not necessarily the easiest com-

putation to perform. There are three major technical challenges responsible for making

direct analysis rather complicated. First, toric resolutions of the toric ambient variety in

which we embed the elliptic Calabi-Yau fourfold need not be described by fine regular

star triangulations, but rather may involve vex triangulations whose assoicated toric fan

is not convex9 [78–80], thereby going beyond the standard framework studied by Batyrev

and Borisov [81, 82]. Second, the toric ambient varieties need not be constructed from

reflexive polytopes, as we demonstrate by way of example in §7.1. This also forces us

to go beyond the standard framework. Third, typically the elliptic Calabi-Yau fourfolds

that admit a global Sen limit are not simple hypersurfaces but rather are complete inter-

sections, which further complicates the direct analysis [82–84]. We will present a direct

analysis of prime toric divisors in complete intersection Calabi-Yau manifolds in [85].

Although our algorithm is restricted to elliptic Calabi-Yau fourfolds that admit a

global Sen limit, this represents an extremely interesting class of Calabi-Yau fourfolds

to study for various reasons. The most obvious of these reasons is motivated by string

phenomenology: By construction, F-theory compactified on a Calabi-Yau fourfold Y4 de-

fines a weakly-coupled type IIB string vacuum solution in the global Sen limit; moreover,

since many of the F-theory bases B3 admit a P1 fibration10, this construction also admits

a dual heterotic/type I string theory description. Thus, elliptic Calabi-Yau fourfold that

admit a global Sen limit represent one of the most accessible subsets of candidate string

vacua amenable to detailed analysis in multiple string duality frames, and the algorithm

contain SO(8) D7-brane stacks, are examples of Calabi-Yau fourfolds that admit a global Sen limit. For
recent study of O3/O7 orientifolds, see [72–76].

8In this work, we assume that moduli are at a generic point in the moduli space to ensure that the
dimension of the intermediate Jacobian we compute captures all possible moduli dependence.

9We thank W. Taylor for explaining this to us.
10The P1 fibration structure of B3 descends from the elliptic fibration structure of Z3.

4



we describe in this paper has numerous applications for the study of these vacua.

Another reason that elliptic Calabi-Yau fourfolds that admit a global Sen limit are

interesting, which is to some extent independent of their connection to string phenomenol-

ogy, is that they often contain pointlike terminal Z2 orbifold singularities.11 Although the

physics associated with terminal singularities in F-theory vacua is still being explored, it

is at least known that terminal cyclic fourfold Zk singularities [87] indicate the presence

of O3-planes, with k = 2 corresponding to perturbative O3-planes [88, 89] and the cases

k = 3, 4, 6 corresponding to their non-perturbative generalizations [90]. The limited lit-

erature that exists on this subject given the richness of the physics associated with these

singularities indicates that additional mathematical techniques need to be developed in

order to fully study their properties.

It is tempting to regard terminal orbifold singularities as exotic features of F-theory

vacua. However, as will be shown in a forthcoming paper [91], there is evidence suggest-

ing that a significant fraction of elliptic Calabi-Yau fourfolds that admit a global Sen

limit include O3-planes, and hence that terminal Z2 singularities seem to be a rather

unavoidable feature of such constructions. An important feature of our algorithm, which

accounts for the apparent prevalence of O3-planes, is a conjectured formula for the Euler

characteristic of vertical divisors D, which depends combinatorially on the number of

pointlike terminal Z2 orbifold singularities intersecting D̂ ⊂ B3:

χn(D) :=

∫

D

c3(D) =
∑

p,q

(−1)p+qhp,q(D)− 2nO3(D̂) . (1.3)

To our knowledge, this is the first time such a formula has appeared in the string theory

literature. We believe a reasonably straightforward mathematical proof of the above

formula should be possible if one indeed does not exist at the time of writing. Using

the above conjectural formula, we find that we are able to use our algorithm to recover

the Hodge numbers of all prime toric divisors D̂ appearing in orientifolds of elliptic

Calabi-Yau threefolds. We have checked the validity of this formula in a large number of

examples.

The remainder of this paper is structured as follows. In §2, we review various

tools from toric geometry relevant for the computations of this paper. In §3, we review

11From a mathematical perspective, the fact that terminal Z2 orbifold singularities can appear in ellip-
tic Calabi-Yau fourfolds should come as no great surprise, as Calabi-Yau varieties of complex dimension
greater than three are not guaranteed to have smooth phases [86]. Although the physics of terminal
singularities is still not well-understood, fortunately, it has been shown that the “worst” type of singu-
larity that can occur in toric hypersurface Calabi-Yau varieties with maximal projective crepant partial
(MPCP) desingularizations are orbifold singularities, and thus if we can gain a complete understanding
of the physics of Calabi-Yau manifolds with orbifold singularities, then we will be adequately equipped
to deal with the full range of singularity types that appear in a rather large and interesting class of
candidate string vacua.
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Batyrev’s construction of toric hypersurface Calabi-Yau threefolds. In §4, we construct

coordinate flip O3/O7 orientifolds B3 as hypersurfaces in toric fourfolds V̂4. We further-

more prove combinatorial formulae for the Hodge numbers hp,q
± (Z3) and hp,q(D̂) ∈ B3. In

§5, we study the F-theory uplifts of type IIB compactifications on the O3/O7 orientifolds

B3, and study the topology of vertical prime toric divisors in the resulting F-theory ge-

ometry. In particular, in §5, we classify the possible vertical divisors that can appear

in Calabi-Yau fourfolds, in terms of the Iitaka dimension of the twisting line bundle of

the elliptic fibration. We show that for each case, a subset of the Hodge numbers of the

vertical divisors can be computed using the combinatoric formulae developed in §4. In

§6, we prove the pushforward formula for the integral of the top Chern class
∫
D
c3(D),

and study local models of divisors in the presence of O3-planes, as well as elliptic fibra-

tions with twisting line bundle of Iitaka dimension 1—the tools developed in this section

give us the means to compute the remaining Hodge numbers that were not captured by

classification scheme described previously, in §5. In §7, as an illustration, we compute

the Hodge numbers of vertical divisors in the context of four explicit examples. In §8, we

conclude and discuss possible future directions. In §8, we record some numerical results

relevant to the final example in §7, and a compendium of commonly-used notation is

given in §B.

2 Review of toric geometry

2.1 Constructing toric varieties from fans

Recall that a d-dimensional toric variety Vd is a complex algebraic variety that contains

an algebraic torus T = (C∗)d as a dense open set, together with an action T on Vd such

that the restriction of this action to the algebraic torus T ⊂ Vd itself is multiplicative.

In this paper, we restrict our attention to normal projective toric varieties, which can be

described both by means of a fan and a lattice polytope. Below, we review aspects of

both constructions relevant for the analysis of this paper.

A fan Σ is a set of strongly convex rational polyhedral cones, such that the face of

any cone is a cone and the intersection of any two cones is a cone. It is convenient to

regard each cone as being spanned by a finite number of rays with primitive generators ~v,

which are themselves elements of a lattice N . Strong convexity guarantees that no non-

trivial subspace of the ambient vector space in which Σ is embedded lies inside any cone

of Σ. Consider a fan Σ that consists of cones whose rays are given by the non-negative

span of the generators

~v ∈ N. (2.1)

6



We associate to Σ a (normal projective) toric variety PΣ defined as follows:

PΣ =
Cr\SRI

G
(2.2)

where the Stanley-Reisner ideal SRI consists of all subsets of I ⊂ {~v} for which the

one-dimensional cones generated by ~v do not share a common higher-dimensional cone.

By definition, each such subset in SRI corresponds to a subspace of Cr given by the zero

locus {x~v = 0 |~v ∈ I} for some choice of correspondence between the coordinates of Cr

and the vertices ~v ∈ N :

x~v ↔ ~v. (2.3)

The abelian group G is the kernel of the morphism

x~v → tk =
∏

~v

x~ek·~v~v (2.4)

where ~ek form a basis of the dual lattice M = Hom(N,Z).12 To every linear dependence

relation

∑

~v

a~v~v = 0, a~v ∈ Z (2.5)

there corresponds a one-parameter subgroup g ⊂ G whose action on Cr in (2.2) is given

by

g : x~v → λa~vx~v, λ ∈ C∗. (2.6)

Note that while in many relevant examples the abelian group G can be specified com-

pletely by its subgroups of the above form, there are some cases in which G contains

discrete subgroups, and consequently G cannot be completely determined in terms its

continuous subgroups.

2.2 Stratifications

When x~v 6= 0 (for all ~v generating the cones of Σ), the coordinates tk in (2.6) parametrize

the algebraic torus (C∗)d as a dense open set in Cd. The full toric variety PΣ can be

viewed as a disjoint union of algebraic tori (C∗)k, 0 ≤ k ≤ d of various dimensions.

These collections of algebraic tori, called strata, are associated with various cones σ in

the fan Σ in the following manner. The torus (C∗)d, to which we refer as the prime

12We abuse notation and use the usual vector notation ~m to denote elements of M . Moreover, we use
the dot product ~m · ~v to denote the action of an element ~m ∈ M on an element ~v ∈ N .
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stratum, is associated with the unique zero-dimensional cone σ(0), i.e. the origin of Σ.

More generally, each n-dimensional cone σ(n) is naturally associated with the subset of

homogeneous coordinates x~v corresponding to the rays of σ(n) generated by ~v. Given a

cone σ, if we restrict the basis of dual vectors ~ek ∈ M in (2.4) to span the subset of lattice

vectors contained in the dual cone σ∨, defined as

σ∨ := {~m ∈ M |~m · ~v ≥ 0, ∀~v ∈ σ}, (2.7)

then it is possible to take a limit of (2.4) in which x~v = 0 for all ~v generating σ; since

σ(n) contains n generators ~v by definition, this shows that the n-dimensional cones σ(n)

correspond to (d− n)-dimensional algebraic tori

Tσ(n)
∼= (C∗)d−n. (2.8)

Note that the simplicial structure of Σ guarantees that the strata are glued together in a

consistent manner. It therefore follows that we can use the data of the fan Σ to stratify

any toric variety PΣ as follows:

PΣ =
∐

n

∐

σ(n)∈Σ(n)

Tσ(n) , Tσ(n)
∼= (C∗)d−n. (2.9)

Note that the symbol Σ(n) in the above expression denotes the set of n-dimensional

cones in the fan Σ. In terms of coordinates, the stratum Tσ associated with each cone is

parametrized by

Tσ = {x~v | x~v 6= 0 if ~v /∈ σ and x~v = 0 if ~v ∈ σ}. (2.10)

We have described above how every projective normal toric variety PΣ admits a

stratification of the form (2.9). There is a complementary viewpoint whereby one may

regard any toric variety PΣ as a compactification of some choice of prime stratum (note

that the algebraic torus (C∗)d is non-compact). We now explore this viewpoint. Let us

begin by describing the simplest example of such a compactification, which will provide

intuition for more complicated examples. The simplest case is C∗. The open set C∗ can

be understood as a copy of the complex plane with the origin excised. The toric fan

for C∗ consists of two toric rays, which we denote by (resp.) ~v1 = (1) and ~v2 = (−1),

each of which corresponds to a homogeneous coordinate. Without loss of generality,

we use x1 to denote the homogeneous coordinate associated to ~v1 and x2 to denote the

homogeneous coordinate associated to −~v2. When x1x2 6= 0, we can parametrize the one-

dimensional algebraic torus C∗ by a complex variable t = x1/x2 ∈ C∗. Because there are

two missing points, namely the origin and infinity, we see clearly that C∗ is non-compact.

To compactify C∗, we can glue two points t = 0 and t = ∞ to C∗. As the result, we have

8



compactified C∗ into P1, where we keep in mind that t = 0 is equivalent to x1 = 0, and

similarly t = ∞ is given by x2 = 0.

This procedure generalizes to higher-dimensional toric varieties. To compactify an d-

dimensional algebraic torus (C∗)d, one can glue in (d−1)-dimensional algebraic tori, each

of which is identified with the vanishing locus of a homogeneous coordinate parametrizing

the higher dimensional toric variety. Analogous to the case of P1, the vanishing locus of

a homogeneous coordinate x~v is represented by a toric ray generated by the vertex ~v. Let

us suppose that there are d + 1 homogeneous coordinates x~v. The vanishing locus Tσ(0)

is then parametrized by d independent toric coordinates t, so we conclude that there

is an isomorphism Tσ(0)
∼= (C∗)d. Similar reasoning then leads to the conclusion that

an n-dimensional toric cone σ(n) corresponds to a (d − n)-dimensional algebraic torus

Tσ(n)
∼= (C∗)(d−n). This identification now then completes the compactification of the

prime stratum, and yields a compact toric variety PΣ (compare to (2.9))

PΣ =
∐

n

∐

σ(n)∈Σ(n)

Tσ(n) . (2.11)

2.3 Toric hypersurfaces

In this paper, we are primarily concerned with algebraic subvarieties of toric varieties

PΣ. In well-behaved constructions, most or all of the geometric properties of a subvariety

that are relevant to our analysis can be inferred from the geometry of the ambient toric

variety PΣ. As an example, if all strata Tσ ⊂ PΣ intersect the subvariety transversely,

then the subvariety naturally inherits a stratification from PΣ. In the special case that

the subvariety is a hypersurface Z ⊂ PΣ, one can associate to every n-dimensional cone

σ(n) ∈ Σ a (d− n− 1)-dimensional stratum

Zσ(n) = Z ∩ Tσ(n) (2.12)

so that Z admits the following stratification:

Z =
∐

n

∐

σ(n)∈Σ(n)

Zσ(n) . (2.13)

In the following subsections, we review how to determine the geometry of the strata Zσ(n)

of a toric hypersurface Z ⊂ PΣ appearing in (2.13). To this end, we will find it convenient

to first review some useful facts about Newton polytopes and normal fans.

We assume that the data specifying the topology of Z comprises the fan Σ and a

choice of line bundle OPΣ
(Z) such that Z is the zero locus of a section of OPΣ

(Z). It

9



follows that the class13

c1(OPΣ
(Z)) = Z (2.14)

of the divisor can be expanded in a basis of classes of toric divisors D~v ⊂ PΣ:

Z =
∑

~v
a~vD~v. (2.15)

The group of holomorphic sections of OPΣ
(Z) can be encoded in the data of a polytope

called the Newton polytope:

∆ = {~m ∈ M | ~m · ~v ≥ −a~v , ∀~v ∈ Σ}. (2.16)

It is convenient to use the monomials

p(~m) =
∏

~v

x~m·~v+a~v
~v (2.17)

as a basis for this group. One simple and useful application of the Newton polytope is

the computation of the dimension of the zeroth cohomology group with coefficients in

OPΣ
(Z), i.e.

h0(PΣ,OPΣ
(Z)) = |∆ ∩M |. (2.18)

The Newton polytope ∆ also determines a blowdown of the toric variety PΣ in a manner

that we now describe in more detail. To begin, first suppose that ∆ ⊂ M is any polytope.

Then the normal fan Σ(∆) of ∆ ⊂ M defines a toric variety PΣ(∆) along with a divisor

D∆. The normal fan Σ(∆) is the set of cones

Σ(∆) = {σ(Θ)}, (2.19)

where in the above expression Θ is a face of ∆ and the cone σ(Θ) associated to Θ is

defined as follows: Given a k-dimensional face of ∆, Θ(k), the cone σ(Θ(k)) is the dual14

of the cone

σ∨(Θ(k)) = ∪r≥0{r(~p∆ − ~pΘ(k))} , (2.20)

where p∆ ∈ ∆ and pΘ(k) ∈ Θ(k). In this construction, the k-dimensional faces Θ(k) of ∆ are

associated with (d − k)-dimensional cones σ(Θ(k))—in particular, the vertices ~m = Θ(0)

13Whenever the distinction is clear from the context, we abuse notation and use the same symbol D
to denote both a divisor and its representative in the appropriate Chow ring. In this case, we use Z to
denote the class of the divisor Z ⊂ PΣ.

14Recall that the dual σ∨ of a cone σ is defined in (2.7).
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of ∆ are associated with cones σ(~m) = σ(Θ(0)) of maximal dimension. The polytope ∆

also determines a line bundle over (or equivalently, a Cartier divisor D∆ in) PΣ(∆), via a

strongly convex support function Ψ∆, which we now describe: The restriction of Ψ∆ to

each cone of maximal dimension in Σ(∆) can be described by means of the dual vertex

~m by setting

Ψ∆|σ(~m) (~v) ≡ ~m · ~v, ∀~v ∈ σ(~m). (2.21)

The above assignment can be straightforwardly extended to define the restriction of Ψ∆

to all cones of lower dimension. Then, the class of the divisor D∆ is given by

D∆ =
∑

~v∈Σ(∆)(1)

a~vD~v, a~v = − Ψ∆|σ(~m) (~v), ∀~v ∈ σ(~m). (2.22)

Following the above analysis, one can associate a cone-wise support function Ψ∆ to any

divisor D∆, where Ψ∆ is strongly convex if the line bundle OPΣ
(D∆) is ample. Impor-

tantly, a toric variety is projective if and only if its fan is the normal fan of some lattice

polytope.

2.4 Resolution of singularities

As described in the previous subsection, we find it useful to construct certain toric hy-

persurfaces Z from the data of a lattice polytope ∆. However, before describing how to

determine the topology of the strata of such a hypersurface Z∆, there is an additional

issue that we must address, namely that the projective variety PΣ(∆) associated to the

normal fan Σ(∆) is not in general smooth. Thus, before proceeding further, we need

to understand how to resolve the singularities of PΣ(∆), as these singularities restrict to

singularities of Z∆.

One way in which a fan Σ can correspond to a singular projective variety PΣ is if

Σ is not simplicial. (A fan Σ is simplicial provided that each of its d-dimensional cones

is generated by d rays.) However, although Σ being simplicial is a necessary condition

for PΣ to be smooth, this condition not sufficient to guarantee smoothness, as PΣ may

still contain orbifold (ie. Q-factorial Gorenstein) singularities corresponding to simplicial

cones with volume greater the one [92].15 There are many examples of toric varieties PΣ

with such singularities, and in many instances it is desirable to resolve these singularities

by means of a choice of refinement Σ → Σ(∆).16

15A more complete discussion of possible types of singularities of toric varieties can be found in, e.g.
[86, 92, 93]. Note that non-simplicial fans correspond to toric varieties with more general classes of
singularities than orbifold singularities.

16A refinement Σ′ of a fan Σ is a fan such that every cone of Σ′ is contained in a cone of Σ, and such
that the union of cones of Σ′ is the same as that of Σ.
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~v1

~v2

~v3

~v1

~v2

~v3~vE

Figure 1: Left: toric fan for P[1,1,2]. The vectors are ~v1 = (−1, 1), ~v2 = (−1,−1), ~v3 =
(1, 0). Right: toric fan for the Hirzebruch surface F2, which is the blowup of the singular
point of P[1,1,2]. The additional vector corresponding to the exception divisor is ~vE =
(−1, 0). The toric fan for F2 is a refinement of the toric fan for P[1,1,2].

To see how this works in more detail, we again study a very simple example, namely

the case PΣ = P[1,1,2]. The toric fan of P[1,1,2] can be seen in the left-hand diagram in

Figure 1. As one can see, the cone spanned by ~v1 := (−1, 1) and ~v2 := (−1,−1) has

volume equal to 2, indicating an orbifold Z2 singularity at x1 = x2 = 0. The stratification

of the singular P[1,1,2] is given by

P[1,1,2] = (C∗)2
3∐

i=1

Tσ~vi

∐

1≤i<j≤3

Tσ~vi∪~vj
. (2.23)

To resolve the singularity, we can blow up x1 = x2 = 0, which introduces an exceptional

divisor E corresponding to the toric ray generated by ~vE = (−1, 0). Introduction of this

toric ray now forbids a non-trivial intersection between x1 and x2 in the toric variety,

and thus removes the Z2 singularity. As the result, we obtain the new stratification

P̂[1,1,2] = (C∗)2
3∐

i=1

Tσ~vi

∐
Tσ~v1∪~v2

× Eσ~v1∪~v2

∐
Tσ~v1∪~v3

∐
Tσ~v2∪~v3

, (2.24)

where Eσ~v1∪~v2
= C∗

∐
(C∗)0

∐
(C∗)0. Note that the C∗ is due to the toric ray σ~vE and each

(C∗)0 factor in Eσ~v1∪~v2
is given by the cone σ~vi∪~vE for i = 1, 2. The refinement Σ′ is the

new fan defined by the addition of the ray σ~vE—see the right-hand diagram in Figure 1.

Unlike in two-dimensional toric varieties like the example of P[1,1,2] described above,

in higher-dimensional toric varieties, just adding toric rays is not enough to fully specify

a resolution because it is also necessary to specify which divisors can have non-trivial

intersections. This data is provided by a refinement of the normal fan Σ, or equivalently

a triangulation T of ∆◦ if ∆ is reflexive, where ∆◦ is the polar dual of ∆. In this paper, we
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choose a particular class of triangulations called fine-regular-star-triangulations (FRST)

T of ∆◦. A triangulation T is called fine if all the integral points in ∆◦ are used in

the triangulation. This means that the resolution involves a sequence of blowups that

introduces the maximal number of exceptional prime toric divisors. We call T regular

if it can be obtained as a projection of the lower dimensional faces of the convex hull

of a point set in one higher dimension. Regularity ensures that the corresponding toric

variety is projective. A triangulation T is called star, if all of its maximal dimensional

simplices have the origin as the vertex of the cones. The star property guarantees that

each simplex of the triangulation defines a refined toric cone.

Given an FRST T , we can construct the associated refined toric fan Σ(T ), which is

simply defined to be the toric fan of the triangulation T . From the toric fan Σ(T ), one

can then define the toric variety PΣ(T ) whose stratification is

PΣ(T ) = Tσ(0)

∐
Tσ(1)

∐

n≥2

Tσ(n) × Eσ(n) . (2.25)

When the FRST T defines a refinement Σ(T ) → Σ(∆), we denote the set of vertices ~v

whose non-negative span is the FRST Σ(T ) by V∆. Each ray ~v ∈ Σ(T ) corresponds to

a homogeneous coordinate x~v, which together generate the Cox ring of the toric variety

PΣ(T ). We call the vanishing locus of a homogeneous coordinate x~v a prime toric divisor

D̂~v.

2.5 Strata of resolved toric hypersurfaces

Let us now return to our discussion of the stratification of a resolution of the possibly

singular hypersurface Z∆. Assume that the corresponding divisor Z∆ transversely in-

tersects the toric strata of PΣ. We regard the singular hypersurface Z∆ as a divisor of

the blowdown PΣ(∆). Since there is a one-to-one correspondence between faces of ∆ and

cones of Σ(∆), one may write the stratification of such a divisor Z∆ in terms of faces of

∆ rather than cones of Σ(∆):

Z∆ =
∐

k

∐

Θ(k)

ZΘ(k). (2.26)

Since faces of dimension k correspond to cones of dimension d− k, the dimension of the

strata ZΘ(k) is d− (d− k)− 1 = k − 1.

In what follows, we assume that there exists a refinement of the fan Σ(∆) corre-

sponding to an FRST T of the polytope ∆,

π : Σ(T ) → Σ(∆), (2.27)
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which resolves the singular hypersurface Z∆:

Z → Z∆. (2.28)

The face stratification of the resolution Z is

Z = Z∆

∐

Θ(d−1)

ZΘ(d−1)

∐

k≥2

∐

Θ(d−k)

EΘ(d−k) × ZΘ(d−k). (2.29)

where in the above expression Z∆ is the blowdown of the resolution Z and EΘ(d−k) is the

exceptional set of the refinement of the cone in Σ(∆) associated with the face Θ(d−k), i.e.

EΘ(d−k) =
d−k−1∐

i=0

(C∗)i. (2.30)

Note that to every l-dimensional cone in π−1(σ(Θ(d−k))) , there corresponds a stratum

(C∗)k−l in EΘ(d−k) .

2.6 Hodge-Deligne numbers

In the previous sections, we studied how to decompose toric varieties and their hyper-

surfaces into a collection of algebraic tori and hypersurfaces therein. The fact that a

stratum of a hypersurface in a toric variety is a hypersurface of an algebraic torus makes

it desirable to have a method to compute the Hodge numbers of the toric hypersurface

by combining certain “building blocks” associated to each stratum, where each building

block is a sort of character. However, we are not only interested in the dimensions of

cohomology groups of a toric hypersurface; we would also like to be able to determine

their Hodge structures. For this reason, we shall make a careful choice when deciding

what character best suits our purposes.

In order to make a suitable choice of character, there are a few problems to consider.

First, we observe that by definition, each stratum is non-compact. Hence, we need a

cohomology theory that is well-behaved for non-compact varieties. Furthermore, we wish

to recover the Hodge structure of the toric hypersurface from some structure associated

to the hypersurface strata that is analogous to Hodge structure. This implies that the

character we desire must have a structure that parallels Hodge structure, and also that

the gluing of strata should preserve this data.

Although a given solution satisfying this set of constraints may not be unique, we

just need one solution. An elegant solution was provided by Danilov and Khovanski in

their pioneering paper [94]. The starting point of [94] is the cohomology with compact

support Hk
c (X) associated to an algebraic variety X. This choice is very natural for

several reasons. First, cohomology with compact support has a natural Hodge structure,

albeit mixed. Second, a proper morphism between algebraic varieties respects the Hodge
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structures of the cohomology with compact support. Third, the mixed Hodge structure

satisfies hp,q(Hk
c (X)) = 0 for p+ q > k. Fourth, for a closed subvariety Y ⊂ X the short

exact sequence

0 → X\Y → X → Y → 0 (2.31)

respects the Hodge structure, in the sense that the associated long exact sequence

· · · → Hk
c (X\Y ) → Hk

c (X) → Hk
c (Y ) → Hk+1

c (X\Y ) → · · · (2.32)

is a sequence of the Hodge structures. Finally, and perhaps most importantly, for a

compact quasi-smooth algebraic variety, the Hodge structure of the cohomology with

compact support is the same as of the usual cohomology theories. As a result, it seems

quite plausible that the characters associated with the cohomology with compact support

provide us with the building blocks we seek.

To construct the character in question from the Hodge structure of the cohomology

with compact support, we stress a few important ideas. As described in §2.2, a toric

variety can be understood as a compactification of an algebraic torus. This implies

that one can sequentially apply the exact sequences (2.31) and (2.32) to study the Hodge

structure of the cohomology with compact support of a toric variety and its hypersurfaces.

Because of (2.32), we remark that the character e

e(X) :=
∑

k

(−1)k dim
(
Hk

c (X)
)
, (2.33)

of the cohomology with compact support satisfies a simple addition rule

e(X) = e(X\Y ) + e(Y ) , (2.34)

which will allow us to compute the cohomology of the total space from the cohomology of

the building blocks. In fact, we can take this a step further. Because (2.32) is a sequence

of the Hodge structures, it is possible to define a more refined character

ep,q(X) :=
∑

k

(−1)khp,q
(
Hk

c (X)
)
, (2.35)

which again satisfies a simple addition rule

ep,q(X) = ep,q(X\Y ) + ep,q(Y ) . (2.36)

We call this character ep,q the Hodge-Deligne number, and the Hodge-Deligne number

will be heavily used to understand the Hodge structures in this paper.17 It is important

17For recent applications of the Hodge-Deligne numbers, see [69, 95, 96].
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to note that according to the definition (2.35), if X is compact and quasi-smooth, we

have an identity

ep,q(X) = (−1)p+qhp,q(X) . (2.37)

For later convenience, we also introduce the characteristic polynomial

e(X ; x, x̄) =
∑

p,q

ep,q(X)xpxq . (2.38)

This characteristic polynomial has many nice properties. The character e(X) is obviously

related to e(X ; x, x̄) by

e(X) = e(X ; 1, 1) . (2.39)

As was studied in [94], one can use (2.36) to prove the following equalities

e(X1 ∐X2; x, x̄) = e(X1; x, x̄) + e(X2; x, x̄) , (2.40)

e(X1 ×X2; x, x̄) = e(X1; x, x̄)× e(X2; x, x̄). (2.41)

In fact, the equality (2.41) can be generalized for fiber products. If f : X → Y is a fiber

bundle with fiber F, which is locally trivial in Zariski topology, then one can apply the

equality (2.41) fiberwise to obtain

e(X ; x, x̄) = e(F ; x, x̄)× e(Y ; x, x̄) . (2.42)

As a warm up, we first explain how to compute the Hodge-Deligne numbers of a

toric variety. Let us begin with the very simplest example, namely a point. Because a

point is compact and zero-dimensional, we easily conclude

e(pt; x, x̄) = 1 . (2.43)

Next, consider a two-sphere P1. Because P1 is compact and smooth, we have hp,q(P1) =

(−1)p+qep,q(P1). As a result, we conclude

e(P1; x, x̄) = 1 + xx̄ . (2.44)

Now let us move on to non-compact spaces with the goal of understanding algebraic tori.

P1 can be obtained as a one-point compactification of C. This means that the following

equality holds

e(C; x, x̄) = e(P1; x, x̄)− e(pt; x, x̄) = xx̄ . (2.45)

Similarly, C∗ can be thought of as a punctured C. Following the same logic as above, we

obtain

e(C∗; x, x̄) = e(C; x, x̄)− e(pt; x, x̄) = xx̄− 1 . (2.46)
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The result (2.46) can be used to compute the Hodge-Deligne numbers of an arbitrary

algebraic torus: by using the identity

e((C∗)n; x, x̄) = (e(C∗; x, x̄))n , (2.47)

we obtain

ep,q((C∗)n) = δp,q(−1)n+p

(
n

p

)
. (2.48)

Note that the above equation implies that for a quasi-smooth toric variety, hp,0 = 0 for

p > 0. Combining the above formula with the stratification of a toric variety encoded in

its fan, we can reproduce a well-known formula [97] for the non-trivial Hodge numbers

of a smooth toric n-fold:

hp,p(PΣ) =
n∑

k=0

(−1)p+k

(
k

p

)
|Σ(n− k)|. (2.49)

2.6.1 Hodge-Deligne numbers of a toric hypersurface

We now compute the Hodge-Deligne numbers of a hypersurface in a toric variety. Most

of the time, we follow the discussion of [94]. However, we do not require the Newton

polytope to be integral; rather, we only require that the hypersurface is free of a non-

trivial base locus. We wish to make this generalization because in general the Newton

polytope for the orientifold need not be integral. Furthermore, we do not construct the

ambient toric variety via the normal fan construction, although we still assume that the

corresponding line bundle is big without loss of generality.18

Our starting point is the compactification of the d-dimensional prime stratum given

in (C∗)n (2.11), namely

PΣ =
∐

n

∐

σ(n)∈Σ(n)

Tσ(n) . (2.50)

We assume that every cone σ(n) ∈ Σ is simplicial, and hence that the toric variety PΣ

is quasi-smooth. Although we can try to resolve the residual orbifold singularities by

refining the toric fan Σ, we shall not do so. The reason for not doing this is quite

simple. For the correct identification of the Hodge numbers of strata, it suffices to study

18Because orientifolding generically forces the moduli of a Calabi-Yau toric hypersurface to be tuned,
one may expect that there can be a non-trivial base locus. This is a possibility that we cannot exclude.
In the presence of such loci, the analysis is subtler, and it is outside the scope of this paper. For the
purposes of this paper, we assume that there is no base locus. We wish to revisit the issue of a non-trivial
base locus in future work.
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quasi-smooth varieties. Furthermore, we wish to study a hypersurface

Z ⊂ PΣ , (2.51)

such that in every stratum Tσ(n) the hypersurface stratum

Zσ(n) = Z ∩ Tσ(n) , (2.52)

is a generic codimension-one hypersurface in Tσ(n) . It should be noted that if there

are non-trivial exceptional divisors, in general the hypersurface restricted to a stratum

Tσ(n) ×Eσ(n) is not the most generic hypersurface, but rather Zσ(n) ×Eσ(n) . Because this

fact unnecessarily complicates the analysis, we avoid further resolving the singularities.

Before we start computing the Hodge-Deligne numbers of hypersurfaces of alge-

braic tori, we need to introduce some more machinery. In this section, we denote the

complement of the prime stratum in PΣ by D, i.e.

D := PΣ\Tσ(0) . (2.53)

Note that D is a normal crossing divisor in PΣ. We then define Ωp
(PΣ,D) to be the kernel

of the restriction

Ωp
(PΣ,D) := ker

(
Ωp

PΣ
→ ⊕Di

Ωp
Di

)
, (2.54)

where Di is an irreducible component of D, and ΩV is the sheaf of differential forms on

the toric variety V.19 The sheaf Ωp
(PΣ,D) can also be thought of as a sheaf of meromorphic

p-forms with logarithmic poles along D. The sheaf Ω(PΣ,D) is particularly useful for us

due to the following property: Let X be an (affine) algebraic variety, and let X be its

compactification such that D = X\X is a normal crossing divisor in X. Then, we have

ep(X) :=
∑

q

ep,q(X) = (−1)pχ(X,Ωp

(X,D)
) . (2.55)

So, to summarize, the sheaf of differential forms with logarithmic poles Ω(X,D) can be

used to compute the character e of the prime stratum of X! We note that there is an

isomorphism between sheaves

Λp(M)⊗O(−D) ≡ Ωp
(PΣ,D) , (2.56)

which is induced by the explicit form of a local section

f
dx~m1

x~m1
∧ · · · ∧

dx~mp

x~mp
, (2.57)

19For a careful treatment of differential forms on toric varieties, see Section 4 of [98].
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where f is a local section of O(−D), and ∧p
i dx

~mi/x~mi is an element of the space Λp(M)

of p-forms on the algebraic torus corresponding to the spectrum of the ring C[M ].20

We are now ready to introduce the basic building blocks of the computation. Let

~vi ∈ Σ(1) be the generators of toric rays, and let Di ⊂ PΣ be the corresponding divisors.

We define a (non-negative) line bundle L whose first Chern class L = c1(L) is given by

L =
∑

i

aiDi , (2.58)

where ai is a non-negative integer. The corresponding Newton polytope is then given by

∆L = {~m ∈ M |~m · ~vi ≥ −ai, ∀vi} . (2.59)

Each point ~m ∈ ∆L that is integral with respect to M defines a global section. As

was proven in [99], the combinatorial properties of ∆L are related to the line bundle

cohomology groups

H0(PΣ,L) = Γ∆L
(L) (2.60)

H i(PΣ,L) = 0 . (2.61)

In the above equations, ΓL(L) is the space of all globally-defined sections of L with

support in ∆L.
21 It should be noted that the Newton polytope ∆L not only encodes the

dimensions of the line bundle cohomology groups, but also their group structure. Because

of this, we can similarly study the cohomology of the sheaf

Ωp
(PΣ,D)(L) := Ωp

(PΣ,D) ⊗ L (2.62)

rather straightforwardly. The isomorphism (2.56) implies that

H0(PΣ,Ω
p
(PΣ,D)(L)) = Λp(M)⊗ Γ∆∗

L
(L) , (2.63)

and

H i(PΣ,Ω
p
(PΣ,D)(L)) = 0 , (2.64)

for i > 0. In (2.63), we note that the Newton polytope ∆∗
L is defined to be the strict

20We regard the commutative ring of functions on the algebraic torus (C∗)d = SpecC[M ] as being

spanned by linear combinations of monomials x~m :=
∏

k x
~m·~ek
k , where ~ek are a basis of lattice vectors

for M , and xk is a coordinate on the kth factor C∗ of the algebraic torus. Similarly, the monomials x~m

provide a convenient basis for p-forms on the algebraic torus.
21Let s =

∑
~m∈M s~mx~m (where again we adopt the shorthand notation x~m :=

∏
k x

~m·~ek
k with ~ek being

a basis of lattice vectors for M and xk being a coordinate on the kth factor of the algebraic torus (C∗)d).
Every section s can be uniquely expanded as finite linear combination of the monomials x~m. The support
of s is defined to be the set of ~m ∈ M such that s~m 6= 0.
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interior of ∆L. To arrive at (2.63), we have used the fact that the Newton polytope of

a line bundle L ⊗ KPΣ
is equivalent to the strict interior of the Newton polytope of the

line bundle L, namely22

∆L+KPΣ
≡ ∆∗

L (2.65)

and hence

ΓL+KPΣ
(L) = Γ∆∗

L
(L) . (2.66)

We are finally ready to explain an algorithm to compute the Hodge-Deligne numbers

of the strata of a toric hypersurface Z ⊂ PΣ. Because of the assumption that we are

considering a generic hypersurface Z, before the blow up, we can treat the hypersurface

Z as a nondegenerate hypersurface. Therefore, the Gysin homomorphism

H i(Z,C) → H i+2(PΣ,C) (2.67)

is an isomorphism for i > d− 1 and is a surjection for i = d− 1 [94]. Similarly, we have

the Gysin isomorphism

H i
c(Zσ(0) ,C) → H i+2

c (Tσ(0) ,C) (2.68)

for i > d−1. Note that (2.68) can be generalized to arbitrary toric cones σ(n). The Gysin

isomorphisms (2.67) and (2.68) greatly simplify the computation of the Hodge-Deligne

numbers. Because Z is quasi-smooth, Poincaré duality holds, hence

ep,q(Z) = ed−1−p,d−1−q(Z) . (2.69)

This basically reduces the computation of the Hodge-Deligne numbers of Z to a compu-

tation for the middle-dimensional cohomology groups p+ q = d− 1.

To complete the computation of the Hodge structure of Z, we recall two short exact

sequences

0 → Ωp
(Z,DZ) ⊗OPΣ

OPΣ
(−Z) → Ωp+1

(PΣ,D) ⊗OPΣ
OPΣ

(Z) → Ωp+1
(Z,DZ) → 0 , (2.70)

and

0 → OPΣ
(−L) → OPΣ

→ OZ → 0 . (2.71)

where in the above equation we have introduced the notation

DZ := D ∩ Z = Z\Zσ(0) , D = PΣ\Tσ(0) . (2.72)

22This can be easily seen from the fact that the Newton polytope ∆L+KPΣ
is defined to be ∆L+KPΣ

:=
{~m ∈ M |~m · ~vi ≥ −ai + 1, ∀vi}.
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By computing the character of the long exact sequence built from (2.70) tesnored with

L = O(Z) , (2.73)

we obtain

χ(Z,Ωp
(Z,DZ)) = χ(PΣ,Ω

p+1
(PΣ,D)(L)⊗OPΣ

OZ)− χ(Z,Ωp+1
(Z,DZ)(L)) . (2.74)

To eliminate the term χ(Z,Ωp+1
(Z,DZ)(L)), we can then compute the character of the long ex-

act sequence built from (2.70) tensored with Ω(Z,DZ )(L). We can reiterate this procedure,

to arrive at

χ(Z,Ωp
(Z,DZ)) =

∑

k

(−1)kχ(PΣ,Ω
p+k+1
(PΣ,D)((k + 1)L)⊗OPΣ

OZ) . (2.75)

The equation (2.75) can be further simplified, by using the exact sequence (2.71):

χ(Z,Ωp
(Z,DZ)) =

∑

k≥0

(−1)k
[
χ(PΣ,Ω

p+k+1
(PΣ,D)(L

⊗k+1))− χ(PΣ,Ω
p+k+1
(PΣ,D)(L

⊗k))
]
. (2.76)

Since (2.63) and (2.64) provide us with a thorough understanding of the relevant co-

homonology groups, we therefore have enough information to determine the Hodge struc-

ture of the prime stratum of Z using (2.55).

To compute the Hodge structure of the strata of Z, we can then use

e(Z; x, x̄) =
∑

n

∑

σ(n)

e(Zσ(n) ; x, x̄) . (2.77)

We record the Hodge-Deligne numbers of hypersurface strata of dimension up to three.

From now on, we slightly change our conventions and denote by ZΘ(k) a generic hypersur-

face in (C∗)k, whose corresponding Newton polytope specified by the defining equation

for the hypersurface ZΘ(k), is given by Θ(k), i.e.

∆Z
Θ(k)

↔ Θ(k). (2.78)

For p > 0, we have

ep,0(ZΘ(k)) = (−1)k−1
∑

Θ(p+1)≤Θ(k)

l∗(Θ(p+1)) (2.79)

where l∗(Θ(p+1)) counts the numbers of lattice points in the strict interior of Θ(p+1) and

the sum is taken over all (p+1)-dimensional faces Θ(p+1) contained in Θ(k). The remaining
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Hodge-Deligne numbers satisfy the following identity:

(−1)k−1
∑

p

ep,q(ZΘ(k)) = (−1)p
(

k

p+ 1

)
+ ϕk−p(Θ

(k)). (2.80)

The function ϕn(Θ
(k)) in the above equation is defined as follows:

ϕn(Θ
(k)) =

n∑

j=1

(−1)n+j

(
k + 1

n− j

)
l∗(jΘ(k)), (2.81)

where jΘ denotes the polytope the results from scaling the face Θ by the factor j ∈ Z>0.

Given a face Θ(k) of dimension k ≥ 4, we have the simple formula

ek−2,1(ZΘ(k)) = (−1)k−1

(
ϕ2(Θ

(k))−
∑

Θ(k−1)≤Θ(k)

ϕ1(Θ
(k−1))

)
. (2.82)

Finally, for higher Hodge numbers p+ q ≥ n of n-dimensional strata ZΘ(n), we have

ep,q(ZΘ(n)) = δp,q(−1)n+p+1

(
n

p + 1

)
. (2.83)

One can use the above formulae to derive the Hodge-Deligne numbers for strata

corresponding to k-faces Θ(k) for arbitrary k. We illustrate the general method in some

simple, schematic examples. Let us use ln(Θ) to denote the number of points contained

in the n-skeleton of Θ. The Hodge-Deligne numbers of strata ZΘ(k) for k ≤ 4:

e0,0(ZΘ(1)) = (l1(Θ(1))− 1) , (2.84)

ei,j(Θ(2)) =
−l∗(Θ(2)) 1

1− l1(Θ(2)) −l∗(Θ(2))
, (2.85)

ei,j(Θ(3)) =

l∗(Θ(3)) 0 1

l2(Θ(3))− l1(Θ(3)) e1,1(Θ(3)) 0

l1(Θ(3))− 1 l2(Θ(3))− l1(Θ(3)) l∗(Θ(3))

, (2.86)

where e1,1(Θ(3)) = ϕ2(Θ
(3))− l2(Θ(3)) + l1(Θ(3))− 3, and

−l∗(Θ(4)) 0 0 1

−l3(Θ(4)) + l2(Θ(4)) e2,1(Θ(4)) -4 0

−l2(Θ(4)) + l1(Θ(4)) e1,1(Θ(4)) e2,1(Θ(4)) 0

1− l1(Θ(4)) −l2(Θ(4)) + l1(Θ(4)) −l3(Θ(4)) + l2(Θ(4)) −l∗(Θ(4))

(2.87)
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where e2,1(Θ(4)) = l3(Θ(4))−l2(Θ(4))−ϕ2(Θ
(4)) and e1,1 = −ϕ3(Θ

(4))+ϕ2(Θ
(4))−l3(Θ(4))+

2l2(Θ(4))− l1(Θ(4)) + 6.

3 Calabi-Yau toric hypersurfaces and reflexive pairs

In this section, following the methods of [86], we now explain how to construct a (d− 1)-

dimensional Calabi-Yau (CY) toric hypersurface and its stratifications from a pair of d-

dimensional reflexive lattice polytopes ∆,∆◦ where ∆ ⊂ M is the usual Newton polytope

and its polar dual ∆◦ ⊂ N is defined below. [86].

3.1 Preliminaries

To begin, we note that CY manifolds are defined to be manifolds with vanishing first

Chern class. A hypersurface Z ′ of a projective variety PΣ satisfies the CY condition if

and only if Z ′ is the zero locus of a section of the anti-canonical line bundle −KPΣ
, as

one can easily check using the adjunction formula. The divisor class of such a (toric)

hypersurface is given by

Z ′ = −KPΣ
= c1(PΣ) =

∑

~v∈Σ(1)

D~v. (3.1)

Since the coefficients of the divisors in the expression (3.1) are all equal to one, it follows

that sections of −KPΣ
can be identified with the Newton polytope

∆ = {~m ∈ M | ~m · ~v ≥ 1, ∀~v ∈ Σ(1)}. (3.2)

A general section of −KPΣ
can be expressed as

∑

~m

α~mp(~m) =
∑

~m∈∆

∏

~v∈Σ(1)

α~mx
~m, x~m := x~m·~v+1

~v (3.3)

where α~m are complex constants.

The vertices of ∆ may not in general be lattice points in M , nor is it guaranteed

that a generic section of −KPΣ
defines a smooth CY hypersurface. In cases when all

vertices of ∆ are lattice points in M (and hence ∆ is referred to as a lattice polytope), it

follows that the vertices ~v ∈ Σ(1) belong to a lattice polytope ∆◦ defined by the property

∆ ·∆◦ ≥ −1. (3.4)

The lattice polytope ∆◦ is in general called the polar dual of ∆; when both ∆ and ∆◦

are lattice polytopes, the pair ∆,∆◦ is referred to as a reflexive pair.23 Given a reflexive

23A lattice polytope is reflexive only if its unique interior point is the origin.
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pair, one may construct the normal fan Σ(∆), which is equivalent to the fan over the

faces of ∆◦; by abuse of notation, we denote the fan over the faces of ∆◦ by Σ(∆◦). In

the forthcoming discussion, we find it convenient to regard the ambient toric variety (of

which Z ′ is a hypersurface) as corresponding to the fan Σ(∆◦) over the faces of the polar

dual ∆◦.

As we have discussed, the fan Σ(∆◦) may not necessarily define a smooth toric

variety PΣ(∆◦). We assume that there exists an FRST T of ∆◦ that resolves PΣ(∆◦).

While an FRST is not sufficient to remove all singularities of a d-dimensional toric variety

PΣ(∆◦), in the case d = 4 (i.e. CY threefolds), an FRST is sufficient to resolve all

singularities of the toric fourfold PΣ(∆◦) up to pointlike orbifold singularities, and hence

a generic CY threefold hypersurface of PΣ(T ). Thus, FRSTs are sufficient for the purpose

of construction smooth CY threefold toric hypersurfaces.

3.2 Strata of CY hypersurfaces

To study the stratification of Z ′, we decompose Z ′ into hypersurfaces in the strata of the

toric variety PΣ(∆◦). First, let us study the hypersurface in the prime stratum Tσ(0) , in

which no homogeneous coordinate vanishes. Within the prime stratum, no section of the

anti-canonical line bundle vanishes, and therefore ∆ defines the Newton polytope for the

hypersurface Z ′
∆ within the prime stratum Tσ(0) . As a lower dimensional stratum Tσ(n) is

given as a complete intersection of a set I of n prime toric divisors,

Tσ(n) = ∩~vi∈ID~vi , (3.5)

not all monomials in the section of the anti-canonical line bundle will survive the restric-

tion to Tσ(n) . As the collection of the monomials {x~m} that do not vanish in Tσ(n) should

all satisfy

~v · ~m+ 1 = 0 (3.6)

for all ~v ∈ I, we find that the corresponding Newton polytope for the hypersurface in

Tσ(n) is therefore defined to be

∆
(n−1)
I := {~m ∈ M |~m · ~v ≥ −1 ∀~v ∈ V∆◦\I and ~m · ~v = −1 ∀~v ∈ I} . (3.7)

Correspondingly, we denote the hypersurface in Tσ(n) by Z ′
∆(n−1) .

24 As a result, we now

arrive at the stratification of the Calabi-Yau hypersurface Z ′:

Z ′ = Z ′
∆

∐

∆(3)

Z ′
∆(3)

∐

∆(2)

Z ′
∆(2)

∐

∆(1)

Z ′
∆(1)

∐

∆(0)

Z ′
∆(0) . (3.8)

24Unless explicitly required for clarity, we omit the subcript I.
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We note that because Z ′
∆(0) is a hypersurface in a point, unless there is a reason that all

the sections in ∆(0) should vanish (for instane, at a special point in the complex structure

moduli space Z ′), Z ′
∆(0) is the zero set at a generic point in the moduli space. Therefore,

we omit Z ′
∆(0) .

We next turn our attention to the study of CY hypersurfaces in the resolved toric

variety PΣ(T ). The Newton polytope ∆−KPΣ(T )
for the anti-canonical class is defined by

the following inequalities

∆−KPΣ(T )
:= {~m ∈ M |~m · ~v ≥ −1, ∀~v ∈ ∆◦} . (3.9)

Because the ∆◦ is a convex hull of vertices ~v ∈ V∆◦, we find that as integral polytopes

∆−KPΣ(T )
is isomorphic to ∆−KPΣ(∆◦)

. We will therefore, unless needed,denote the Newton

polytope for the anti-canonical class by ∆. This is a roundabout way to say that the

resolution we performed π : PΣ(T ) → PΣ(∆◦) is crepant. Similar to earlier discussions,

each point ~m ∈ ∆ represents a monomial of a section of the anti-canonical class. We

denote these momomials by the shorthand notation

x~m :=
∏

~v∈∂∆◦

x~v·~m+1 . (3.10)

The stratification of the CY embedded in the resolved toric variety is now then given as

Z = Z∆

∐
Z∆(3)

∐
Z∆(2) ×Eσ(2)

∐
Z∆(1) × Eσ(3) . (3.11)

We note that as was shown in [86], choosing an FRST of ∆◦ corresponds to a maximal

projective crepant partial desingularization (MPCP desingularization). An MPCP desin-

gularization can completely resolve singularities of toric CY n-folds for n ≤ 3, but need

not for n > 3.

3.3 Hodge numbers of CY hypersurfaces

We are now ready to compute the Hodge numbers of the CY manifold Z. Although

this is a well known result, we present the computation explicitly as a warmup for the

computation of the Hodge numbers of an orientifold of a CY threefold. Let us start with

the computation of the structure sheaf cohomology

h•(Z,OZ) = h•,0(Z) . (3.12)

We first compute

h3,0(Z) = −e3,0(Z∆) = l∗(∆) . (3.13)
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By the assumption that the Newton polytope is reflexive, we obtain

h3,0(Z) = 1 . (3.14)

Next, we compute h2,0(Z):

h2,0(Z) = e2,0(Z) ,

= e2,0(Z∆)
∑

∆(3)

e2,0(Z∆(3)) ,

= (−l3(∆) + l2(∆)) +
∑

∆(3)

(l3(∆(3))− l2(∆(3))) ,

= 0 .

(3.15)

Similarly, we compute

h1,0(Z) = 0 , (3.16)

and

h0,0(Z) = 1 . (3.17)

To compute h1,1(Z), we use the fact that h1,1(Z) = h2,2(Z), and compute h2,2(Z)

using the Hodge-Deligne number of the strata:

h1,1(Z) = e2,2(Z∆) +
∑

∆(3)

e2,2(Z∆(3)) +
∑

∆(2)

e1,1(Z∆(2))e1,1(Eσ(2))

+
∑

∆(3)

e0,0(Z∆(1))e2,2(Eσ(3)) ,

= l(∆◦)− 5−
∑

Θ◦(3)

l∗(Θ◦(3)) +
∑

Θ◦(2)

l∗(Θ◦(2))l∗(Θ(1)) .

(3.18)

The above formula begs further explanation. Naively, one may conclude that h1,1 of the

CY Z is equal to the number of toric rays modulo the linear relations among the prime

toric divisors, namely l(∆◦) − 5. This is not quite correct for two reasons: First, as we

explained earlier, Z∆(0) is a zero set at a generic point in the moduli space. This means

that all the would-be divisors that have the topology

Z∆(0) ×Eσ(4) (3.19)

should be also considered as zero sets in the Z. To account for this fact, we need to

subtract the number of prime toric divisors due to points interior to three-dimensional
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faces of ∆◦. By doing so, we obtain the first correction term

−
∑

Θ◦(3)

l∗(Θ◦(3)) . (3.20)

The second correction term arises due to the fact that Z∆(1) is a vanishing locus of the

degree l∗(Θ(2)) + 1 hypersurface in a one-dimensional algebraic torus. Since at a generic

point in the moduli space the zero set of the degree n hypersurface is a collection of n

points, we conclude that each of the prime toric divisors due to points interior to two-

dimensional faces of Θ◦(2) is l∗(Θ(2)) + 1 copies of an irreducible divisor; this leads to the

second correction term ∑

Θ◦(2)

l∗(Θ◦(2))l∗(Θ(2)) . (3.21)

The computation of h2,1(Z) proceeds similarly:

−h2,1(Z) = e2,1(Z∆) +
∑

∆(2)

e1,0(Z∆(2))e1,1(Eσ(2)). (3.22)

By applying the identities

−e2,1(Z∆) = l∗(2∆)− 5l∗(∆)−
∑

∆(3)

l∗(∆(3)) (3.23)

l∗(2∆) = l(∆) (3.24)

to a polytope with only one interior point, we rewrite (3.22) as

h2,1(Z) = l(∆)− 5−
∑

∆(3)

l∗(∆(3)) +
∑

∆(2)

l∗(∆(2))l∗(Θ◦(1)) . (3.25)

The equation (3.25) is intuitive to understand. Due to the fact that

h1(Z, TZ) = h2,1(Z) , (3.26)

we see that h2,1(Z) counts the number of inequivalent complex structure deformations by

monomials to the defining equation of the CY manifold Z. The total number of monomial

deformations are counted by l(∆), but it should be noted that the number of equivalence

relations must also be taken into account. Since there are four toric equivalence relations

and furthermore the overall scale of the defining equation is redundant, one must subtract

5 from the number of monomials. This is not the end, however, because one must

also take the root automorphism group actions into account [100], which are counted

by
∑

∆(3) l∗(∆(3)). We are still not done: some monomial deformations can actually

correspond to more than one complex structure deformation, a subtle feature that cannot
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be easily determined from the toric description. This subtlety is counted by the last term

in (3.25).

3.4 Topology of prime toric divisors of CY hypersurfaces

In this section, we study the topological properties of prime toric divisors in CY manifolds.

This section is a warmup for the study of the topological properties of prime toric divisors

in the CY orientifolds. In this section, we make the exceptional parts of the stratification

very explicit in order to make the computation more tractable. Unless explicitly noted

otherwise, we denote a vertex of ∆◦ by ~v. Similarly, by ~ve, ~vf we denote points interior

to an edge e and a 2-face f of ∆◦, respectively. By ti we denote an i-dimensional simplex

in T ∩ ∂∆◦. For a vector ~v ∈ N, we define v◦ to be

v◦ := {~m ∈ ∆|~m · ~v = −1} . (3.27)

Hence, v◦ lives in M lattice. Similarly, for a set S ∈ ∆◦, we define S◦ to be

v◦ := {~m ∈ ∆|~m · ~v = −1 ∀~v ∈ S} . (3.28)

3.4.1 Vertex divisors

We first study the topology of prime toric divisors due to vertices of ∆◦. The stratification

of the prime toric divisor D~v is

D~v = Z~v

∐

e⊃~v

Ze

∐

f⊃~v

Zf


 ∐

f⊃t1⊃~v

C∗
∐

f⊃t2⊃~v

(pt)


 . (3.29)

To compute h0,0(D~v) = h2,2(D~v), we can simply note that the only contribution

to e2,2(D~v) comes from e2,2(Z~v) = 1. As a result, we determine h2,2(D~v) = 1. Similarly,

h2,0(D~v) = h0,2(D~v) receives contribution only from e2,0(Z~v) = l∗(v◦). Now, we compute

h1,1(D~v):

h1,1(D~v) = e1,1(D~v)

= e1,1(Z~v) +
∑

e⊃~v

e1,1(Ze) +
∑

f⊃~v

e0,0(Zf◦)
∑

f⊃t1⊃~v

e1,1(C∗)

= l∗(2v◦)− 4l∗(v◦)−
∑

e⊃~v

l∗(e◦)− 3 +
∑

e⊃~v

1 +
∑

f⊃~v

∑

f⊃t1⊃~v

(l∗(f ◦) + 1) .

(3.30)
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Finally, we determine h1,0(D~v):

h1,0(D~v) = − e1,0(D~v)

= − (e1,0(Z~v) +
∑

e⊃~v

e1,0(Ze))

= 0 .

(3.31)

We note that the vertex divisors have the topology of blow ups at points of a generic

hypersurface in a toric threefold.

3.4.2 Edge divisors

In this section, we study topology of prime toric divisors due to a point ~ve interior to an

edge e of ∆◦. The stratification of the prime toric divisor D~ve is

D~ve = Ze◦ × (C∗
∐

(pt)
∐

(pt))
∐

f⊃e

Zf◦


 ∐

f⊃t1⊃~ve

C∗
∐

f⊃t2⊃~ve

(pt)


 . (3.32)

We again start by computing h0,0(D~ve) = h2,2(D~ve). The only contribution to h2,2(D~ve)

comes from e1,1(Ze)e
1,1(C∗) = 1, which leads to h2,2(D~ve) = 1. There is no stratum that

yields non-trivial e2,0(D~ve), hence we conclude h
2,0(D~ve) = 0. Next, we compute h1,1(D~v):

h1,1(D~ve) = e1,1(Ze) + e0,0(Ze) +
∑

f⊃e

∑

f⊃t1⊃~ve

e0,0(Zf◦) . (3.33)

By using the identity

e0,0(Ze) = 1− l1(e◦) = 1−
∑

f⊃e

(1 + l∗(f ◦)) , (3.34)

we thus obtain

h1,1(D~ve) = 2 +
∑

f⊃e

(−1 +
∑

f⊃t1⊃~ve

1)(1 + l∗(f ◦)) . (3.35)

Finally, we compute h1,0(D~ve)

h1,0(D~ve) = − e1,0(D~ve)

= l∗(e◦) .
(3.36)

We conclude that the topology of an edge divisor is blow ups at points of a P1 bundle

over a genus h1,0(D~ve) curve.
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3.4.3 Face divisors

Finally, we come to the last type of prime toric divisor, namely face divisors due to a

point ~vf interior to a face f of ∆◦. The stratification of the face divisors D~vf is

D~vf = Zf◦ ×


(C∗)2

∐

f⊃t1⊃~vf

C∗
∐

f⊃t2⊃~vf

(pt)


 . (3.37)

We first compute h2,2(D~vf ):

h2,2(D~vf ) = e0,0(Zf◦)e2,2((C∗)2)

= (1 + l∗(f ◦)) .
(3.38)

Next, we compute h1,1(D~vf ):

h1,1(D~vf ) = e0,0(Zf◦)


e1,1((C∗)2) +

∑

f⊃t1⊃~vf

e1,1(C∗)




=


−2 +

∑

f⊃t1⊃~vf

1


 (1 + l∗(f ◦)) .

(3.39)

Note that h2,0(D~vf ) is simply 0, because there is no stratum that contributes non-trivial

e2,0(D~vf ). For the same reason, we find that h1,0(D~vf ) = 0. As a result, we conclude that

face divisors D~vf have the topology of h0,0(D~vf ) copies of toric twofolds.

4 Construction of O3/O7 orientifolds

In this section, we study how to embed an O3/O7 orientifold into a toric variety V̂4 as a

hypersurface B3 ⊂ V̂4.

In §4.1 we study the action of the orientifold involution on the ambient toric fourfold

V4 in which we embed a CY threefold, Z3 ⊂ V4. In §4.2, we define a toric morphism

called a refinement map, which we use to construct an orbifold of V4, namely a new

variety that we denote by V̂4 ≡ V4/Z2, which is invariant under the orientifold involution.

Constructing V̂4 provides us with an appropriate in which we may embed the orientifold

of the CY hypersurface Z3 as a hypersurface B3 ⊂ V̂4; this is the subject of §4.3. In §4.4,

we study the topology of prime toric divisors in B3.

Throughout the paper, we focus on orientifold involutions given by coordinate flips of

homogeneous coordinates of a toric variety, which we call coordinate flip orientifolding.25

25For more general orientifolds, see [72–74, 101].
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4.1 Orientifold involution

Let V4 be a toric fourfold, and let the basis of divisor Di denote the vanishing loci xi = 0

corresponding to rays ~vi in a toric fan, hence points in ∂∆◦. Let us consider an involution

I~p : V4 → V4, such that

I~p : x~p 7→ −x~p , (4.1)

where x~p is a homogeneous coordinate in the Cox ring corresponding to a point ~p ∈ ∂∆◦.

Then the vanishing locus x~p = 0 is a fixed locus of the involution I~p. To find the fixed

loci under I~p, we will use an efficient algorithm developed in [101]. We will review the

algorithm here. Because of the toric rescaling relations (recall (2.5) and (2.6))

g : xi → λaixi , λ ∈ C∗ , (4.2)

if there is a linear relation between points ~vi ∈ ∂∆◦

∑

i

ai~vi = 0 , ai ∈ Z , (4.3)

such that a~p ≡ 1 mod 2, then the involution I~p can be conjugated into an equivalent

representation

g · I~p · g
−1 : xi 7→ (−1)aixi, i 6= p . (4.4)

The presentation of the involution (4.1) given in (4.4) makes locating all the fixed loci

very easy. There are two cases of interest, corresponding (respectively) to O7-planes and

O3-planes. The first case is when all but one ai satisfy ai ≡ 0 mod 2,, while the second

case occurs when all but three or four ai satisfy ai ≡ 0 mod 2.26 In the first case, the

fixed locus of the involution g · I~p · g−1 is simply given by xj = 0, for aj 6≡ 0 mod 2. To

find such point ~vj ∈ ∂∆◦, we can massage the linear relation (4.3) into

∑

i

ai~vi ≡ ~0 mod 2 . (4.5)

Using our assumptions about the first case, we then conclude that (4.5) is equivalent to

~vj + ~p ≡ ~0 mod 2 . (4.6)

As a result, we learn that to find another fixed locus xj = 0, we can simply search for

~vj ∈ ∂∆◦ such that ~vj + ~p ≡ ~0 mod 2. Similarly, one can reach a conclusion that in the

second case scenario, there is a codimension three fixed locus xj1 = xj2 = xj3 = 0, where

~vj1 + ~vj2 + ~vj3 + ~p ≡ ~0 mod 2. For the later convenience, we define a set of divisors that

26Codimension four fixed loci in V4 can still be O3-planes, if the Calabi-Yau hypersurface Z3 at the
Z2 symmetric locus contains the fixed loci. We will see this more explicitly in §7.1.
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are fixed under the g · I~p · g−1:

Î~p := {xi|g · I~p · g
−1(xi) = −xi for some g ∈ G} . (4.7)

We oftentimes abuse notation and denote the set of indices i corresponding to points

~vi ∈ ∂∆◦ that satisfy ~vi + ~p ≡ ~0 mod 2 by Î~p if the meaning is clear from the context.

4.2 Refinement map

Now as we promised, we shall construct the new toric variety V̂4. We will denote the

homogeneous coordinates of V̂4 by x̂i and the corresponding prime toric divisor by D̂i.

To construct V̂4, we consider a map between the homogeneous coordinates of V4 and V̂4,

ϕI~p
: V̂4 → V4 , (4.8)

such that

ϕI~p
: x̂i 7→ x2

i , ∀i ∈ Î~p , (4.9)

and

ϕI~p
: x̂i 7→ xi , ∀i 6∈ Î~p and ~vi ∈ ∂∆◦ . (4.10)

Therefore, the refinement map ϕI~p
can be used to define the prime toric divisor D̂i

corresponding to any point ~vi ∈ ∂∆◦. This map ϕI~p
can be understood in two different

ways. In terms of the gauged linear sigma model27 (GLSM), the map ϕI~p
simply doubles

the GLSM charges of the chiral multiplet, whose scalar components’ vanishing loci define

a fixed locus of ϕI~p
. Alternatively, one can understand ϕI~p

as a refinement of a toric fan

in the following sense: Let us recall the FRST T of ∆◦, where to be more explicit we

now denote T as a collection of simplices indexed by a set IT

T := {{0, ~vi, ~vj , ~vk, ~vl}|~vm=i,j,k,l ∈ ∂∆◦ , {i, j, k, l} ∈ IT } . (4.11)

We choose a gauge in which the point ~vp that defines the orientifold involution I~p is

simply

~p = (1, 0, 0, 0) . (4.12)

Then, noting that the lift to the orientifold covering space acts by doubling the volume

of divisors (and hence sending vertices ~v to 2~v) we define the action of ϕ−1
I~p

on a point

~v ∈ ∂∆◦ as follows

ϕ−1
I~p

: ~v = (v1, v2, v3, v4) 7→ ~̂v =

{
(2v1, v2, v3, v4) if ~p+ ~v 6≡ ~0 mod 2
1
2
(2v1, v2, v3, v4) if ~p+ ~v ≡ ~0 mod 2

. (4.13)

27For readers who are not familiar with gauged linear sigma models, see [102, 103].
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Then the refined toric fan under ϕ−1
I~p

is given as

TV̂4
:= ϕ−1

I~p
(T ) . (4.14)

4.3 Orientifolds of CY threefold hypersurfaces

We are now ready to apply the orientifold involution on toric varieties to orientifolding of

CY threefolds. Let us recall that the CY hypersurface Z3 is defined to be the vanishing

locus of a section of the anti-canonical class

−KV4 =
∑

~v∈∂∆◦

[D~v] , (4.15)

where the corresponding Newton polytope is defined to be

∆−KV4
:= {~m ∈ M |~m · ~v ≥ −1, ∀~v ∈ ∂∆◦} . (4.16)

As explained earlier, each point ~m ∈ ∆−KV4
defines a monomial

x~m :=
∏

~v∈∂∆◦

x~m·~v+1
~v . (4.17)

The orientifold involution I~p acts on these monomials as follows:

I~p : x
~m 7→ ±x~m . (4.18)

The collection of monomials ∆− that are not invariant under the involution I~p, i.e. the

monomials for which

I~p(x
~m) = −x~m , (4.19)

are projected out and cannot be used to define a Z2-symmetric CY threefold Z3. On the

other hand, the monomial deformations that are invariant under the involution respect the

desired Z2-symmetry and can therefore be used to define a Z2-symmetric CY threefold.

We define a collection of these invariant monomials by

∆+ := {x~m|~m ∈ ∆, I~p(x
~m) = x~m}. (4.20)

We are mainly interested in involutions I~p such that there is at least one distinct monomial

in ∆+.

There are two types of the fixed loci in Z3: O7-planes and O3-planes. An O7-plane

is a divisor in Z3 that is fixed under the Z2 involution. Similarly, an O3-plane is a point

in Z3 that is fixed under the involution. Other types of fixed loci cannot occur, as they

would fail to satisfy the calibration conditions necessary to preserve supersymmetry [104].
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To define the orientifold B3 := Z3/Z2, we wish to embed the Z2-invariant Calabi-

Yau threefold Z3 into V̂4. To do so, we shall study how the refinement map ϕI~p
acts on

the monomials in ∆. Under the refinement map ϕI~p
, the anti-canonical class of V4 maps

to a line bundle with first Chern class

−KV̂4
− L := ϕ−1

I~p
(−KV4) , (4.21)

where (4.21) can be understood as a definition for L,

L :=
∑

i∈Î~p

ϕ−1
I~p

(Di)

=
1

2

∑

i∈Î~p

D̂i .
(4.22)

Existence of the global section in ∆+ guarantees that there exists a relation

−KV̂4
− L =

∑
biD̂i , (4.23)

where bi ∈ Z≥0 as required for −KV̂4
−L to be a non-trivial line bundle. We can therefore

define the Newton polytope for the orientifold to be

∆̂ := {~m ∈ M |~m · ~̂vi ≥ −bi , ∀~vi ∈ ∂∆◦} . (4.24)

Note that ∆̂ is not necessarily a convex hull of integral points. Because ∆̂ can be un-

derstood as GL(4,Z) transformation and translation of ∆, we find that there is a non-

ambiguous one-to-one map between ∆(n) and ∆̂(n). We therefore oftentimes denote ∆̂(n)

by ϕ−1
I~p
(∆(n)). As in the case of a CY hypersurface, to each integral point ~m in ∆̂ we

associate a monomial

x̂~m =
∏

i

x̂~m·~̂vi+bi
i . (4.25)

Next, we define the orientifold B3, which is topologically equivalent to Z3/Z2, to be the

vanishing locus of a section of the line bundle O(−KV̂4
−L). Because the first Chern class

of B3 is

c1(B3) = L , (4.26)

B3 cannot be a CY threefold. Rather, L is non-negative, and we find that there is a

relation

L =
∑

ciD̂i , ci ∈ Z≥0. (4.27)

In special cases where there exists a prime toric divisor

D̂i = −KV̂4
− L , (4.28)
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B3 can be understood as a toric threefold. Generically, however, the F-theory uplift of a

type IIB compactification on B3 should be understood as an F-theory compactification

on an elliptic fibration over a non-toric threefold B3.

To compute the intersection numbers, one can certainly follow the standard method

to compute the intersection numbers given the toric fan ϕ−1
I~p
(T ) and the hypersurface

class [B3].
28 However, given that we already have the CY construction at hand, it turns

out that there is a simpler way to compute the intersection numbers

D̂i · D̂j · D̂k =
1

2
ϕI~p

(D̂i) · ϕI~p
(D̂j) · ϕI~p

(D̂k) . (4.29)

This formula (4.29) is intuitive to understand as follows. Intersection numbers between

three divisors, if positive, denote the number of points in the Z3 where these three divisors

meet simultaneously. Intersection in B3 should count half of the intersections points in

Z3 if none of the three divisors hosts an O7-plane. If one or more divisors involved in the

above intersection host O7-planes, then we should account for the fact that an O7-plane

class in the B3 is double the class of the prime toric divisor that hosts corresponding

O7-plane in Z3. This subtlety is automatically taken care of by the refinement map.

As the last step towards a full characterization of B3, we compute the Hodge num-

bers. Let us first recall that the stratification of V4 is given as

V4 = Tσ(0)

∐
Tσ(1)

∐

n≥2

Tσ(n) ×Eσ(n) , (4.30)

where σ(0) is the origin and σ(n) for n ≥ 1 is a cone over n − 1 dimensional face of ∆◦.

Similarly, the stratification of the hypersurface Z3 in V4 is

Z3 = Z∆

∐
Z∆(3)

∐
Z∆(2) × Eσ(2)

∐
Z∆(1) × Eσ(3)

∐
Z∆(0) ×Eσ(4) . (4.31)

Note that we made the factor Z∆(0) explicit for reasons we explain shortly. Very conve-

niently, the stratifications of V̂4 and B3 are inherited from the stratifications of V4 and

Z3, respectively. Introducing the shorthand notation σ̂(n) = ϕ−1
I~p
(σ(n)), we may write the

stratification of V̂4 and B3 as

V̂4 = Tσ̂(0)

∐
Tσ̂(1)

∐

n≥2

Tσ̂(n) ×Eσ̂(n) , (4.32)

B3 = Z∆̂

∐
Z∆̂(3)

∐
Z∆̂(2) ×Eσ̂(2)

∐
Z∆̂(1) × Eσ̂(3)

∐
Z∆̂(0) × Eσ̂(4) . (4.33)

If some of the vertices of ∆̂ are not integral points, namely l(∆̂(0)) = 0, some of the

prime toric divisors in V4 that missed Z3 at a generic point in the moduli space can

28For the intersection theory of toric varieties, see [97].
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now intersect the Z2-symmetric CY threefold. This happens because forcing Z3 to be Z2

symmetric generically tunes the complex structure moduli of Z3. We have to pay extra

attention to these extra divisors in order to compute the Hodge numbers.

To avoid overwhelming the discussion, let us begin by studying an orientifold for

which the Newton polytope is an integral polytope. We start by computing the Hodge

vector h•(B3,OB3) = h•,0(B3),

h3,0(B3) = −e3,0(Z∆̂) = l∗(∆̂) . (4.34)

h2,0(B3) = e2,0(Z∆̂) +
∑

∆̂(3)

e2,0(Z∆̂(3))

=


−

∑

∆̂(3)

l∗(∆̂(3))


 +

∑

∆̂(3)

l∗(∆̂(3))

= 0 .

(4.35)

Similarly, we compute

h1,0(B3) = e1,0(Z∆̂) +
∑

∆̂(3)

e1,0(Z
(3)

∆̂
) +

∑

∆̂(2)

e1,0(Z∆̂(2)) . (4.36)

By using the fact that

l2(∆̂)− l1(∆̂) =


∑

∆̂(3)

l2(∆̂(3))−
∑

∆̂(3)

l1(∆̂(3))


−


∑

∆̂(2)

l2(∆̂(2))−
∑

∆̂(2)

l1(∆̂(2))


 , (4.37)

we conclude

h1,0(B3) = 0 . (4.38)

And similarly, we compute

h0,0(B3) =
1∑

k=4

∑

∆̂(k)

(−1)k−1(1− l1(∆̂(k))). (4.39)

By using the fact that Euler characteristic of the boundary of a 4-dimensional polytope
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is 0, and using the relation29

1∑

k=4

∑

∆̂(k)

(−1)kl1(∆̂(k)) +
∑

∆̂(0)

1 = 0 , (4.40)

we obtain

h0,0(B3) = 1 . (4.41)

As a result, we find that B3 is a good candidate for a base of an elliptic CY fourfold if

and only if l∗(∆̂) = 0. In the following, we therefore assume l∗(∆̂) = 0.

We next compute h2,1(B3) = h2,1
+ (Z3):

h2,1(B3) = − e2,1(Z∆̂)−
∑

∆̂(2)

e1,0(Z∆̂(2))e
1,1(Eσ̂(2))

= l∗(2∆̂)−
∑

∆̂(3)

l∗(∆̂(3)) +
∑

∆̂(2)

l∗(∆̂(2))l∗(Θ◦(1)) .
(4.42)

Note that in the last term we have l∗(Θ◦(1)), which is not a quantity defined in the refined

toric fan. This is merely due to the fact that (since the quotient map ϕI~p
does not change

the number of toric rays)

e1,1(Eσ̂(2)) = e1,1(Eσ(2)) . (4.43)

To understand what each term in (4.42) is counting, let us first recall (3.22),

h2,1(Z3) = l(∆)− 5−
∑

∆(3)

l∗(∆(3)) +
∑

(∆(2))◦=Θ◦(1)

l∗(∆(2))l∗(Θ◦(1)) . (4.44)

The first three terms in (4.44), namely

l(∆)− 5−
∑

∆(3)

l∗(∆(3)) (4.45)

count the number of inequivalent monomial deformations of the complex structure of Z3.

On the other hand, the origin of the last term in (4.44)

∑

∆(2)

l∗(∆(2))l∗(Θ◦(1)) (4.46)

29The following relation (4.40) comes from the fact that the number of intergral points in 1 simplices
of ∆ can be counted as follows. First, one can collect the number of integral points in 1 simplices of all
the codimension 1 faces in ∆. But, this is an overcounting because the number of integral points in 1
simplices of codimension 2 faces in ∆ are counted twice. Subracting the number of points in 1 simplices
of codimension 2 faces now leads to undercounting because now the points in 1 simplices of codim 3
faces are not counted. By keep doing this procedure, we obtain the formula (4.40).
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is subtler. Let us take a close look at the stratum

Z∆(2) ×Eσ(2) . (4.47)

Since Eσ(2) has complex dimension one, the stratum (4.47) by construction is a multiple

P1 fibration over a punctured Riemann surface

Z∆(2) ⊂ Tσ(2) . (4.48)

The natural compactification of Z∆(2) is thus a closed Riemann surface whose stratification

is

Z∆(2) = Z∆(2)

∐

∆(1)⊂∆(2)

Z∆(1) . (4.49)

Now, the genus of the Riemann surface Z∆(2) is

g(∆(2)) = l∗(∆(2)) . (4.50)

Quite importantly, all of the complex structure moduli of the Riemann surface Z∆(2) are

captured by the monomials in ∆(2). The complex structure moduli of Z∆(2) are already

counted in (4.45). However, some care is required in deducing the number of complex

structure moduli of Z3 from the complex structure moduli of Z∆(2): If the stratum (4.47)

has more than one P1 fibration, it turns out that the total space (4.47) should have

1 + l∗(∆(2))l∗(Θ◦(1)) complex structure moduli, despite the fact that only (1 + g) of the

linear combinations can be captured by the monomial deformations in ∆(2); these extra

complex structure moduli are precisely counted by the term

∑

∆(2)

l∗(∆(2))l∗(Θ◦(1)) . (4.51)

Now we are ready to understand the formula (4.42). The first two terms in (4.42), namely

l∗(2∆̂)−
∑

∆̂(3)

l∗(∆̂(3)) , (4.52)

count the number of monomial deformations that are projected out by the Z2 quotient

corresponding to orientifolding. The last term in (4.42) can be understood as follows.

Under the orientifolding, the Riemann surface Z∆(2) transforms into a new Riemann

surface Z∆̂(2). In particular, the orientifolding can reduce the genus of the Riemann

surface. The change in the genus also then leads to the change in the number of complex
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structure moduli, which is precisly counted by

∑

∆̂(2)

l∗(∆̂(2))l∗(Θ◦(1)) . (4.53)

Similarly, for h1,1(B3) = h1,1
+ (Z3), we compute

h1,1(B3) = e2,2(Z∆̂) +
∑

∆̂(3)

e2,2(Z∆̂(3)) +
∑

∆̂(2)

e1,1(Z∆̂(2))e
1,1(Eσ̂(2))

+
∑

∆̂(3)

e0,0(Z∆̂(1))e
2,2(Eσ̂(3)) ,

(4.54)

= l(∆◦)− 5−
∑

Θ◦(3)

l∗(Θ◦(3)) +
∑

Θ◦(2)

l∗(Θ◦(2))l∗(∆̂(1)) . (4.55)

This implies that

h1,1
− (Z3) =

∑

Θ◦(2)

l∗(Θ◦(2))
(
l∗(∆(1))− l∗(∆̂(1))

)
. (4.56)

A comment on (4.56) is in order. The orientifold involution I~p does not change the

number of toric rays of V4. This means that h1,1(V4) = h1,1(V̂4). But, this does not imply

that h1,1(Z3) = h1,1(B3). To understand the counting of h1,1(B3) better, recall the fact

that a prime toric divisor D~vf corresponding to a point ~vf interior to a two-dimensional

face Θ◦(2) ⊂ ∂∆◦ is a (generically) reducible toric two-fold with 1+ l∗(∆(1)) components,

where ∆(1) is polar dual to Θ◦(2). The important point to note here is that the orientifold

involution can identify some of the irreducible components of a two-face divisor D~vf . If

such a non-trivial identification occurs, only Z2-symmetric combinations of the irreducible

components can contribute to h1,1(B3) = h1,1
+ (Z3). The formula (4.56) counts the number

of asymmetric combinations under the orientifold involution.

Next, we turn to the subtler case where the Newton polytope ∆̂ is not integral. A

non-integral ∆̂ can exhibit many different characteristics. For the purposes of this paper,

however, we focus on the simplest case where only vertices of ∆̂ are allowed to not have

integral points. The only Hodge numbers that are affected by the non-integrality of some

of the vertices of ∆̂ are hn,n(B3) for n = 0, . . . , 3. If there is a ∆̂(0) such that en,n(Eσ̂(4))

is non-trivial and l(∆̂(0)), then the Hodge number hn,n(B3) receives a correction term

en,n(E
(4)
σ̂ ) , (4.57)

for n 6= 0, and

− 1 + e0,0(Eσ̂(4)) , (4.58)
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for n = 0. As a result, non-vanishing

− 1 + e0,0(Eσ̂(4)) (4.59)

indicates the existence of a base locus, which makes the CY orientifold reducible. As the

meaning of string compactifications on such manifolds is rather ambiguous, we restrict

the discussion to triangulations with vanishing −1 + e0,0(Eσ̂(4)).

4.4 Topology of prime toric divisors in orientifolds of CY hypersurfaces

In this section, we continue studying the topology of prime toric divisors in the orientifold

B3. This section parallels much of the discussion in section §3.4. Because the stratification

of the CY orientifold B3 inherits the stratification of Z3, the stratification of the prime

toric divisors in B3 is also inherited from the prime toric divisors in Z3. Therefore, even if

there is no reason that a vertex divisor in Z3 should (after orientifolding) still describe a

divisor in B3 corresponding to the vertex of a polytope, we nonetheless abuse terminology

and call D̂~̂v a vertex divisor if D̂~̂v = ϕ−1
I~p
(D~v) where D~v is a vertex divisor in Z3. We

analogously abuse the terminology “edge divisor” and “face divisor”. Unless otherwise

noted, we retain the conventions of §3.4. For example, let ~q ∈ ∂∆◦ be a vertex. We then

denote the subpolytope of the Newton polytope ∆̂ for which no corresponding monomial

has a factor of x̂~̂q by ∆̂
(3)
~̂q

, whose equivalent definition is

∆̂
(3)
~̂q

:= {~m ∈ M |~m · ~̂q = −b~̂q , ~m · v̂i ≥ −bi ∀~vi ∈ ∂∆◦, and ~vi 6= ~q} . (4.60)

As the notation ∆̂
(3)
~̂q

is rather cumbersome, we instead use the shorthand notation

q̂◦ := ∆̂
(3)
~̂q

. (4.61)

Likewise, a codimension-one subpolytope ∆̂(2) in q̂ can be understood as the preim-

age of the refinement map acting on an edge e containing ~q. Hence, we denote such a

codimension-one subpolytope by

ê◦ := ϕ−1
I~p
(e). (4.62)

Likewise, we follow an analogous convention for f̂ ◦.

4.4.1 Vertex divisor

Let ~v be a vertex of ∂∆◦. The stratification of the vertex divisor D̂~̂v is

D̂~̂v = Zv̂

∐

~v⊂e

Zê

∐

~v⊂f

Zf̂


 ∐

f⊃t1⊃~v

(C∗)
∐

f⊃t2⊃~v

(pt)


 . (4.63)
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It is then straightforward to read off the Hodge numbers hp,q(D̂~̂v) = hp,q
+ (D~v).We compute

h2,0(D̂~̂v) = h2,0
+ (ϕI~p

(D~v))

= l∗(v̂◦) ,
(4.64)

and for ϕI~p
(D̂~̂v) = D~v we have

h2,0
− (D~v) = l∗(v◦)− l∗(v̂◦) . (4.65)

Similarly, we compute

h1,1(D̂~̂v) = h1,1
+ (ϕI~p

(D̂~̂v))

= l∗(2v̂◦)− 4l∗(v̂◦)−
∑

e⊃~v

l∗(ê◦)− 3 +
∑

e⊃~v

1 +
∑

f⊃~v

∑

f⊃t1⊃~v

(l∗(f̂ ◦) + 1) , (4.66)

and for ϕI~p
(D̂~̂v) = D~v we have

h1,1
− (D~v) =

(
l∗(2v◦)− 4l∗(v◦)−

∑

e⊃v

l∗(e◦)

)
−

(
l∗(2v̂◦)− 4l∗(v̂◦)−

∑

e⊃v

l∗(ê◦)

)

+
∑

f⊃~v

∑

f⊃t1⊃~v

(l∗(f ◦)− l∗(f̂ ◦)) . (4.67)

Lastly, we compute

h1,0(D̂~̂v) = 0 , (4.68)

and

h0,0(D̂~̂v) = 1 , (4.69)

assuming that B3 is not reducible.

In order to understand the formulae (4.66) and (4.67), we start by first understanding

how the computation of h1,1 works for ϕI~p
(D̂~̂v) = D~v in Z3. Let us recall (3.30):

h1,1(D~v) = l∗(2v◦)− 4l∗(v◦)−
∑

e⊃~v

l∗(e◦)− 3 +
∑

e⊃~v

1 +
∑

f⊃~v

∑

f⊃t1⊃~v

(l∗(f ◦) + 1) . (4.70)

Much like the case of K3 manifold, the quantity h1,1(D~v) consists of two components: the

Picard rank, and the number of monomial deformations of the defining equation for Z~v:

h1,1(D~v) = h1,1
Pic(D~v) + h1,1

mon(D~v). (4.71)
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If D~v is not rational, the Picard rank of D~v at a generic point in the moduli space is

given by:

h1,1
Pic(D~v) := −3 +

∑

e⊃~v

1 +
∑

f⊃~v

∑

f⊃t1⊃~v

(l∗(f ◦) + 1) , (4.72)

where
∑

f⊃~v

∑
f⊃t1⊃~v l

∗(f) is the correction term due to the reducible divisor in D~v. The

rest of the terms

h1,1
mon(D~v) := l∗(2v◦)− 4l∗(v◦)−

∑

e⊃~v

l∗(e◦) (4.73)

therefore count the number of complex structure deformations of the defining equation

for D~v. Note that if D~v is rational, then h1,1
Pic + h1,1

mon shall be understood as the correct

Picard rank.

The orientifold action modifies the computation of h1,1(D̂~̂v) in two major ways. First,

the orientifold action either projects in or out the monomials counted by h1,1
mon(D~v). This

is reflected by the contribution

(
l∗(2v◦)− 4l∗(v◦)−

∑

e⊃~v

l∗(e◦)

)
−

(
l∗(2v̂◦)− 4l∗(v̂◦)−

∑

e⊃~v

l∗(ê◦)

)
(4.74)

in the expression for h1,1
− (D~v) above. Second, the orientifold action can identify points in

Zf◦ . If such things happen, some of the reducible divisors within D~v are also identified,

leading to the second contribution to h1,1
− (D~v), namely

∑

f⊃~v

∑

f⊃t1⊃~v

(l∗(f ◦)− l∗(f̂ ◦)) . (4.75)

4.4.2 Edge divisors

Let ~ve be a point interior to an edge e ⊂ ∂∆◦. Then the stratification of the prime toric

divisor D̂~̂ve
is

D̂~̂ve
= Zê◦ × (C∗

∐
(2pts))

∐

f⊃e

Zf̂


 ∐

f⊃t1⊃~ve

C∗
∐

f⊃t2⊃~ve

(pt)


 . (4.76)

It is easy to check h2,2(D̂~̂ve
) = h0,0(D̂~̂ve

) = 1, again assuming the absence of a base

locus. Like in the CY case, there is no stratum that yields non-trivial e2,0(D̂~̂ve
), hence

we conclude h2,0(D~ve) = 0. We now compute h1,1(D̂~̂ve
):

h1,1(D̂~̂ve
) = e1,1(Zê) + e0,0(Zê) +

∑

f⊃e

∑

f⊃t1⊃~ve

e0,0(Zf̂) . (4.77)
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We again use an identity, namely

e0,0(Zê) = 1− l1(ê◦) = 1−
∑

f⊃e

(1 + l∗(f̂ ◦)) , (4.78)

to obtain

h1,1(D̂~̂ve
) = h1,1

+ (ϕI~p
(D̂~̂ve

)) = 2 +
∑

f⊃e

(−1 +
∑

f⊃t1⊃~ve

1)(1 + l∗(f̂ ◦)) , (4.79)

and for ϕI~p
(D̂~̂ve

) = D~ve we have

h1,1
− (D~ve) =

∑

f⊃e

(−1 +
∑

f⊃t1⊃ve

1)(l∗(f ◦)− l∗(f̂ ◦)) . (4.80)

The origin of (4.80) is simple to understand. If some of the reducible divisors in D~ve that

are described by the strata

∐

f⊃e

Zf◦

( ∐

f⊃t1⊃ve

C∗
∐

f⊃t2⊃ve

(pt)

)
(4.81)

get identified under the orientifolding, only combinations of reducible divisors in D~ve

even under the orientifold involution can contribute to h1,1
+ (D~ve)—the number of such

combinations is precisely what is counted by (4.80). Finally, we compute h1,0(D̂~̂ve
)

h1,0(D̂~̂ve
) = l∗(ê◦) . (4.82)

4.4.3 Face divisors

We finally study the face divisors due to a point ~vf interior to a face f of ∆◦. The

stratification of the face divisors D̂~̂vf
is given by

D̂vf = Zf̂ ×


(C∗)2

∐

f⊃t1⊃~vf

C∗
∐

f⊃t2⊃~vf

(pt)


 . (4.83)

We first compute h2,2(D̂~̂vf
):

h2,2(D̂~̂vf
) = e0,0(Zf̂)e

2,2((C∗)2)

= (1 + l∗(f̂ ◦)) .
(4.84)
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Next, we compute h1,1(D̂~̂vf
):

h1,1(D̂~̂vf
) = e0,0(Zf̂)


e1,1((C∗)2) +

∑

f⊃t1⊃~vf

e1,1(C∗)




= (−2 +
∑

f⊃t1⊃~vf

1)(1 + l∗(f̂ ◦)) .

(4.85)

h2,0(D̂~̂vf
) is simply equal to zero, because there is no stratum that contributes non-trivial

e2,0. For the same reason, we obtain h1,0(D̂~̂vf
) = 0.

5 Topology of vertical divisors in elliptic Calabi-Yau fourfolds

5.1 Comments on the F-theory uplift

In this section, we comment on the construction of an elliptic CY fourfold Y4

E →֒ Y4
πE→ B3 . (5.1)

A more complete exposition on the construction of the F-theory uplift will be presented

in elsewhere [85]. As was studied in previous sections, the orientifold B3 is embedded

into V̂4 as a hypersurface belonging to the class −KV̂4
− L. The first Chern class of the

base threefold

c1(B3) = L , (5.2)

is the same as half the O7-plane divisor class. We embed the elliptic fibration πE as

the anti-canonical hypersurface over a P[2,3,1] fibration over B3. We choose the P[2,3,1]

fibration such that the homogeneous coordinates X, Y, and Z of P[2,3,1] are sections of

O(1)⊗2⊗L⊗2, O(1)⊗3⊗L⊗3, and O(1), respectively. Because B3 is generically non-toric,

the elliptic fourfold Y4 is generically a complete intersection in a toric six-fold which is a

P[2,3,1] fibration over V̂4.

We recall that the first Chern class c1(B3) can be represented as

L =
∑

ciD̂i , (5.3)

where ci ∈ Z≥0 and D̂i is a basis of divisors for B3. This implies that a P[2,3,1] fibration

twisted by appropriate tensor powers of the line bundle L can be constructed as follows.

We define a map πP[2,3,1]
: V6 → V̂4 such that, given ~̂v ∈ ∂∆◦, we have

π−1
P[2,3,1]

: (v̂1, v̂2, v̂3, v̂4) 7→ (v̂1, v̂2, v̂3, v̂4,−2ci,−3ci) , (5.4)
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and add the following points to the resulting toric rays:




0 0 0 0 0 0

0 0 0 0 0 0

0 0 0 0 0 0

0 0 0 0 0 0

1 0 −2 0 −1 −1

0 1 −3 −1 −1 −2




. (5.5)

This procedure is a generalization of the standard stacking30 for complete intersection

elliptic CY manifolds. The convex hull of the toric rays of V6 can define a reflexive

polytope, but not always. It should be noted that having the complete intersection

alone will not define the elliptic phase of the CY fourfold Y4, as one has to find a phase

that respects the toric morphism πE . We note that because Y4 admits a global Sen

limit, the only non-Higgsable31 clusters that can appear in Y4 have SO(8) gauge groups.

Furthermore, these non-Higgsable clusters and O7-planes cannot intersect each other,

because otherwise this would imply the existence of codimension-two fixed loci under the

orientifold involution, which would break supersymmetry. We leave a detailed study of

such elliptic phases for future work.

5.2 Anatomy of vertical divisors

We are finally in a position to study the topology of vertical prime toric divisors in the

CY fourfold Y4. We call an irreducible divisor D ⊂ Y4 vertical if there is a divisor D̂ ⊂ B3

such that D is an irreducible component of π−1
E (D̂). We have introduced the notion of

irreducibility here because if D̂ is a non-Higgsable component of the discriminant locus of

the elliptic fibration, then in the resolved CY fourfold Y4, π
−1
E (D̂) is not a torus fibration

but rather, is a multiple P1 fibration over D̂ as a result of the resolution.

We list below all different possible classes of vertical prime toric divisors D :

• D = π−1
E (D̂), where dimL|D̂ = 2.

• D = π−1
E (D̂), where dimL|D̂ = 1.

• D = π−1
E (D̂), where L|D̂ 6= OD̂ but dimL|D̂ = 0.

30For studies of elliptic fibration structures in toric hypersurface Calabi-Yau manifolds, including those
realized by standard stacking, see, for example, [105–111].

31In F-theory compactifications on a singular elliptic CY defined by a Weierstrass model y2 =
x3 + fx + g, a non-Higgsable gauge group factor appears over a codimension-one component of the
discriminant locus ∆ = 4f3+27g2 = 0 in the base of the elliptic CY when the restriction of the sections
f, g to this component vanish to orders greater then (resp.) 1, 2. These gauge factors are referred to
as “non-Higgsable” because they cannot be broken by charged matter in a manner compatible with
supersymmetry—see, e.g., [112–115] for further discussion.

45



h0,0

h1,0 h0,1

h2,0 h1,1 h0,2

h3,0 h2,1 h1,2 h0,3

h3,1 h2,2 h1,3

h3,2 h2,3

h3,3

Figure 2: Hodge diamond of a divisor D ⊂ Y4.

• D = π−1
E (D̂), where L|D̂ = OD̂. In this case, dimL|D̂ = 0.

• An irreducible component of π−1
E (D̂) where D̂ is a non-Higgsable SO(8) seven-brane

locus. In this case, dimL|D̂ = −∞.

Let us explain the above classification in more detail. The reader may be confused by

the above usage of “dimension” in connection with the line bundle L|D̂, as any line

bundle is by definition a one-dimensional vector space. In this context, we use dim LD̂

to denote the Iitaka dimension of the line bundle L|D̂, which is a mathematical quantity

that characterizes the structure of the line bundle L|D̂ and of the corresponding elliptic

fibration twisted by L|D̂.

To define the Iitaka dimension of a line bundle, we need to introduce some additional

mathematical notions (see, e.g., [116] for more details). Let L be a line bundle defined

on an algebraic variety X , and consider the rational map

φn := X → PH0(X,L⊗n) (5.6)

associated to the complete linear system |L⊗n|. We denote by Φn the image of φn:

Φn := φn(X) ⊂ PH0(X,L⊗n). (5.7)

The Iitaka dimension of a line bundle L on X is defined to be the maximal dimension of

the image of the rational map φn,

dimL := max
n

{dimΦn}, (5.8)

where in the above equation n ∈ Z≥0 and is taken over all values such that H0(X,L⊗n) 6=

0. Note that when H0(X,L⊗n) = 0 for all n > 0, by convention dimL = −∞. We then
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have

dim L ∈ {−∞, 0, . . . , dim(X)}. (5.9)

When D̂ is a toric two-fold, the Iitaka dimension of L|D̂ is given by the equation [116]

dimL|D̂ := dim∆L|
D̂
, (5.10)

where ∆L|
D̂
the Newton polytope for the global sections of L|D̂. In the special case that

L is the canonical bundle of X , the Iitaka dimension is equal to the Kodaira dimension

of X .

The reason why we are interested in the dimension of the line bundle is quite simple.

By design, the Iitaka dimension counts the number of directions that can change the

relative sizes of the sections of L⊗n. Therefore, the Iitaka dimension of the twisting line

bundle of the elliptic fibration counts the number of independent directions along which

the discriminant (and more importantly, the j-invariant) can vary. Hence, at a generic

point in moduli space, the elliptic fibration over D̂ can vary over a (dimL|D̂)-dimensional

subspace of D̂. Since the structure of the Hodge numbers of vertical divisors depends

implicitly on the Iitaka dimension of L|D̂, we can use the Iitaka dimension to partition

the possible types of vertical divisors into separate cases and study them one-by-one.

Before analyzing each type of irreducible vertical divisor that can appear in Y4, we

first explain our overall strategy for computing the Hodge numbers of D. Other than

exceptional cases where L|D̂ has Iitaka dimension less than or equal to 0, the Hodge

numbers of D̂ we computed in the previous sections can be used to compute all Hodge

numbers but h2,1(D) of the divisor D = π−1
E (D̂). Although we do not know of a simple

combinatorial way to compute h2,1(D) at this point, because the only missing data in the

Hodge diamond is h2,1(D), we can compute the Euler characteristic of D to indirectly

compute h2,1(D), thus completing the computation of the Hodge numbers of D. On the

other hand, in the exceptional cases, we can compute all of the Hodge numbers directly

without needing to compute Euler characteristic of D as an intermediate step.

5.2.1 Computation of the Hodge vector for dimL|D̂ ≥ 0 and L|D̂ 6= OD̂.

Let us start by computing the Hodge vector for the cases where dimL|D̂ ≥ 0 and L|D̂ 6=

OD̂. An important comment is in order: By construction, Y4 is an elliptic fibration over an

O3/O7-orientifold. This implies that the only allowed non-Higgsable clusters are SO(8)

stacks, and there is always a global Sen limit. This weakly-coupled type IIB limit will be

useful for us. Let ∪aUa be a collection of local patches that cover D̂ such that in each Ua,

the elliptic fiber trvilalizes. For each local patch Ua, we can define integral one-forms dza
and dz̄a on the elliptic fiber. When moving from one patch to another, say from Ua to Ub,

the integral one-forms undergo an SL(2,Z) transformation. Now let us make a complete
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loop around an SO(8) stack, or if there is no SO(8) stack intersecting D̂ a complete

loop around a system of branes where the total RR-charge is zero. The monodromy

transformation of the one-forms dza and dz̄a along such a complete loop is −1 ∈ SL(2,Z)

[70]. Unlike the space H1,0⊕H0,1 of one-forms on the elliptic fiber, the groupH0,0 remains

invariant—this can be seen from the fact that dza∧dz̄a is invariant under −1 ∈ SL(2,Z).

This implies that a cycle in B3 that is even (odd) under the orientifold involution can be

combined with an even (odd) cycle in the fiber to form a non-trivial cycle in ϕI~p
(D̂). As

a result, we obtain an inequality32

hp,q(D) ≥ hp,q
+

(
ϕI~p

(D̂)
)
+ hp−1,q

−

(
ϕI~p

(D̂)
)
+ hp,q−1

−

(
ϕI~p

(D̂)
)
+ hp−1,q−1

+

(
ϕI~p

(D̂)
)
.

(5.11)

Note that if the divisor D̂ is wrapped by an O7-plane33, then we have

ϕI~p
(D̂) = 2D , (5.12)

otherwise we have

ϕI~p
(D̂) = D . (5.13)

It is worthwhile to stress that we have an inequality not an equality in (5.11), as can

be inferred from numerous examples—see §7. The reason for having an inequality comes

from the fact that there can be a non-trivial loop or even a chain in D̂ that can go between

seven-branes that can generate a non-trivial SL(2,Z) action to form a non-trivial cycle.

Because this counting can be very subtle in general, we do not attempt to compute

h1,1(D) and h2,1(D) using this method except in a special case that we describe in the

next section.

We can now compute the Hodge vector h•,0(D). Despite the fact that counting of

hp,q(D) by carefully examining the SL(2,Z) monodromy transformations is very difficult

in general, at least for h•,0(D), we can get an exact answer. A notable fact about

h•,0(D) is that it counts the number of uncharged zero modes of an Euclidean M5-branes

wrapping D. Since, in the orientifold picture, the uncharged zero modes of a Euclidean

D3-brane wrapping D̂ are counted by h•,0
± (ϕI~p

(D̂)), on physical grounds, we expect that

the following equation must hold true to match the total number of fermion zero modes:

3∑

i=0

hi,0(D) =
2∑

i=0

hi,0
±

(
ϕI~p

(D̂)
)
. (5.14)

32More explicitly: since D is elliptically-fibered, we enumerate (p, q) cycles of D by counting cy-
cles of (p′, q′) cycles of the T 2 fiber that pair with (p − p′, q − q′) cycles of D. Since h0,0(T 2) =
h1,0(T 2) = h0,1(T 2) = h1,1(T 2) = 1, we must sum over all contributions from Hp−p′,q−q′(D) with
(p′, q′) ∈ {(0, 0), (1, 0), (0, 1), (1, 1)}.

33Because we are assuming that the Iitaka dimension of the twisting line bundle is not −∞, D̂ cannot
be rigid
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Because none of the Hodge numbers can be negative, (5.14) implies that the following

equality is also true:

h•,0(D) = h•−1,0
−

(
ϕI~p

(D̂)
)
+ h•,0

+

(
ϕI~p

(D̂)
)
. (5.15)

Note that (5.14) was obtained under the assumption that the presence of O3-planes does

not alter the total number of fermion zero modes.34 We expect that (5.14) remains

true even when D̂ contains termina Z2 singularities signaling the presence of O3-planes.

Although we are not aware of a mathematical proof for why (5.14) remains true when D̂

contains terminal Z2 singularities, we have checked that this indeed the case in numerous

examples. On physical grounds, we remark that it is not very surprising that the formula

(5.14) holds even when there are O3-planes in the vicinity of a Euclidean D3-brane, since

O3-planes can only project in or out the zero modes on a Eulcidean D3-brane in a CY

and do not generate any additional uncharged zero modes beyond the ones that existed

before the orientifolding [104, 118–120].

5.2.2 Computation of the Hodge numbers for dimL|D̂ = 0 and L|D̂ 6= OD̂.

In this case, the complex structure of the elliptic fiber is frozen and does not vary along

points in D̂, because all seven brane stacks that intersect D̂ are non-Higgsable SO(8)

stacks. As a result, we can regard the singular vertical divisor D
(0)

before the blow up35

as a Z2 orbifold

D =
(
D̂ × T 2

)
/Z2 , (5.16)

where the action Ip of Z2 group is given by

I~p : (x, z) 7→ (I~p(x),−z) , (5.17)

where in the above equation x ∈ D, and z ∈ T 2. As a result, we find that in the case

where dimL|D̂ = 0 and L|D̂ 6= OD̂ the inequality (5.11) is saturated for singular D
(0)
:

hp,q
(
D

(0)
)
= hp,q

+ (D) + hp−1,q
− (D) + hp,q−1

− (D) + hp−1,q−1
+ (D) . (5.18)

Note that by assumption, D̂ cannot correspond to a non-Higgsable SO(8) stack. After

resolving the singularities in the elliptic fiber due to SO(8) seven brane stacks, we obtain

hp,q(D) = hp,q
+ (D) + hp−1,q

− (D) + hp,q−1
− (D) + hp−1,q−1

+ (D) , (5.19)

34For the proof of (5.15) in the absence of singularities, see [117].
35That is, D maps to D

(0)
under the blowdown map contracting the exceptional divisors of Y4.
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for (p, q) 6= (1, 1), (2, 2), and

h1,1(D) = h2,2(D) = h1,1
+ (D) + 2h1,0

− (D) + 1 + 4nSO(8)(D̂) . (5.20)

5.2.3 Computation of the Hodge numbers for L|D̂ = OD̂.

In this case, the elliptic fibration is trivial, hence π−1
E (D̂) has the topology of

D = T 2 × D̂ . (5.21)

Thus, by direct computation, we obtain the following Hodge numbers for D:

hp,q(D) = hp,q(D̂) + hp−1,q(D̂) + hp,q−1(D̂) + hp−1,q−1(D̂) . (5.22)

5.2.4 Computation of the Hodge numbers for dimL|D̂ = −∞.

In this case, the divisor D̂ is wrapped by a non-Higgsable SO(8) stack. Therefore,

an irreducible component of π−1
E (D̂) has the topology of a P1 fibration, i.e. π−1

E (D̂) is

birational to

P1 × D̂ . (5.23)

Using the fact that h0,0(P1) = h1,1(P1) = 1, h1,0(P1) = h0,1(P1) = 0, we find that the

Hodge numbers of an irreducible component of π−1
E (D̂) are:36

hp,q(P1 × D̂) = hp,q(D̂) + hp−1,q−1(D̂) . (5.24)

5.2.5 Vertical divisors with dimL|D̂ = 2.

In this case, the lifted divisor D can be embedded into P[2,3,1] fibration over D̂, call it

V4(D̂), as a generic hypersurface,

D ⊂ V4(D̂) , (5.25)

where the hypersurface is defined by a section of a big line bundle in V4(D̂). As described

in §5.2.1, the only Hodge numbers we have not yet computed are h1,1(D) and h2,1(D).

To compute h1,1(D), we apply the Shioda-Tate-Wazir theorem [122–125], which

36There is a conjecture, due to Batyrev and Dais [81], which asserts that the Hodge numbers of
a smooth crepant resolution of an algebraic variety defined over the complex numbers with at most
Gorenstein canonical singularities are independent of the choice of resolution. Since the singular SO(8)

model defined over a threefold base B3 (where D̂ ⊂ B3 is the component of the discriminant locus over
which the elliptic fibers develop an SO(8) Kodaira singularity) admits a crepant resolution in which

the irreducible divisors comprising π−1
E (D̂) are P1 bundles over D̂ [121], we assume that the conjecture

of Batyrev and Dais holds for π−1
E (D̂) and compute the Hodge numbers of π−1

E (D̂) by summing over

the Hodge numbers of the irreducible components (birational to P1 × D̂). See Section 6.1 for further
discussion of the geometry of the SO(8) model.
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states that the rank of Neron-Severi group of D is37

rank(NS(D)) = rank(NS(D̂)) + 1 +
∑

a

rank(Ga) , (5.26)

where Ga is the gauge group of the seven-branes that intersect D̂. This theorem teaches us

that the divisor class is generated by the divisors in the base D̂, the section of the elliptic

fibration, and the exceptional divisors due to the blow up. Because all the non-Higgsable

clusters carry SO(8) gauge group, we can further simplify (5.26) to

rank(NS(D)) = rank(NS(D̂)) + 1 + 4nSO(8)(D̂) , (5.27)

where nSO(8)(D̂) counts the number of non-Higgsable SO(8) stacks seen in D̂. Note that

nSO(8) can be larger than the number of SO(8) stacks intersecting D̂.38

Next, we relate the Picard rank to h1,1(D) on a case-by-case basis. Let us start with

the case that D̂ is a 2-face divisor. As a 2-face divisor is a toric two-fold, we have

rank(NS(D̂)) = h1,1(D̂) . (5.28)

Furthermore, due to the fact that h2(D,OD) = 0, H2(D,Z) is a lattice of divisors

rank(NS(D)) = h1,1(D) . (5.29)

As a result, we compute for a 2-face divisor

h1,1(D) = h1,1(D̂) + 1 + 4nSO(8)(D̂) . (5.30)

Next we come to the case that D̂ is an edge divisor. To study this case, we first recall

that the topology of an edge divisor is given as a set of blow ups at points in the base

of P1 fibration over a Riemann surface Σg of genus g. To simplify the analysis, we blow

down the exceptional divisors. Let us denote the blow down of D by D(0), and similarly

the blow down of D̂ by D̂(0). By construction, Σg is a hypersurface in a toric twofold. Let

37As stated, (5.26) assumes that D only has a zero section and does not have any additional indepen-
dent rational sections, which would correspond to non-trivial generators of the group of Mordell-Weil
group (extended fiber-wise over the D̂). Physically, this means that the gauge group associated to the
singular limit of D does not have any “geometric” U(1) factors (i.e., that the free abelian part of the
gauge group associated with D is trivial) [126].

38Although there can be multiple seven brane loci in B3 over which there is no non-abelian gauge sym-
metry enhancement in codimension one, it is nevertheless possible for there to be a gauge enhancement at
their intersections (i.e., in codimension two). When these codimension-two loci lie along O7-planes, the

enhanced gauge group must be SO(8). It is furthermore possible for D̂ to intersect these codimension-two

SO(8) loci, which implies that the number of SO(8) singularities in D̂ can, strictly speaking, be larger
than the number of SO(8) stacks over codimension-one loci in B3—see Section 7 for examples.
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us first establish our notational conventions for D. We denote the hyperplane class of Σg

by H, the section of the P1 by S, and the twisting line bundle of the P1 by T = tH. We

denote the homogeneous coordinate (in the Cox ring) of the class S by y1, and similarly

the homogeneous coordinate of the class S+T by y2. We will argue that the only possible

action of the orientifolding on the divisors in D such that the Iitaka dimension of L|D̂ is

given by

I~p : y1 7→ −y1 , (5.31)

and

g · I~p · g
−1 : y2 7→ −y2 . (5.32)

This restriction comes from the fact that a line bundle nH for n > 0 has Iitaka dimension

1, so for the Iitaka dimension of L|D̂ to be 2, the first Chern class of L|D̂ must satisfy

L = nH +mS , (5.33)

where n,m > 0. This implies that the orientifold action should flip the sign of at least

one of {y1, y2}. But then due to the toric rescaling, a map y1 7→ −y1 is equivalent to

y2 7→ −y2. So, the orientifolding must flip the sign of y1 and y2, leading to our claims

(5.31) and (5.32). We next argue that y1 = 0 and y2 = 0 are the only O7-plane loci.

This can be easily seen from the supersymmetry condition: To preserve supersymmetry

in the presence of O3/O7-planes, there cannot be any non-trivial intersection between

O7-plane loci. If an O7-plane also wraps a divisor class nH, for n > 0, then this O7-plane

inevitably intersects an O7-plane at y1 = 0 or y2 = 0. Hence, there cannot be an O7-plane

that wraps a divisor with class nH.

We next examine the implications of the orientifold actions (5.31) and (5.32) on the

topology of D̂ and D. Because y1 = 0 and y2 = 0 are the O7-plane loci in D(0), under

the refinement map, we have

ϕI(ŷi) = y2i . (5.34)

This means that the topology of D̂ is again a P1 fibration over the same Riemann surface

Σg, but with the different twisting for the P1 fiber, given by

T̂ = 2tH . (5.35)

As a result, we obtain

hp,q
+ (D(0)) = hp,q(D(0)) , (5.36)

and also

hp,q
+ (D) = hp,q(D) . (5.37)

Hence, we have

h2,0(D) = h2,0(D̂) = 0 , (5.38)

52



which allows us to conclude

rank(NS(D̂)) = h1,1(D̂) , (5.39)

and

rank(NS(D)) = h1,1(D) . (5.40)

For an edge divisor D̂, we thus compute

h1,1(D) = h1,1(D̂) + 1 + 4nSO(8)(D̂) . (5.41)

We finally come to the case that D̂ is a vertex divisor. We have to be careful here,

because in this case h2,0(D̂) can be non-zero. If h2,0 is non-zero, then not all contributions

to h1,1 correspond to holomorphic divisors. Let us fix the complex structure z of D̂. At

fixed complex structure, there are h2,0(D̂) independent 2-cycles γi for i = 1, . . . , h2,0(D̂).

These 2-cycles γi are not divisors. Now let us change the complex structure by ǫ. Then

the 2-cycles γi are now linear combinations of cycles in H2,0 and H1,1. Again, the cycles γi
cannot be divisors because the Kähler form restricted to an arbitrary linear combination

of γi vanishes. We therefore deduce that H2 splits into horizontal and vertical subgroups,

where the vertical part is spanned by divisors. In general, we have

rank(NS(D̂)) ≤ h1,1(D̂) . (5.42)

To use the Shioda-Tate-Wazir theorem to compute h1,1(D), we first argue that the fol-

lowing equation holds

h1,1(D̂)− rank(NS(D̂)) = h1,1(D)− rank(NS(D)) . (5.43)

The reason is quite simple. As was shown in the previous section,

h2,0(D) = h2,0(D̂) . (5.44)

In fact, we have an even stronger statement, where the projection map πE : D → D̂

induces an isomorphism

πE∗

(
H2,0(D)

)
= H2,0(D̂) . (5.45)

To study H2,0(D̂) in more detail, let us treat D̂ as a hypersurface in a toric threefold V3,

where the defining equation f |D̂ = 0 of D̂ is inherited from the defining equation f of

B3. At fixed complex structure of D̂ at z0, which only depends on the complex structure

of B3, elements of H2,0(D̂z0) are generated by

∮

f
D̂
=ǫ

x~m ωV3

f |D̂
, (5.46)
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where ωV3 is the top differential form defined on V3, and ~m is in strict interior of v̂◦.

The crucial point here again is that the elements of H2,0 only depend on the complex

structure of B3. Now, we can study D as a complete intersection in V5, which is P[2,3,1]

fibration over V3. The pullback of

πV : V5 → V3 (5.47)

has a natural restriction to the pullback of the projection map πE , and therefore we can

conclude that H2,0(D) is spanned by

∮

π∗
E
(f |

D̂
)=ǫ

π∗
E(x

~m)
π∗
E(ωV3)

π∗
E(f |D̂)

. (5.48)

Now, the elements in H1,1(D̂) that are orthogonal to the Neron-Severi group are then

generated by the complex structure deformation z0 7→ z0 + ǫ of the forms (5.46). And

similarly, the elements in H1,1(D) that are orthogonal to the Neron-Severi group NS(D)

are generated by the complex structure deformation z0 7→ z0 + ǫ of the forms (5.48).

Because changing coefficients of the Weierstrass form does not deform (5.48), we conclude

that

h1,1(D̂)− rank(NS(D̂)) = h1,1(D)− rank(NS(D)) . (5.49)

This means that the horizontal component of H2(D̂) is isomorphic to H2(D). Then,

assuming that H2 is a direct sum of the horizontal cohomology groups and the Neron-

Severi group, for vertex divisors we conclude

h1,1(D) = h1,1(D̂) + 1 + 4nSO(8)(D̂) . (5.50)

Finally, we use the Euler characteristic χ(D) to complete the Hodge diamond. As

we explain in §6.2, in the presence of O3-planes that intersect D̂, the Euler characteristic

we compute using the result of §6.1 is not the same as
∑

p,q(−1)p,qhp,q(D). The correct

identification is

χn(D) + 2nO3(D̂) =
∑

p,q

(−1)p,qhp,q(D) , (5.51)

where nO3 is the number of O3-planes that intersect D̂. From this, we can compute

h2,1(D)

h2,1(D) = −nO3(D̂)−
1

2
χn(D) +

1

2

∑

(p,q)6=(2,1)&(1,2)

(−1)p,qhp,q(D) . (5.52)

Note that if h1,0(D̂) 6= 0, we do not know of a simple combinatorial prescription that can

be used to compute h1,1(D), and hence the right-hand side of (5.52) must be computed

by other means. On the other hand, if the divisor D is rigid (i.e. satisfies h•,0(D) =
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(1, 0, 0, 0), which is a case of prime interest because Euclidean M5-brane wrapping such

divisors can generate a non-perturbative superpotential), we can simplify (5.52) to

h2,1(D) = 1 + h1,1(D)− nO3(D̂)−
1

2
χn(D) (5.53)

= 2 + h1,1(D̂) + 4nSO(8)(D̂)− nO3(D̂)−
1

2
χn(D) . (5.54)

This completes the Hodge diamond.

5.2.6 Vertical divisors with dimL|D̂ = 1.

This is perhaps the most non-trivial case. We do not know of a way to complete the

Hodge diamond for this case in full generality. We approach the various possibilities for

D̂ on a case-by-case basis.

Let us start with 2-face divisors D̂. Per the stratification (4.83), we know that 2-face

divisors are toric two folds. Because all toric twofolds are rational surfaces, upon blowing

down all the exceptional curves, we either arrive at P2 or Fn with n 6= 1. But, in this

section, we will proceed somewhat differently. In the case of F1 we shall not blow down

the exceptional curve and treat F1 seprately from P2. So, P2 will correspond to the case

in which D̂ has a topology of P2. Because adding exceptional divisors to a line bundle

does not change the Iitaka dimension of the line bundle, without any loss of generality,

we can analyze a minimal model of D̂, which we denote by D̂m.
39 There is one subtlety.

If the twisting line bundle defined on D̂, does not have a counterpart in the blow down

of D̂, then such blow downs will destroy the crucial data we seek to understand. In

this section, we will assume that the twisting line bundle is well defined under the blow

downs to Fn. For more general cases, one can blow down the exceptional curves as far

as one can, such that the twisting line bundle is well defined under such procedures, and

understand the properties of the twisting line bundle in the blow down.

Now, we note that no line bundle of P2 has Iitaka dimension 1.40 Therefore, the

existence of a line bundle L|D̂ with dimension 1 indicates that the 2-face divisor must be

Fn 6=1 or F1. Furthermore, the line bundle L|D̂m
should be a multiple of the hyperplane

class H in the base of the P1 fibration in D̂m.
41 To ensure that the class c1(L|D̂m

) (which

is one-half times the class of the O7-plane locus restricted to D̂m) is an integer class, for

39As a simple example, consider a blow up of P2 at a point. After the blow up, P2 becomes F1. The
hyperplane class [H ] in P2 is now mapped to a sum of the base and the fiber class. As a result, we see
that the Iitaka dimension is 2 in both cases.

40The first Chern class of any line bundle of P2 can be represented by aH , where a is an integer
and H is the hyperplane class of P2. When a is negative, no tensor power of the line bundle will have
global sections, which implies that the Iitaka dimension of the line bundle is −∞. When a = 0, the
corresponding line bundle is the structure sheaf, which by definition has dimension 0. When a > 0, as
the dimension of the Newton polytope is 2, the line bundle also has dimension 2.

41The reason for this is that any power of the line bundle whose first Chern class is the class of the
section of the fibration can only have one global section. This implies that the section corresponds to
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convenience, we write

2c1(L|D̂m
) = aH , (5.55)

where a ∈ 2Z>0. Now, by acting on D̂m with a composition of blowups and blowdowns

to go back to D̂, we learn that

2c1(L|D̂) = aH +
∑

i

biEi , (5.56)

where bi is 0 or 1, and Ei is an exceptional divisor. Note that aH class can be understood

as the intersection between a non-rigid O7-plane class and D̂. Similarly, for bi = 1, Ei

class should be understood as the intersection between a rigid SO(8) stack and D̂.

Because the elliptic fiber does not vary along the P1 fiber of D̂m, we can now un-

derstand the topology of D as a sequence of blowups of an algebraic threefold Dm with

two fibers,

P1 P1

E Dm D̂m

E S P1

π2 π2

π1

π1

, (5.57)

where π1 is the elliptic fibration, and π2 is the P
1 fibration. To study the Hodge numbers

of D, we first study the topology of S. Note that the Euler characteristic of S is given by

χ(S) = 12

∫

P1

c1(L|P1) = 6a . (5.58)

Unlike higher-dimensional elliptic spaces, (5.58) cannot change due to a change of com-

plex structure. Because the structure sheaf cohomology also does not change under the

complex structure deformation, h1,1(S) is also an invariant. Although we know how to

directly compute h1,1(S), this invariance allows us to read off h1,1(S) using an alternative

method that we now describe. Note that

χ(S) = 2− 2h1,0(S) + h1,1(S) . (5.59)

Because we can easily compute h1,0(S) either using the Hirzebruch-Riemann-Roch the-

orem, or using the combinatorial structure of the Newton polytope, we can therefore

a line bundle of Iitaka dimension 0. If the first Chern class of a line bundle L = aH + bS for a, b > 0,
where H is the hyperplane class and S is the section, then the corresponding Newton polytope again has
dimension 2. Because the dimension of the Newton polytope for a line bundle L = aH for any positive
integer a is always 1, the only possibility here is L = aH.
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compute h1,1(S) by computing χ(S). This result allows us to compute h1,1(D) as follows:

h1,1(D) = 1 + h1,1(S) . (5.60)

As a result, we can again compute h2,1(D) by using χ(D).

We next consider the case that D̂ is a 1-face divisor or a vertex divisors. Using

the stratification (4.76), we see that 1-face divisors are either blowups of ruled surfaces

or rational surfaces. Although it is redundant, we can understand this from a slightly

different perspective: As we have studied in §3.4 and §4.4, h2,0 of 1-face divisors always

vanishes. According to the adjunction formula, this implies that the normal bundle ND/Z3

is not effective (here, we view D ⊂ Z3 as a divisor in a CY threefold Z3). As a result,

any positive power of KD is also not effective, which implies that the Kodaira dimension

of O(D) is −∞. Because D̂ can be understood as a Z2 orbifold of D, it is expected that

the Kodaira dimension of D̂ is also −∞. In fact, this can be argued in a very simple

manner. Due to the adjunction formula, we have

KD̂ = −L|D̂ + D̂|D̂ . (5.61)

As D̂ is rigid, we have that D̂|D̂ is not effective. Because c1(LD̂) is effective, KD̂ must

not be effective for D̂|D̂ to be not effective. This leads to the conclusion that the Kodaira

dimension of D̂ is −∞. From this, we reach the conclusion that, as claimed, 1-face divisors

are either blowups of ruled surfaces or rational surfaces. Finally, we remark that by the

assumption that dimL|D̂ = 1, we again have that the 1-face divisor in question cannot

be P2.

The argument we just gave above can be equally applied to a rigid vertex divisor.

If a vertex divisor D is rigid, the normal bundle to D is not effective. Similarly, KD̂ is

also not effective. As a result, the Kodaira dimension of a rigid vertex divisor is again

−∞. This implies again that the topology of a rigid vertex divisor is a blowup of either

ruled surface or a rational surface. Likewise, because of the assumption that LD̂ is a line

bundle of dimension 1, D̂ cannot be P2.

If D̂ is rigid, same as in the 2-face divisor case, we can again complete the Hodge

diamond of D, using the equation

h1,1(D) = 1 + h1,1(S) . (5.62)

When D̂ is not rigid, we do not know of a simple combinatorial method to compute

h1,1(D), and hence we also do not know of a combinatorial formula for h2,1(D). We

would like to revisit the computation of the Hodge diamond for more general cases in the

future.
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6 Euler characteristic of vertical divisors in elliptic Calabi-Yau

fourfolds

In §5, we described in detail an algorithm for computing the Hodge structure of vertical

divisors D ⊂ Y4 where Y4 is an elliptic CY fourfold admitting a global Sen limit and

D̂ ⊂ B3 is a divisor in the orientifold CY threefold B3. Our algorithm relies essentially

on the classification of these vertical divisors’ images under the canonical projection,

πE(D) = D̂, in terms of the Iitaka dimension of the line bundle L|D̂. For certain cases,

a key part of this algorithm involves using the Euler characteristic χ(D̂) to compute the

Hodge number h2,1(D̂) in terms of the remaining ones.

In this section, we present a conjectural combinatorial formula for the Euler charac-

teristic those cases for which our algorithm does not explicitly determine h2,1(D̂), namely

χ(D) = χn(D) + 2nO3(D̂) . (6.1)

We explain how to compute the “naive” Euler characteristic χn(D) in §6.1; see (6.41).

Although the naive Euler characteristic agrees with the apparently correct Euler charac-

teristic

χ(D) =
∑

p,q

(−1)p+qhp,q(D). (6.2)

when D̂ is smooth, in §6.2 we argue that when D contains terminal Z2 orbifold singu-

larities signaling the presence of perturbative O3-planes, the correct Euler characteristic

is obtained by adding the correction term 2nO3(D̂), where nO3(D̂) is the number of O3-

plane singularities. In §6.3, we clarify some aspects of cases where the base D̂ of a vertical

divisor D is characterized by the property dim L|D̂ = 1 previously discussed in §5.2.6.

Later, in §7, we verify that (6.1) holds in a number of examples, by directly com-

puting the Hodge numbers of D in terms of Hodge-Deligne numbers, and substituting

the Hodge numbers into the expression (6.2).

6.1 “Naive” Euler characteristic via pushforwards

The purpose of this section is to describe how to compute the naive Euler characteristic

χn(D) of a smooth prime divisor D ⊂ Y4 → B3 where Y4 is a smooth elliptically-

fibered CY fourfold that admits a global Sen limit and B3 = Z3/Z2 is an orientifold

of a CY threefold. The CY fourfold Y4 is in general characterized by some number

of SO(8) (Kodaira) singular fibers appearing over a collection of disjoint seven brane

“gauge divisors” Σ ⊂ B3, i.e. codimension-one components of the discriminant locus.

Here, “disjointness” means that ΣΣ′ = 0 for any two distinct gauge divisors Σ,Σ′. We
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assume that the divisor D is also elliptically fibered,

D → D̂ ⊂ B3 (6.3)

and moreover thatD generically intersects a non-trivial subset of the SO(8) gauge divisors

Σa ⊂ B3. We use

S := Σ ∩ D̂ (6.4)

to denote the restriction of the gauge divisors to D̂. We may regard D̂ as the pullback

of D̂, which has the topology of an elliptically-fibered threefold (not CY) resolving some

number of SO(8) singularities over disjoint divisors S ⊂ D̂:42

S ∩ S ′ = 0. (6.5)

When D̂ is smooth, we may regard D is a complete resolution of a singular elliptic

threefold. However, we are eventually interested in studying cases where D̂ contains Z2

singularities away from gauge divisors S ⊂ D̂, due to the presence of O3-planes. In

such cases, D is a partial resolution, and the results of this subsection require a slight

modification. As advertised, we discuss these modifications in detail in the following

subsection.

Our starting point for analyzing the geometry of D is the singular SO(8) Weier-

strass model, which can be constructed as the zero locus of a section of a suitable choice

of line bundle over the base D̂. For now we focus on a single SO(8) Kodaira singularity,

as the generalization to cases with multiple disjoint SO(8) Kodaira singularities is com-

pletely straightforward. The defining data for this elliptic fibration consists of a choice

of characteristic line bundle

L → D̂, (6.6)

where we write L ≡ c1(L), along with a choice of divisor S ⊂ D̂ over which the SO(8)

singularity is imposed. With this choice of defining data, along with a local parametriza-

tion of the divisor S ⊂ D̂ as the zero locus s = 0, we can construct the singular SO(8)

model explicitly as the zero section [121]

− y2 +

3∏

n=1

(x− xns) + s2rx2 + s3qx+ s4t = 0 (6.7)

where we assume (x1 − x2, x2 − x3, x3 − x1) 6= (0, 0, 0) and (r, q, t) 6= (0, 0, 0). In (6.7),

42Note that the intersection of two prime toric divisors is necessarily primitive.
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x, y, q, r, t are sections of tensor powers of L, where the specific powers are fixed by the

constraint that the above Weierstrass polynomial is a section of the line bundle L⊗6.

To produce a globally well-defined model, we take the projective closure43 of the above

equation in P2 and write

D
(0)

: − y2z +

3∏

n=1

(x− xnsz) + s2rx2z + s3qxz2 + s4tz3 = 0. (6.8)

We regard the above zero locus, D̂(0), as a singular hypersurface of the ambient projective

fourfold

V
(0)
4 = P(L⊗2 ⊕ L⊗3 ⊕O) → D̂. (6.9)

We denote by H := c1(O(1)
V

(0)
4

) the hyperplane class of the P2 fibers.

The next step is to resolve the singularities of D
(0)
. It was shown in [121] that

a resolution44 of this model is given by the following sequence of blowups of complete

intersections of hyperplanes, gi1 = gi2 = · · · = 0 in the ambient space V
(0)
4 :

(~g1|e1) = (x, y, s|e1) : V
(1)
4 → V

(0)
4

(~g2|e2) = (y, e1|e2) : V
(2)
4 → V

(1)
4

(~g3|e3) = (x− xisz, e2|e3) : V
(3)
4 → V

(2)
4

(~g4|e4) = (x− xjsz, e2|e4) : V
(4)
4 → V

(3)
4 .

(6.10)

Let us explain the notation appearing in (6.10). Each arrow in the above expression

represents a blowdown map of the schematic form

(~gi|ei) : V
(i)
4 → V

(i−1)
4 , (6.11)

43The local presentation of the Weierstrass model realizes the elliptic fibers as subvarieties of the
affine space C2 and hence taking the projective closure of the Weierstrass model entails compactifying
the ambient space C2 in a manner compatible with the elliptic fibration. Although the choice of projective
closure is not unique, we stress that the results of this subsection are independent of this choice and
hence we are free to take the projective closure to be P2 rather than, e.g., P[2,3,1]. The reason for this
is that the topological data relevant to the results of this section are encoded in the singularities of the
Weierstrass model, which can regarded as the set of singular elliptic fibers located over the discriminant
locus ∆ = 4f3 + 27g2 = 0 in the base D; one can show that the singularities of the elliptic fibers do
not lie on the “P1 at infinity” that is glued in when taking the projective closure of the ambient space
C2. The choice P2 is a matter of convenience, as the pushforward formulae presented in this section are
most simply stated for smooth elliptic fibrations that resolve singular (hypersurface) elliptic fibrations
of smooth P2 bundles.

44The resolution we describe is smooth through codimension-two loci of the discriminant locus in D̂,
assuming there are no additional singular fibers forced by the geometry described by the Weierstrass
model.
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which contracts the exceptional divisor ei = 0 in V
(i)
4 . The array ~gi = (gi1, gi2, . . . )

indicates that the ith blowup occurs along the complete intersection gi1 = gi2 = · · · = 0

in V
(i)
4 . Note that we abuse notation and retain the same variables for blowups along

complete intersections of hyperplanes that lie in the x = 0 or y = 0 planes in the ambient

space; for example, the first blowup entails the substitution

x → e1x, y → e1y, s → e1s. (6.12)

Each blowup of the ambient space described above introduces an exceptional divisor

ei = 0 in V
(i)
4 , which is contracted by the blowdown map V

(i)
4 → V

(i−1)
4 . The proper

transform, D
(i)

⊂ V
(i)
4 , of the elliptic threefold D

(i−1)
⊂ V

(i−1)
4 under each blowup is

obtained after factoring out a suitable number of copies of the exceptional divisor from

total transform of D
(i−1)

, which is a reducible algebraic variety. We denote the resolved

space by

D := D
(4)
, (6.13)

where the superscript is a reminder that the resolution is comprised of a sequence of four

blowups,

D ≡ D
(4)

−→ D
(3)

−→ D
(2)

−→ D
(1)

−→ D
(0)
. (6.14)

Similarly, we write

V4 := V
(4)
4 . (6.15)

Note again that D̂ may be a partial, and not a complete, resolution of D
(0)
, as the base

D̂ may contain Z2 singularities due to O3-planes. However, as these Z2 singularities do

not intersect the gauge divisor S ⊂ D̂, they do not affect the topology of the exceptional

divisors introduced by the sequence of blowups described above, as the centers of the

blowups have been chosen to lie along S.

For the purposes of this paper, the only data we require from the resolution of the

SO(8) model are the divisor classes of the blowup loci, [gij], in the Chow ring of the

ambient space V
(i−1)
4 . The classes of each of these divisors can be expressed as linear

combinations of the classes of a basis of divisors of V
(i−1)
4 , namely

L, S,H, [ej<i−1] (6.16)

where H is the (pullback to V
(i−1)
4 of the) hyperplane class of the P2 fibers of V

(0)
4 , [ej] are

linear combinations of the classes Ej of the exceptional divisors ej = 0, L is the pullback

of c1(L) (see (6.6)), and S is the pullback of the SO(8) gauge divisor in D̂.45 In terms of

45Note that we do not explicit indicate the pullbacks unless the Chow ring to which a given divisor
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this basis, we may write

([g11], [g12], [g13]) = ([x], [y], [s]) = (H + 2L,H + 3L, S)

([g21], [g22]) = ([y], [e1]) = (H + 3L− E1, E1)

([g31], [g32]) = ([x− xisz], [e2]) = (H + 2L,E2)

([g41], [g42]) = ([x− xjsz], [e2]) = (H + 2L,E2 −E3).

(6.17)

When D is completely smooth, the above divisor classes can be used to construct the

total Chern class c(D), which is given by the following expression:

c(D) =

(
4∏

i=1

(1 + [ei]) ·
ni∏

j=1

1 + [gij]− [ei]

1 + [gij ]

)
·
c(D0)

1 + [D]
∩ [D] (6.18)

where

c(D0) = (1 +H + 2L) · (1 +H + 3L) · (1 +H) · c(D̂) (6.19)

with c(D̂) being the total Chern class of the base D̂, and where

D = 3H + 6L−
4∑

i=1

ni[ei]. (6.20)

(Note that ni is the codimension of the blowup locus gi1 = gi2 = · · · = 0, or equivalently

the length of the ni-tuple ~gi.) By rescaling each divisor class by a factor of ε and expanding

in powers of ε, the total Chern class can be expressed as the Chern polynomial

cε(D) = 1 + c1(D)ε+ c2(D)ε2 + · · · . (6.21)

We define the Euler characteristic χn(D) to be the degree of the top Chern class,

χn(D) = c3(D) = c3(TD) ∩D (6.22)

and can be recovered from the Chern polynomial by isolating the coefficient of the O(ε3)

term. Note that third Chern class c3(D) (i.e. the top Chern class for a threefold) can be

expressed as a homogeneous quartic polynomial in the divisor classes of the Chow ring

of the ambient fourfold Y4. In particular, this implies we may write

c3(D) = c3(TD) ∩D (6.23)

where c3(TD) is a homogeneous cubic polynomial in the classes L, S,H, [ej ].

In order to evaluate the above expression, it is necessary to supply the quadruple

class belongs is not clear from the context of the discussion.
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intersection numbers of the divisor classes L, S,H, [ej ]. A convenient way to compute the

quadruple intersection numbers is to compute their pushforward to the Chow ring of D̂,

with respect to the lift of the projection

D → D̂, (6.24)

to the projection of the blown-up ambient space, namely

π : V
(4)
4 → D̂. (6.25)

We follow the strategy of [77]. This strategy enables us to express any formal analytic

function of the classes H, [ej] in the Chow ring Y4 as a formal analytic function of the

classes L, S in the Chow ring of D̂ (note that since the pushforward acts trivially on

pullbacks of divisor classes in D̂, we do not bother to explicitly write the action of the

pushforward on the classes L, S):

πE∗ : F (H, [ej ]) → F̃ (L, S). (6.26)

There are various ways we can use the above pushforward map to compute the Euler

characteristic. We describe two methods below:

1. One method is to directly compute the pushforward of the total Chern class c(D),

regarded as an analytic function of the classes H, [ej ]:

πE∗ : c(D)(H, [ej ]) → Q(L, S) · c(D̂), c(D̂) = c(TD̂) ∩ D̂. (6.27)

The resulting expression, Q(L, S)c(D̂), which is an analytic function of the divisor

classes L, S, can be regarded as generating function for top Chern classes; in par-

ticular, in the case of a twofold base D̂, the top Chern class can be extracted by

introducing the formal rescaling L → εL, S → εS and extracting the coefficient of

the O(ε2) term:

Q(εL, εS) · c(D̂) = (Q0 + εQ1 + ε2Q2) · (1 + εc1(D̂) + ε2c2(D̂))

χn(D) = Q0c2(D̂) +Q1c1(D̂) +Q2.
(6.28)

2. A second method, which seems in practice to be considerably less computationally

expensive, is to first extract the triple intersection numbers of D (expressed as

quadruple intersection numbers of V4) and then substitute them into the expression

for c3(D) appearing in (6.21). Following the methods of [127], an efficient way to

compute these intersection numbers of V4 is to first encode them in a particularly

simple analytic generating function, and then compute the pushforward of this
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generating function to D̂. Notice from (6.23) that c3(TD̂) is a cubic polynomial

in the classes L, S,H, [ej], the generating function of interest here is simply the

product of the Chern characters associated with each divisor class of V4:

Zα ≡ exp(
∑

m

αmdm +
1

3
α0H + α1[e1] + α2[e2] + α3[e3] + α4[e4]) ∩ D̂ (6.29)

where dm are pullbacks of the subset of divisors dm ∈ D̂ that appear in the expansion

S = Smdm, L = Lmdm (6.30)

and the expression forD was given in (6.20). The pushforward of the above function

with respect to the blowdown map πE (see 6.25) is

πE∗(Zα) =
eαmdm−α0L

L · (4L− 3S) · (3L− 2S) · (2L− S) · (L− S)
·

4∑

j=0

Zj,4−jS
jL4−j ,

(6.31)

with

Z0,4 = 24
(
eα0L+(α1+α2+α3)S − 1

)

Z1,3 = −2(−35 + 6e(α0+2α1+α2)L + 23eα0L+(α1+α2+α3)S

+ 3eα0L+α3(2L−S)+2α4(S−L)+(α1+α2)S

+ 2eα0L+α2(3L−S)+(α3+α4)(2L−S)+α1S

+ eα0L+(α3+α4)(2L−S)+(α1+α2)S)

Z2,2 = (−75 + 29e(α0+2α1+α2)L + 29eα0L+(α1+α2+α3)S

+ 7eα0L+α3(2L−S)+2α4(S−L)+(α1+α2)S

+ 7eα0L+α2(3L−S)+(α3+α4)(2L−S)+α1S

+ 3eα0L+(α3+α4)(2L−S)+(α1+α2)S)

Z3,1 = −(−35 + 23e(α0+2α1+α2)L + 6eα0L+(α1+α2+α3)S

+ 2eα0L+α3(2L−S)+2α4(S−L)+(α1+α2)S

+ 3eα0L+α2(3L−S)+(α3+α4)(2L−S)+α1S

+ eα0L+(α3+α4)(2L−S)+(α1+α2)S)

Z4,0 = 6
(
e(α0+2α1+α2)L − 1

)

(6.32)
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and can be used to compute intersection numbers by taking derivatives, e.g.,

[e1][e2][e3] =
∂

∂α1

∂

∂α2

∂

∂α3
πE∗(Zα)

∣∣∣∣
αa=α0=αj=0

= −S2. (6.33)

Our strategy for computing the Euler characteristic is as follows: we first use the first

method outlined above to compute the Euler characteristic χn(D) pushed down to the

Chow ring of D̂. Then, we use the structure of the expression for χn(D), along with

some general considerations, to deduce what the Euler characteristic must look like for a

smooth threefold resolving an arbitrary number of SO(8) singularities tuned on disjoint

divisors Sa. Later, as a consistency check, we use the second method outlined above

to directly compute the Euler characteristic for the more complicated case of a smooth

threefold resolving three SO(8) singularities, and compare the resulting expression to our

proposal for the general answer. We find that the two answers agree, which is a strong

check that our proposal for the general answer (i.e. the generalization to an arbitrary

number of SO(8) singularities), is correct.

Before writing down the final answer, we first explicitly state the action of the

pushforward map πE∗ needed to convert c(D) into a formal analytic expression in the

Chow ring of D̂. The key point is that the lift πE of the projection D → D̂ to the ambient

space V4 can be expressed as a composition of blowdown maps fi : V
(i)
4 → V

(i−1)
4 with

the canonical projection πV : V
(0)
4 → D̂. Thus, it follows that we can express the action

of the pushforward map as the composition

πV ∗ ◦ f1∗ ◦ f2∗ ◦ f3∗ ◦ f4∗. (6.34)

This enables us to compute pushforward explicitly in terms of the actions of each individ-

ual map appearing in the above expression. The pushforward maps π∗, fi∗ were worked

out in a series of papers [77, 121, 128–133]; we now briefly summarize the key results

of these papers. First, given a blowup fi : V
(i)
4 → V

(i−1)
4 of a smooth projective variety

V
(i−1)
4 along a complete intersection of hypersurfaces, the pushforward of an analytic

function F ([ei]) to the Chow ring of V
(i−1)
4 is

fi∗(F ([ei])) =

ni∑

k=1

F ([gik])

ni∏

m=1
m6=k

[gim]

[gim]− [gik]
. (6.35)

Next, given a smooth rank two projective bundle V
(0)
4 = P(⊕3

i=1Li) equipped with canoni-

cal projection πV : V
(0)
4 → D̂, the pushforward of an analytic function F (H) (where again
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H = c1(O(1)
V

(0)
4

) is the hyperplane class of the fibers) to the Chow ring of D̂ is

πV ∗(F (H)) =

3∑

a=1

F (−Li)∏
j 6=i(Lj − Li)

, Lk ≡ c1(Lk). (6.36)

Applying the composition of the above pushforward maps to the analytic expression c(D̂),

it was shown in [77] that the generating function for the Euler characteristic of the SO(8)

model is given by

πV ∗ ◦ f1∗ ◦ f2∗ ◦ f3∗ ◦ f4∗(c(D)) = 12
L+ 3S · L− 2S2

(1 + S) · (1 + 6L− 4S)
· c(D̂). (6.37)

Extracting the degree two term from the above formal power series gives the Euler char-

acteristic for the elliptically-fibered threefold D:

χn(D) = 12(c1 · L− 6L2 + 6L · S − 2S2) (6.38)

where c1 is the first Chern class of D̂.

So far, we have only described the case of a single SO(8) singularity. To generalize

this result to resolutions of a singular threefold D
(0)

containing an arbitrary number of

SO(8) singularities tuned on disjoint divisors

SI=1,2,... ⊂ D̂, (6.39)

we simply iterate the above process for each SO(8) singularity separately. In the absence

of any preferential distinctions between the divisors Sa, and to be consistent with the

fact that the trivialization Sb → 0 for all b 6= a must reduce to the answer in (6.38), the

pushforward of the final answer must depend on the classes Sa in a symmetric fashion.

We obtain the answer for multiple SO(8) tunings by making the replacement

S →
∑

a

Sa (6.40)

in (6.38) and iteratively imposing the “freshman’s dream” constraint (
∑

a Sa)
p =

∑
a S

p
a :

χn(D) = 12(c1 · L− 6L2 +
∑

a

(6L · Sa − 2S2
a)) (6.41)

As a consistency check of (6.41), we compute the Euler characteristic for a resolution

D̂(3) of the SO(8)× SO(8)× SO(8) model, where the three gauge groups are tuned on

divisors S1, S2, S3 ⊂ D. The resolution we study is simply the composition in (6.10)

applied separately to each SO(8) singularity, in order, and consists of twelve blowups in
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total. In order to compute the Euler characteristic, we first use the Mathematica package

of [127] to compute the pushforward of the generating function of intersection numbers,

namely the function

Z = exp

(∑

m

αmdm +
1

3
α0H +

3∑

a=1

4∑

ja=1

αja [eja]

)
∩ D̂ (6.42)

where

D̂ = 3H + 6L−
3∑

a=1

([e1a ]−
4∑

j=1

[eja ]). (6.43)

The pushforward of Z is a horrendously long and unilluminating expression, so we do

not include it here; however, the interested reader can easily compute this expression

using Mathematica. We then substitute the intersection numbers into the expression for

c3(D), which can be extracted from the appropriate generalization of the total Chern

class (6.18) to this case. The final answer is:

χn(D) = 12c1(D̂) · L− 72L2 + 72L · S1 + 72L · S2 + 72L · S3

− 24S2
1 − 24S2

2 − 24S2
3 − 32S1 · S2 − 32S1 · S3 − 32S2 · S3.

(6.44)

Setting S1 · S2 = S2 · S3 = S3 · S1 = 0, we find that the above expression clearly matches

(6.41).

6.2 Correcting for O3-planes

In the previous section, we computed the Euler characteristic χn(D) of a divisor D ⊂ Y4

using the top Chern class of D. It should be noted that if D is smooth, the integral of

the top Chern class χn(D)

χn(D) :=

∫

D

c3(D) , (6.45)

is related to the Betti numbers as follows

χn(D) =
∑

i

(−1)ibi . (6.46)

We define the usual topological Euler characteristic χ(D) to be

χ(D) :=
∑

i

(−1)ibi =
∑

p,q

(−1)p+qhp,q, . (6.47)

Because χn(D) = χ(D) for smooth D, when D is smooth we denote the Euler character-

istic by χ(D) as there is no ambiguity. Note, however, that this relation (6.46) need not

hold true for a singular D. This poses an important problem for us, as a generic orientifold
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B3 contains many O3-planes. Because of this, we need to understand how to relate the

Euler characteristic to the Hodge numbers of D̂ in the presence of point-like Z2 orbifold

singularities. Because O3-planes are terminal singularities, we unfortunately have the

luxury of blowing up the singularities in a matter compatible with supersymmetry in

order to carry out the analysis.

In this section, we present two distinct local analyses. First, we consider a family of

elliptic fibrations D parametrized by an integer a with a point-like orbifold Z2 singularity.

We will find that when a is even, there exists a crepant resolution that resolves the Z2

singularity, and confirm that (6.46) holds. On the other hand, when a is odd, we find that

there is no crepant resolution, and hence the Z2 singularity should be interpreted as an

O3-plane. In such cases, we find that the equation (6.46) is modified to χn(D) = χ(D)−2.

In the second local analysis, we consider local affine orbifolds and their resolutions.

We find that the resolution of the affine orbifold is not unique, and in F-theory perspec-

tive, distinct resolutions are related by a flip [68]. By carefully analyzing the flip, we

arrive at the conclusion that in the presence of an O3-plane the equation (6.46) is modi-

fied to χn(D) = χ(D)− 2. Supported by these local analyses we present in this section,

as well as by numerous examples for which we have computed h2,1 “manually” (i.e. by

computing Hodge-Deligne numbers and using them to compute the Hodge numbers of

D), we are led to conjecture

χn(D) = χ(D)− 2nO3(D̂) (6.48)

where we emphasize that we have adopted the definition (6.47).

Let us begin by analyzing the aformentioned one-parameter family of the local mod-

els. As a simple model of a two-dimensional surface with a point-like orbifold Z2 singu-

larity, let us consider the singular projective variety P[1,1,2],
46 whose toric rays are given

by 

~v1 ~v2 ~v3
1 −1 −1

0 1 −1


 . (6.49)

The corresponding GLSM is
x1 x2 x3

2 1 1
(6.50)

For simplicity, we denote the class [x2] = [x3] by H. The cone spanned by ~v2 and ~v3 has

volume two, indicating a Z2 singularity. This orbifold singularity at x2 = x3 = 0 will

serve as our local model for an O3-plane locus in P[1,1,2].

Let us construct an elliptic fibration over P[1,1,2] in terms of a Weierstrass model D

with twisting line bundle L satisfying L = aH. The Weierstrass model is embedded as a

46This local geometry can actually be found in an orientifold of a CY threefold described in §7.
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hypersurface in a P[2,3,1] fibration over P[1,1,2]. The corresponding GLSM is

x1 x2 x3 X Y Z

2 1 1 2a 3a 0

0 0 0 2 3 1

(6.51)

where the Weierstrass model is given by the vanishing locus of a section of a line bundle

2[Y ] = [X ] + [Y ] + [Z] + L. The toric rays for the corresponding GLSM are given as




~v1 ~v2 ~v3 ~vX ~vY ~vZ
1 −1 −1 0 0 0

0 1 −1 0 0 0

0 0 −2a 1 0 −2

0 0 −3a 0 1 −3




. (6.52)

For 0 ≤ a ≤ 3, D is a threefold with positive first Chern class; for a = 4, D is an elliptic

CY threefold.47

We first compute the Hodge numbers of D using its stratification.48 We define the

Newton polytope for the Weierstrass model as follows:

∆ := {~m ∈ M |~m·~v1 ≥ 0, ~m·~v2 ≥ −a, ~m·~v3 ≥ 0, ~m·~vX ≥ −1, ~m·~vY ≥ −1, ~m·~vZ ≥ −1} .

(6.53)

One can easily check that ∆ is a three-dimensional Newton polytope for a > 0. The

combinatorial properties of ∆ determine the Hodge numbers of D. Notably, we have

h3,0(D) = l∗(∆) . (6.54)

47When a = 0, because the line bundle L|
D̂

is not big, we cannot use the formulae derived for line
bundles with Iitaka dimension equal to 2. Nevertheless, the analysis is still quite simple in this case
because when n = 0, the topology of D is D = T 2 × P[1,1,2].

48Note that the Hodge-Deligne number method á la Danilov-Khovanski (see §2.6), computes the Hodge
structure of cohomology with compact support. As was proved in [94], as long as the algebraic variety in
question is quasi-smooth, the Hodge numbers of the cohomology groups with compact support coincide
with the usual Hodge numbers. Furthermore, cohomology with compact support is a natural structure
to study in relation to the physics of Euclidean M5-branes, as the Euclidean M5-brane partition function
is computed in terms of integrals of the M-theory three-form C3 over three-cycles in D. Therefore, it is
in fact the numbers of distinct homology classes that are relevant for understanding the physics of the
Euclidean M5-brane partition function. Because homology is Poincaré dual to cohomology with compact
support, we conclude that the Hodge-Deligne numbers, which determine for us the dimensions of the
cohomology groups with compact support, are the relevant characteristic numbers needed to analyze the
Euclidean M5-brane partition function.
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The relative interior of ∆ is parametrized as

∆∗ := {~m ∈ M |~m·~v1 > 0, ~m·~v2 > −a, ~m·~v3 > 0, ~m·~vX > −1, ~m·~vY > −1, ~m·~vZ > −1} .

(6.55)

Equivalently, we can rewrite ∆∗ as

∆∗ = {~m ∈ M |m1 > 0, −m1 +m2 > −a, −m1 −m2 > 0, m3 = m4 = 0} . (6.56)

That is, the number of integral points in ∆∗ is the same as the number of integral points

in the Newton polytope for the line bundle O(L+KP[1,1,2]
)

∆L+KP[1,1,2]
= {~m ∈ M |m1 ≥ 1, −m1 +m2 ≥ −a + 1, −m1 −m2 ≥ 1, m3 = m4 = 0} .

(6.57)

As a result, we prove the relations

h3(D,OD) = h0(D̂,LD̂ +KP[1,1,2]
)

= h2
−(D,OD) .

(6.58)

Because the Newton polytope ∆ defines a big line bundle, the Lefschetz hypersurface

theorem implies that h1(D,OD) = h2(D,OD) = 0. Hence, we are able to complete the

computation of the Hodge vector h•(D,OD):

h•(D,OD) = (1, 0, 0, l(∆L+KP[1,1,2]
)) . (6.59)

Computing the Hodge numbers h1,1(D) = h2,2(D) is relatively simple. Because the P[2,3,1]

fibration over P[1,1,2] has six rays, we obtain

h1,1(D) = 2 . (6.60)

Finally, by carrying out computations similar to what we carried out for h2,1(Z3) and

h2,1(B3) in §3 and §4, respectively, we are able to compute h2,1(D):

h2,1(D) = l∗(2∆)− 5l∗(∆)−
∑

∆(3)⊂∆

l∗(∆(3)) +
∑

∆(2)⊂∆

l∗(∆(2))e1,1(σ◦(2)) . (6.61)

The above formula warrants further explanation. The first three terms count the number

of inequivalent monomial deformations as usual. The last term describes the number of

complex structure deformation that cannot be captured by the monomial deformations.

This arises due to the number of P1 fibrations over a genus l∗(∆(2)) curve, where only

1 + l∗(∆(2)) worth of linear combinations are captured by the monomial deformations in

∆. We find that D does not receive corrections from such a term, as long as we do not
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a 0 1 2 3 4 5
h1,0 1 0 0 0 0 0
h2,0 0 0 0 0 0 0
h3,0 0 0 0 0 1 2
h1,1 2 (1) 2 2 (1) 2 2 (1) 2
h2,1 1 (1) 8 51 (1) 128 242 (1) 390

Table 1: The Hodge numbers obtained from the Hodge-Deligne numbers of the strata.
We denote the changes in h1,1 and h2,1 due to the introduction of new toric rays by (k),
where k ∈ Z.

blow up the orbifold Z2 singularity. We find that for a ≡ 0 mod 2, we can blow up along

the orbifold singularity, and increase the dimension of the H2,1(D,C). We list the Hodge

numbers for a few choices 0 ≤ a ≤ 5 in Table 1.

We next study blowups in the cases a = 3 and a = 4 in more detail. One cautionary

remark is warranted here: Although it is in principle possible to blow up the Z2 singularity

in D, if the blowup projects out some monomials in ∆, it will break the CY condition of

any elliptic CY fourfold Y4 in which we embed D. Thus, the Z2 singularity in this case

corresponds to a true O3-plane, as an O3-plane should be thought of as a terminal Z2

singularity in Y4 [87, 90, 134]. The terminal nature of the singularity reflects the fact that

an O3-plane does not have any moduli associated that can be associated with a (crepant)

resolution of the Z2 singularity. However, in cases where the blowup does not project

out any monomials in ∆, the resolution can be lifted to a blowup of Y4 that resolves the

Z2 singularity in a manner that preserves the CY condition. Hence, in this second case,

there is no true O3-plane locus.

In view of the above comments, this blowup analysis should only be interpreted as

a means to understand the conditions under which a discrepancy between χn(D) and

χ(D) arises. One may worry that the condition that a blowup of D does not project out

any monomials in ∆ may not be sufficient to imply that such a blowup can be lifted to

Y4. One should bear in mind, however, that blowups are strictly local operations, and if

a blowup in D does not obstruct any monomials in ∆, then the same blowup does not

obstruct any other monomials in the full Weierstrass model for Y4 regardless of how it is

realized in the global Weierstrass model.

Let us begin with the CY case, a = 4. To blow up the orbifold Z2 singularity in

the base P[1,1,2], we need to introduce a new toric ray ~vE = (−1, 0). Now the goal is to

check whether or not one can lift ~vE to a four-dimensional vector such that no monomial

71



deformation in ∆ is obstructed under the blowup. The candidate GLSM is

x1 x2 x3 xE X Y Z

2 1 1 0 8 12 0

1 0 0 1 b c 0

0 0 0 0 2 3 1

(6.62)

Not all GLSMs, labeled (b, c), are good candidates, because we want no monomials to be

projected out under the blowup. To ensure this, we need to impose the conditions

2 + b = c (6.63)

2c = 3b (6.64)

6× 1 ≤ c . (6.65)

The first condition makes sure that the CY condition remains unbroken. The second

condition ensures that the form of the Weierstrass model is unchanged, namely

Y 2 = X3 + fXZ4 + gZ6 . (6.66)

We can freely impose the above condition because the introduction of the exceptional

divisor ~vE corresponds to a blowup in the base manifold. The third condition, which is

redundant, ensures that no monomial in g is projected out. There is a unique solution

to these three conditions, namely

(b, c) = (4, 6). (6.67)

This gives us a blow up that resolves the Z2 singularity in the base. Furthermore, this

blowup can be lifted to a blowup of Y4, which indicates that the Z2 singularity should

not be thought of as an O3-plane.

We now illustrate how to lift the blowup in D̂ to a blowup of Y4. We consider a

simple model of Y4, such that Y4 is an elliptic fibration over P1×P[1,1,2], where the GLSM

is given by
u1 u2 x1 x2 x3 X Y Z

0 0 2 1 1 8 12 0

0 0 0 0 0 2 3 1

1 1 0 0 0 4 6 0

(6.68)

Then the divisor D is in the class [u1] = [u2]. It should be then noted that the resolution
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π : Y ′
4 → Y4, such that the GLSM of Y ′

4 is

u1 u2 x1 x2 x3 xE X Y Z

0 0 2 1 1 0 8 12 0

0 0 1 0 0 1 4 6 0

0 0 0 0 0 0 2 3 1

1 1 0 0 0 0 4 6 0

(6.69)

is crepant, meaning that Y ′
4 is still CY. We emphasize that the blowup of D lifts to a

blowup of Y4, which implies that the Z2 singularity did not correspond to an O3-plane

because it was not a terminal singularity.

Next, we turn to the case a = 3. We follow the same procedure we outlined for

a = 4. We first find a candidate GLSM,

x1 x2 x3 xE X Y Z

2 1 1 0 6 9 0

1 0 0 1 b c 0

0 0 0 0 2 3 1

(6.70)

or equivalently, in a more convenient form, the GLSM

x1 x2 x3 xE X Y Z

0 1 1 −2 6− 2b 9− 2c 0

1 0 0 1 b c 0

0 0 0 0 2 3 1

. (6.71)

In order not to project out any monomials, the following conditions must be satisfied

3b = 2c (6.72)

3 = b (6.73)

9/2 = c , (6.74)

where the first condition ensures that the canonical form of the Weierstrass form is

preserved and the last two conditions make sure that no monomials in f and g are

projected out. So far, everything looks good. But, there are two conditions we have not

yet spelled out: We also need to make sure that monomials of the form

hXY Z , qY Z3 , (6.75)
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are not projected out. One of the two conditions needed to ensure this is

4 + 2b+ 2c = 18 , (6.76)

which does not have a solution! As a result, we conclude that there is no blowup in the

base that does not project out any monomials in ∆. Hence, in the case a = 3, the Z2

singularity corresponds to a genuine O3-plane.

We now compare the above results to the computation of χn(D) using the methods

described in §6.1. We first note that the intersection ring is

J =
1

2
H2 , (6.77)

and the first Chern class of P[1,1,2] is

c1(P[1,1,2]) = 4H . (6.78)

Because there is no rigid O7-plane stack that intersects P[1,1,2], we have

χn(D) =12(c1L− 6L2)

=12(4aH2 − 6a2H)

=12a(2− 3a) .

(6.79)

From the expression for χn(D) given above, we can deduce the Hodge number h2,1
n (note

the subscript ‘n’, which denotes that this is the “naive” Hodge number),

h2,1
n (D) = −

1

2
χn(D) +

1

2

∑

(p,q)6=(2,1),(1,2)

(−1)p,qhp,q(D) . (6.80)

We list the values of h2,1
n for a = 0, . . . , 5 in Table 2. We find that when n is even, which

corresponds to cases where there exists a blowup in the base that does not project out any

monomials in ∆, the two computations agree: h2,1 = h2,1
n . But, when the Z2 singularity

is terminal, and hence there is an O3-plane, we find that

h2,1 = h2,1
n − 1 . (6.81)

Now, we would like to explain the discrepancy between h2,1 and h2,1
n in the presence

of an O3-plane. For this purpose, we expect that a local model is sufficient to explain

the discrepancy in a large class of geometries. We therefore study a local model of an

orientifold of a local CY threefold C3/Z2 ×Z2, and its F-theory uplift.49 The toric fan is

49This local model admits a natural compactification to T 6/Z2 × Z2. For the detailed study of this
model, see [68, 135]. We thank Jakob Moritz for suggesting this local analysis.
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a 0 1 2 3 4 5
h2,1 1 (1) 8 51 (1) 128 242 (1) 390
h2,1
n 1 (1) 9 51 (1) 129 242 (1) 391

Table 2: h2,1 computed using the Hodge-Deligne numbers and the push-forward formula.

spanned by three rays 


~v1 ~v2 ~v3
0 2 0

0 0 2

1 1 1


 (6.82)

A two-dimensional cross section of the toric fan for C3/Z2 × Z2 (i.e. the toric diagram)

is shown in Figure 3. We consider two resolutions—see Figure 4. Following the terminol-

ogy of [68], we call these resolutions the “symmetric” phase and “asymmetric” phases,

respectively. We use the symbol Z3 to denote the symmetric phase and Z̃3 to denote the

asymmetric phase. The toric rays for these resolutions are given by the following vectors




~v1 ~v2 ~v3 ~v12 ~v23 ~v31
0 2 0 0 1 1

0 0 2 1 1 0

1 1 1 1 1 1


 (6.83)

We denote by xi the homogeneous coordinate whose vanishing locus corresponds to the

toric ray ~vi. Likewise, we use xij to denote the homogeneous coordinate associated to the

toric ray ~vij .

In the symmetric phase Z3, the Mori cone is generated by curves C1 := E12 ∩ E23,

C2 := E23 ∩E31, and C3 := E31 ∩E12. The intersection numbers between the curves and

the divisors are given by
D1 D2 D3 E12 E23 E31

C1 0 1 0 −1 −1 1

C2 0 0 1 1 −1 −1

C3 1 0 0 −1 1 −1

(6.84)

In the asymmetric phase Z̃3, the Mori cone is generated by curves C̃1 := E12 ∩ E23 =

C1 + C3, C̃2 := E23 ∩ E31 = C2 + C3, C̃3 := D1 ∩ E23 = −C3. The intersection numbers
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D1

D2

D3

Figure 3: A 2D cross-section of the toric fan of C3/Z2 × Z2.

D1

E12

D2

E31 D3

E23

D1

E12

D2

E31 D3

E23

Figure 4: The 2D cross-sections of the symmetric and the asymmetric resolutions.

in the asymmetric phase are

D1 D2 D3 E12 E23 E31

C̃1 1 1 0 −2 0 0

C̃2 1 0 1 0 0 −2

C̃3 −1 0 0 1 −1 1

(6.85)

We next construct an orientifold. Consider the orientifold action I1

I1 : x1 7→ −x1 . (6.86)

Because Z3 is a projective toric variety equipped with a C∗-action, I1 is equivalent to

g · I1 · g
−1 : x2 7→ −x2 , (6.87)

and

g′ · I1 · g
′−1 : x3 7→ −x3 . (6.88)

The above equivalences can easily be seen from the relations (recall the discussion in §4)

v1 + v2 ≡ v1 + v3 ≡ 0 mod 2 . (6.89)

As a result, we find that there are three O7-plane loci, at x1 = 0, x2 = 0, and x3 = 0.

Note that upon compactification, all three O7-planes become rigid. So, we place four
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D7-branes on top of each O7-plane to make the local computation consistent with the

global computation. In the symmetric phase, we in addition find an O3-plane at x12 =

x23 = x31 = 0, whereas there is no O3-plane in the asymmetric phase. As a result, in the

F-theory uplift, those two different phases are related by flips, rather than flops, as flops

cannot introduce additional singularities to the geometric background.

We now study how the flip between the symmetric phase and the asymmetric phase

changes the Euler characteristic χ(D) of a divisor D, the Euler characteristic of the

orientifold fixed loci D̂ (namely, χ(D̂) :=
∑

p,q(−1)p+q(hp,q
+ (D)−hp,q

− (D))), and the Euler

characteristic of the corresponding (F-theory uplift) vertical divisor, χ(D).

First, note that under a flop Z3 → Z̃3 given by shrinking a curve C ⊂ Z3 and

blowing up a curve in Z̃3, the intersection numbers and the second Chern class transform

as [136, 137]

Da ·Db ·Dc 7→ Da ·Db ·Dc − nCwawbwc , wi := DiC, (6.90)

and

c2(Z3) 7→ c2(Z3) + 2nCC , (6.91)

where Di for i = a, b, c, are divisors, C is the class of the curve in Z3 that is flopped,

and nC is the genus zero Gopakumar-Vafa (GV) invariant of the curve C. In our local

model, we take C3 ⊂ Z3 to be the flop curve. In this particular case, the genus zero

Gopakumar-Vafa invariant of C3 is equal to 1.

Let us study the topology of E12 under the flop. The second Chern class of E12 is,

by adjunction formula,

c2(E12) = c2(X) + E2
12 . (6.92)

Therefore, under the flop from the symmetric phase to the asymmetric phase, the Euler

characteristic of E12 transforms as follows

χ(E12) 7→ χ(E12) + 2C3 · E12 − (C3 · E12)
3 = χ(E12)− 1 . (6.93)

The transformation (6.93) can be understood as follows. In general, flops can change

even the Hodge vector of divisors.50 But, in our local model, the flop does not change

the Hodge vectors of all the prime toric divisors. This is rather intuitive to understand:

what the flop does to the prime toric divisors can be understood as a blowdown of a

nearby P1, and the subsequent blowup of another P1 whose homology class is minus the

homology class of the P1 that was blown down. Due to the fact that the structure sheaf

cohomology is a birational invariant, we conclude that the Hodge vector of the prime

toric divisors does not change under a flop. As a result, the flop does not change all

Hodge numbers of E12, but rather only changes h1,1(E12). Going from the symmetric

50For a recent study of this phenomenon, see [23].
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phase to the asymmetric phase, the number of one-simplices connected to E12 decreases

by 1. Because the genus zero GV invariant of the curve C3 is 1, this means that we have

excised one P1 from E12, leading to a decrease of h1,1(E12) by 1. As a result, h1,1(E12)

also decreases by 1.

We next turn our attention to the Euler characteristic of fixed loci. In the symmetric

phase, the O3-plane at x12 = x23 = x31 = 0, is contained in E12, but in the asymmetric

phase, there is no O3-plane. Hence, the Euler characteristic of the fixed locus corre-

sponding to the O3-plane decreases by 1 under the flop. Next, we compute the Euler

characteristic of the O7-plane fixed loci. Since the only O7-plane that is affected by the

flop is D1, we focus on the change in the orientifold fixed locus due to the topology change

of D1. The Euler characteristic of the intersection between D1 and E12 is

χ(D1 ∩ E12) =

∫

D1∩E12

c1(D1 ∩ E12) = −D1 · E12 · (D1 + E12) . (6.94)

Under the flop, χ(D1 ∩ E12) changes as follows:

χ(D1 ∩ E12) 7→ χ(D1 ∩ E12) + (C3 ·D1)(C3 · E12)(C3 · (D1 + E12))

= χ(D1 ∩ E12) .
(6.95)

As a result, we obtain χf(E12) 7→ χf(E12) − 1. Because the equivariant Hodge vector

h•
±(E12,OE12) does not change under the flop, we conclude that under this local flop

h1,1
+ (E12) 7→ h1,1

+ (E12) + 1 , h1,1
− (E12) 7→ h1,1

− (E12) . (6.96)

Lastly, we study χn(E12):

χn(E12) = 12(c1(Ê12) · L− 6L2 + 6L · S − 2S2) . (6.97)

Because all of the O7-plane loci in the local patch host SO(8) gauge groups, we have

S = 2L, where L = D1+D2+D3. Note that in the downstairs picture, 2L = D̂1+D̂2+D̂3.

(Because the upstairs picture is more convenient to work with, we continue using the

upstairs picture.) Similarly, we have

c1(Ê12) = L−E12 . (6.98)

Combining these expressions, we find that

χn(E12) = 12

∫

Ê12

(c1(Ê12) · L− 2L2) (6.99)

= −12

∫

Ê12

(L · E12 + L2) . (6.100)
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Under the flop, we find

χn(E12) 7→ χ(E12) . (6.101)

So, what does this lengthy index computation imply for h2,1(E12)? It should be

noted that the local flip/flop analysis is carefully chosen to ensure that remains h2,1(E12)

invariant. This property is reflected by the fact that the local flop does not change

h1,1
− (E12) or hp,0

± (E12). Furthermore, the number of seven-branes (or more importantly

seven-brane moduli) seen by E12 is not changed under the flop. Lastly, the elliptic

fibration over the flop curve has the topology of four blowups of F2, whose Hodge diamond

is displayed in Figure 5. Choosing the flop curve such that the twisting line bundle

restricted to the flop curve is big ensures that h2,1 of the elliptic fibration over the flop

curve is trivial (were this not the case, there could be a non-trivial change in h2,1(D)

due to the flop.) Summarizing, these choices ensure that under the local flop h2,1(D)

cannot change. This implies that h2,1(D) in the symmetric phase, where D̂ intersects an

O3-plane, can be read off by the modified formula

χn(D) + 2 =
∑

p,q

(−1)p,qhp,q(D) , (6.102)

assuming that E12 intersects only one O3-plane in the symmetric phase. In the case that

more than O3-plane intersects E12 in the symmetric phase, the prescription naturally

generalizes to

χn(D) + 2nO3(D̂) =
∑

p,q

(−1)p,qhp,q(D) , (6.103)

We emphasize again that in this local analysis, we made sure that the flop does not

change h2,1(E12). One can perform a similar computation for E23 and E31 to arrive at

the same conclusion. Because the analysis for E23 and E31 is completely analogous, we

leave this an exercise for the interested reader.

From the local analyses involving C3/Z2 × Z2 and the elliptic fibration over P[1,1,2],

we thus arrive at the conjecture that in the presence of an O3-plane, χn(D) does not

compute
∑

p,q(−1)p,qhp,q(D) but

χn(D) =
∑

p,q

(−1)p,qhp,q(D)− 2nO3(D̂) . (6.104)

Although we have no general proof of the prescription (6.104), we have provided strong

evidence that (6.104) is true. Because the physics in question is local, we expect that the

formula (6.104) should hold more generally. Furthermore, we have found that the pre-

scription (6.104) matches the results of a direct computation via Hodge-Deligne numbers

in a number of explicit examples, which serve as non-trivial cross-checks.
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Figure 5: Hodge diamond of F2 blown up at four points.

6.3 Twisting line bundle of Iitaka dimension 1

In this section, we study a local model of a base divisor D̂ ⊂ B3 over which the Iitaka

dimension of the twisting line bundle defining an elliptic fibration Y4 ⊃ B3 is equal to 1,

in order to clarify some aspects of the results presented in §5.2.6. In this subsection, we

simply denote the restriction of the twisting line bundle to D̂ by L.

To begin, we consider a divisor D in a CY threefold Z3, which is topologically F2.

The GLSM defining F2 is
x1 x2 x3 x4

1 1 0 −2

0 0 1 1

. (6.105)

The toric fan of F2 is generated by the rays




~v1 ~v2 ~v3 ~v4
1 −1 0 0

0 −2 1 −1


 (6.106)

We choose an orientifold involution I : X → X, such that the induced orientifold action

on D is

I|D : x1 7→ −x1 , (6.107)

which is equivalent to

g · I|D · g−1 : x2 7→ −x2 . (6.108)

After the orientifolding, we have D̂ := F2/Z2 = F1. This can be seen as follows. The

orientifold action I refines the toric fan such that it consists of rays generated by



~̂v1 ~̂v2 ~̂v3 ~̂v4
2 −2 0 0

0 −2 1 −1


 (6.109)

Because ~̂v1 and ~̂v2 are divisible by 2 (and hence not primitive), the identification of the
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generators of the toric rays suggested by (6.109) is not quite correct. Instead, the correct

identification of the generators is



~̂v1 ~̂v2 ~̂v3 ~̂v4
1 −1 0 0

0 −1 1 −1


 (6.110)

As a result, we obtain that D̂ ≡ F1.

To study the elliptic fibration over F1, we first compute the twisting line bundle L.

Because the fixed loci of I|D are x1 = 0 and x2 = 0, we obtain

L = H , (6.111)

where H = [x̂1] = [x̂2] is the hyperplane class of F1. Because F1 is projective, to compute

the Iitaka dimension of L, we can simply compute the dimension of the Newton polytope

of sections of L. We select a gauge in which

L = [x1] + 0[x2] + 0[x3] + 0[x4] , (6.112)

which corresponds to the following choice of Newton polytope:

∆ ={~m ∈ M |v1 ≥ −1 ,−v1 − v2 ≥ 0 , v2 ≥ 0 ,−v2 ≥ 0} ,

={~m ∈ M | − 1 ≤ v1 ≤ 0 , v2 = 0} .
(6.113)

Because the Newton polytope is one-dimensional, we conclude that the Iitaka dimension

of the twisting line bundle L is also 1. It is also quite intuitive to understand why the

Iitaka dimension must be equal to 1. A section sa of a line bundle aH, for a > 0, can be

expressed as

sa =

a∑

i=0

bix
i
1x

a−i
2 (6.114)

where bi ∈ C. Because the section sa does not depend on the homogeneous coordinates

x3 and x4, the image of the map φa

φa : F1 → PH0(F1,L
⊗a) , (6.115)

has maximal dimension equal to 1. This conclusion is also tied to the fact that the section

sa does not vary along the P1 fiber of F1.

We next construct a Weierstrass model for the elliptic fibration over F1 with twisting
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line bundle L = H . The GLSM for such a Weierstrass model is given by

x̂1 x̂2 x̂3 x̂4 X Y Z

1 1 0 −1 2 3 0

0 0 1 1 0 0 0

0 0 0 0 2 3 1

(6.116)

Because the elliptic fibration does not vary along the P1 fiber, we can simply swap the

order of the fibrations and regard D as a P1 fibration over an elliptic fibration over P1.

Because an elliptic fibration over P1 with twisting line bundle L = H is an Enriques

surface51, we conclude that D is a P1 fibration over an Enriques surface. We record the

Hodge numbers of D in Figure 7.

As one can check from Figure 6, applying the Shioda-Tate-Wazir theorem to an

elliptic fibration with twisting line bundle equal to dimension 1 must be done with care

because the Picard rank of D may not necessarily be equal to h1,1(D). But, for Enriques

surfaces it is known that the Picard rank coincides with h1,1 = 10 [138]. This is a

consequence of h2,0(D̂) = 0 and the Lefschetz theorem. We now illustrate that the

Picard rank, hence h1,1(D), can be found by tuning the complex structure moduli of the

Weierstrass model so that the model exhibits a gauge group of maximal rank. Consider

the Weierstrass model

Y 2 = X3 + f(x1, x2)XZ4 + g(x1, x2)Z
6 , (6.117)

where f is a polynomial of degree 4 and g is a polynomial of degree 6. The discriminant

is a degree 12 polynomial defined as

∆(x1, x2) := 4f(x1, x2)
3 + 27g(x1, x2)

2 . (6.118)

One can easily convince oneself that the maximal rank of the gauge group can be achieved

either by tuning E8 gauge group on a divisor, or tuning SO(8) gauge group on two disjoint

divisors.

51For the Hodge numbers of the Enriques surface, see Figure 6.
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Figure 6: The Hodge diamond of an Enriques surface.
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Figure 7: The Hodge diamond of D, in the case that D is a P1 fibration over an Enriques
surface.

7 Examples

In this section, we illustrate our algorithm for computing the Hodge numbers of vertical

divisors D in a few examples of M/F-theory uplifts of type IIB compactifications on

O3/O7 orientifolds of CY threefolds. Importantly, we use these examples as cross-checks

of the conjectured formula (6.1).

7.1 An orientifold of the quintic threefold

In this subsection, we compute the Hodge structure of vertical divisors in an orientifold

of the quintic threefold. For a detailed study of the quintic threefold, see [139]. The

GLSM of P4 with homogeneous coordinates x1, . . . , x5, is

x1 x2 x3 x4 x5

1 1 1 1 1
(7.1)
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Components of the toric vertices ~vi that correspond to the vanishing loci of the homoge-

neous coordinates xi are 


~v1 ~v2 ~v3 ~v4 ~v5
1 0 0 0 −1

0 1 0 0 −1

0 0 1 0 −1

0 0 0 1 −1




(7.2)

The convex hull of the lattice points ~v1, . . . , ~v5 defines a reflexive polytope whose FRST

T is given by

T := {{0, v1, v2, v3, v4}, {0, v2, v3, v4, v5}, {0, v1, v2, v4, v5} ,

{0, v1, v2, v3, v5}, {0, v1, v2, v3, v4}} . (7.3)

The Stanley-Reisner ideal of this toric variety is

SRI(P4) = {x1x2x3x4x5} . (7.4)

To construct a CY threefold in P4, we identify the class of the anti-canonical line

bundle,

−KP4 = D1 +D2 +D3 +D4 +D5 , (7.5)

and the associated Newton polytope

∆ := {~m ∈ M |m1 ≥ −1, m2 ≥ −1, m3 ≥ −1, m4 ≥ −1, −m1−m2 −m3−m4 ≥ −1} .

(7.6)

The vanishing locus of a section of −KP4 defines the quintic threefold Z3.

It is relatively simple to compute h1,1(Z3). Because no zero-dimensional stratum

of the quintic is reducible, h1,1(Z3) of the quintic threefold is the same as h1,1(P4) =

1. h2,1(Z3) can be counted by computing the number of inequivalent monomials in ∆.

There are in total 126 monomials in ∆, and exactly 25 of them are related by GL(4,Z)

transformations; this counting is reproduced by (3.22). We record the Hodge numbers of

the quintic threefold in Figure 8.

Prime toric divisors of the quintic threefold are all isomorphic to each other due to

exchange symmetry. Therefore, we can simply study just one of them, say D1. A prime

toric divisor in the quintic threefold is isomorphic to a degree 5 hypersurface in P3. We

pick a gauge such that the corresponding Newton polytope is given by

∆
(3)
1 := {~m ∈ M |m1 = −1, m2 ≥ −1, m3 ≥ −1, m4 ≥ −1, −m1−m2−m3−m4 ≥ −1} .

(7.7)

Because ∆
(3)
1 is three-dimensional, one can easily convince oneself that D1 is a vertex

divisor. We find that number of integral points in the strict interior of ∆
(3)
1 is 4, which
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Figure 8: The Hodge diamond of the quintic threefold

1
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Figure 9: The Hodge diamond of D1 in the quintic threefold.

leads to

h•(D1,OD1) = (1, 0, 4) . (7.8)

To compute h1,1(D1), we shall study 2∆
(3)
1

2∆
(3)
1 := {~m ∈ M |m1 = −2, m2 ≥ −2, m3 ≥ −2, m4 ≥ −2, −m1−m2−m3−m4 ≥ −2} .

(7.9)

We find that

l∗(2∆
(3)
1 ) = 84 . (7.10)

Furthermore, we find that every codim 1 face of ∆
(3)
1 , ∆(2) ≤ ∆

(3)
1 has

l∗(∆(2)) = 6 . (7.11)

As a result, using (3.30), we obtain

h1,1(D1) = 84− 4× 4− 4× 6 + 1 = 45 . (7.12)

For the Hodge diamond of D1, see Figure 9.
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Let us next study a Z2 involution I~v1 : x1 7→ −x1. Because

~v1 + ~v2 + ~v3 + ~v4 + ~v5 ≡ 0 mod 2 , (7.13)

there is a different representation of the involution given by

g · I~v1 · g
−1 : (x1, x2, x3, x4, x5) 7→ (x1,−x2,−x3,−x4,−x5) . (7.14)

It follows that there are two fixed loci under the Z2 involution I~v1 , namely

{x1 = 0} ∪ {x2 = x3 = x4 = x5 = 0} . (7.15)

Note that x2 = x3 = x4 = x5 = 0 is an O3-plane. We can now construct the refinement

map ϕI~v1
,

ϕI~v1
: P[2,1,1,1,1] → P4 , (7.16)

where

ϕI~v1
(yi) =

{
x2
i if i = 1

xi otherwise.
. (7.17)

We can use the refinement map ϕI~v1
to construct the toric rays of P[2,1,1,1,1]:




~̂v1 ~̂v2 ~̂v3 ~̂v4 ~̂v5
1 0 0 0 −2

0 1 0 0 −1

0 0 1 0 −1

0 0 0 1 −1




, (7.18)

and the corresponding toric fan ϕ−1
I~v1

(T ).

Now, we shall study the topology of the coordinate flip orientifold B3 = Z3/Z2. Let

us first compute the equivariant Hodge numbers hp,q
± (Z3) manually, in order to compare

with the toric method. Because there are no reducible divisors in the quintic Z3, the

coordinate flip orientifold action does not induce non-trivial h1,1
− (Z3). Thus, we conclude

that h1,1
− (Z3) = 0 and h1,1

+ (Z3) = 1. Likewise, the coordinate flip orientifold changes the

sign of the holomorphic threeform Ω3 of Z3, which yields h3,0
− (Z3) = 1 and h3,0

+ (Z3) = 0.

To compute h2,1
± (Z3), we first note that the number of monomials in ∆ that are invariant

under the orientifold involution is 80, and the number of odd monomials is 46. We then

study the root automorphisms [100]

xj 7→ xj +
∑

i 6=j

λixi , (7.19)
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and how they transform under the orientifolding. We find that the action of each of the

four root automorphisms on x1, namely

x1 7→ x1 +
∑

i 6=1

λixi, (7.20)

is projected out. On the other hand, three out of four of the root automorphism actions

on x2, . . . , x5 are not projected out. Thus, we conclude that there are in total 12 out

of 20 possible root automorphism actions that are even under the orientifold involution.

Thus, we find that the number of complex structure moduli preserved after quotienting

by the orientifold involution is

h2,1
− (Z3) = 80− 12− 5 = 63 , (7.21)

where the ‘5’ subtracted above is due to the toric C∗ action. As a result, we find that

h2,1
+ (Z3) = 46− 8 = 38. (7.22)

The coordinate flip orientifold B3 is embedded into V̂4 = P[2,1,1,1,1] as a degree 5

hypersurface. Therefore, we have

−KV̂4
− L = D̂1 + D̂2 + D̂3 + D̂4 , (7.23)

where

L = [D̂5] . (7.24)

We thus define the Newton polytope for the orientifold B3 to be

∆̂ := {~m ∈ M |m1 ≥ −1, m2 ≥ −1, m3 ≥ −1, m4 ≥ −1, − 2m1 −m2 −m3 −m4 ≥ 0} ,

(7.25)

which implies that the associated polytope 2∆̂ is

2∆̂ := {~m ∈ M |m1 ≥ −2, m2 ≥ −2, m3 ≥ −2, m4 ≥ −2, −2m1−m2−m3−m4 ≥ 0} .

(7.26)

Because there are no reducible divisors in the quintic threefold (since all prime toric divi-

sors are vertex divisors), we simply need to compute h3,0(B3) = h3,0
+ (Z3) and h2,1(B3) =

h2,1
+ (Z3) of the orientifold B3 via toric methods. First off, l∗(∆̂) is determined by the

number of points in

∆̂∗ = {~m ∈ M |m1 > −1, m2 > −1, m3 > −1, m4 > −1, − 2m1 −m2 −m3 −m4 > 0} .

(7.27)

Because there are no integral points in ∆̂∗, we conclude that h3,0(B3) = 0. We find that
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the number of integral points in

(2∆̂)∗ = {~m ∈ M |m1 > −2, m2 > −2, m3 > −2, m4 > −2, −2m1−m2−m3−m4 > 0}

(7.28)

is exactly 46, which matches the number of monomials in ∆ that are odd under the

orientifold action. In fact, this correspondence can be made very explicit by associating

the following monomial to each point ~m ∈ M :

y
3/2+m1

1 ym2+1
2 ym3+1

3 ym4+1
4 y−2m1−m2−m3−m4+1

5 = x3+2m1
1 xm2+1

2 xm3+1
3 xm4+1

4 x−2m1−m2−m3−m4+1
5 .

(7.29)

Similarly, we find that the number of integral-interior points in

∆̂
(3)
1 := {~m ∈ M |m1 = −1, m2 ≥ −1, m3 ≥ −1, m4 ≥ −1, −2m1−m2−m3−m4 ≥ 0}

(7.30)

is 4, and moreover that the number of integral interior points in

∆̂
(3)
2 := {~m ∈ M |m1 ≥ −1, m2 = −1, m3 ≥ −1, m4 ≥ −1, −2m1−m2−m3−m4 ≥ 0}

(7.31)

is 1, which matches the number of root automorphism group action that are projected

out by (the quotient by) the orientifold involution. Therefore, we find that

h2,1(B3) = h2,1
+ (Z3)

= l∗(2∆̂)−
∑

∆̂(3)

l∗(∆̂(3))

= 38 ,

(7.32)

which perfectly matches the counting we performed “manually”. We record the equiv-

ariant Hodge numbers of the orientifold in Figure 10.

Let us study the topology of prime toric divisors. We first study topology of D̂1. In

the downstairs picture, the divisor class D̂1 is twice the O7-plane class D1. The class of

the line bundle, 2D1, has in total 15 sections

xixj , (7.33)

where i, j = 1, . . . , 5. This implies that the Hodge vector of a divisor in the class 2D1 is

h•(2D1,O2D1) = (1, 0, 14) . (7.34)

The sections of the normal bundle to 2D1 are given by

xixj , (7.35)
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(1, 0)

(0, 0) (0, 0)

(0, 0) (1, 0) (0, 0)

(0, 1) (38, 63) (38, 63) (0, 1)

(0, 0) (1, 0) (0, 0)

(0, 0) (0, 0)

(1, 0)

Figure 10: The equivariant Hodge diamond of an orientifold of the quintic threefold.
Each entry is (hp,q

+ , hp,q
− ).

where (i, j) 6= (1, 1). Upon orientifolding, the following sections of the normal bundle to

2D1 are projected out:

x1xj , (7.36)

where j = 2, . . . , 5. As a result, we expect that

h•
+(2D1,O2D1) = (1, 0, 4) , (7.37)

and

h•
−(2D1,O2D1) = (0, 0, 10) . (7.38)

We check this conclusion against the polytope data. Recall that D̂1 is a vertex divisor.

It follows that the only non-trivial structure sheaf Hodge number is

h2,0(D̂1,OD̂1
) = l∗(∆̂

(3)
1 ) . (7.39)

As we have studied already, ∆̂
(3)
1 has 4 interior points, which confirms

h•(D̂1,OD̂1
) = h•

+(2D1,O2D1) = (1, 0, 4) . (7.40)

We find that

h1,1(D̂1) = l∗(2∆̂
(3)
1 )− 4l∗(∆̂

(3)
1 )−

∑

Θ(2)⊂∆̂
(3)
1

l∗(Θ(2)) + 1 ,

= 84− 4× 4− 4× 6 + 1

= 45 .

(7.41)
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1

0 0

4 45 4

0 0

1

Figure 11: The Hodge diamond of D̂1 in the orientifold of the quintic threefold.

1

0 0

1 19 1

0 0

1

Figure 12: The Hodge diamond of D̂i, for i = 2, . . . , 5, in the orientifold of the quintic
threefold.

We record the Hodge diamond of D̂1 in Figure 11. Similarly, we compute the Hodge

diamond of D̂i, for i = 2, . . . , 5 and record it in Figure 12. Note that because the divisors

Di, for i = 2, . . . , 5 have trivial first Chern class, they are singular K3 surfaces. The fact

that h1,1(D2) = 19 reflects the fact that D2 is singular, for example.

We can now construct the F-theory uplift Y4 of the O3/O7 orientifold of the quintic

threefold. We write the GLSM charge matrix of the F-theory uplift as

x1 x2 x3 x4 x5 X Y Z

2 1 1 1 1 2 3 0

0 0 0 0 0 2 3 1

(7.42)

Similarly, we choose a gauge so that the toric rays for the GLSM (7.42) are




~v1 ~v2 ~v3 ~v4 ~v5 ~vX ~vY ~vZ
1 0 0 0 −2 0 0 0

0 1 0 0 −1 0 0 0

0 0 1 0 −1 0 0 0

0 0 0 1 −1 0 0 0

0 0 0 0 −2 1 0 −2

0 0 0 0 −3 0 1 −3




(7.43)

90



We note that the twisting line bundle for the elliptic fibration is

L =
1

2
[x1] = [xi] , (7.44)

where i = 2, . . . , 5. By applying the Shioda-Tate-Wazir theorem, we find that

h1,1(Y4) = 2 . (7.45)

Using h2,1(B3) = 38, we obtain

h2,1(Y4) = 38 . (7.46)

To study the number of seven brane moduli, we examine the Weierstrass model

Y 2 = X3 + FXZ +GZ6 , (7.47)

more closely, where in the above equation F is a section of a line bundle L⊗4 and G is a

section of a line bundle L⊗6. We find that the number of seven brane moduli is [85]

nD7 = 160 . (7.48)

The above result completes the Hodge diamond of Y4—see Figure (13). The D3-brane

tadpole is
χ(Y4)

24
= 49 . (7.49)

Note that the result (7.49) disagrees with the result obtained in [88], even after tak-

ing the differing conventions into account. Let us explain the discrepancy. The Euler

characteristic obtained in [88] was computed using pushforwards, analogous to the meth-

ods described in §6.1. However, as was explained in previous sections, in the presence

of O3-planes the Euler characteristic obtained via pushforward methods is not equal to∑
i(−1)ibi, and consequently needs to be corrected. In fact, the pushforward formula pre-

dicts h3,1
n (Y4) = 223, which is one less than the correct value 224. A strong evidence that

our computation is correct comes from the fact that the D3-brane tadpole induced by

the seven brane stack studied in [88] via the tachyon condensation is, in our convention,

QD7
D3 =

195

4
. (7.50)

Because the tachyon condensation should be able to capture the correct physical D3-

brane tadpole induced by the seven brane stack, as was carefully studied in [140], we

expect that the total D3-brane tadpole is

QD7
D3 +

nO3

4
= 49 , (7.51)
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1

0 0

0 2 0

0 38 38 0

1 224 872 224 1

Figure 13: The Hodge diamond of the F-theory uplift of the orientifold of the quintic.

which agrees with (7.49).

We finally study the vertical prime toric divisors in Y4. Let us first study D1. We

first note

h•(D1,OD1
) = (1, 0, 4, 10) , (7.52)

and h1,1(D1) = 46, where we used Shioda-Tate-Wazir. Because D1 does not intersect an

O3-plane, we can simply use the pushforward method to correctly compute

χ(D1) = −390 . (7.53)

The above formula implies that h2,1(D1) = 240, which enables us to complete the Hodge

diamond. We record the Hodge diamond of D1 in Figure 14. Next, let us compute the

Hodge structure of D2. We note that

h•(D2,OD2
) = (1, 0, 1, 3) , (7.54)

and

h1,1(D2) = 20 , (7.55)

where we have again used the Shioda-Tate-Wazir theorem. Because D2 does in this case

intersect an O3-plane, we need to be careful when computing h2,1(D2). We first compute

χn(D2):

χn(D2) = −180 . (7.56)

Using (6.48), we relate χn(D2) to the Betti numbers

− 180 =
∑

i

(−1)ibi(D2)− 2 . (7.57)

As a result, we obtain h2,1(D2) = 110. We record the Hodge diamond of D1 in Figure 15.
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1

0 0

4 46 4

10 240 240 10

4 46 4

0 0

1

Figure 14: The Hodge diamond of D1 in the F-theory uplift of the quintic.

1

0 0

1 20 1

3 110 110 3

1 20 1

0 0

1

Figure 15: The Hodge diamond of D2 in the F-theory uplift of the quintic.

7.2 An orientifold of P[1,1,1,6,9][18]

In this section, we study an orientifold of Z3 = P[1,1,1,6,9][18], i.e. a degree 18 hypersurface

of the weighted projective space P[1,1,1,6,9]. For a more detailed study of this CY threefold,

see [141]. The CY threefold P[1,1,1,6,9][18] can be understood as a generic elliptic fibration

over P2. The GLSM of Z3 is
x1 x2 x3 x4 x5 x6

1 1 1 6 9 0

0 0 0 2 3 1

(7.58)

We select a gauge such that the corresponding toric rays are generated by the vertices




~v1 ~v2 ~v3 ~v4 ~v5 ~v6
1 0 −1 0 0 0

0 1 −1 0 0 0

−2 −2 −2 1 0 −2

−3 −3 −3 0 1 −3




. (7.59)
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1

0 0

0 2 0

1 272 272 1

0 2 0

0 0

1

Figure 16: The Hodge diamond of P[1,1,1,6,9][18]

We triangulate the reflexive polytope ∆◦, which is defined to be the convex hull of the

points {v1, . . . , v6}, where the FRST T is defined as follows:

T ={{0, v1, v2, v4, v5}, {0, v1, v2, v4, v6}, {0, v1, v2, v5, v6}, (v2 ↔ v3), (v1,↔ v3)} . (7.60)

The SRI of the toric variety V4 corresponding to the triangulation is

SRI(V4) = {x1x2x3, x4x5x6} . (7.61)

The anti-canonical line bundle −KV4 is

−KV4 =
∑

i

Di , (7.62)

and the associated Newton polytope is

∆−KV4
:= {~m ∈ M |vi · ~m ≥ −1 , ∀i} . (7.63)

A generic section of −KV4 reads

s = −x2
5 + x3

4 + f12(x1, x2, x3)x4x
4
6 + g18(x1, x2, x3)x

6
6 , (7.64)

where f12 is a degree 12 polynomial in {x1, x2, x3}, and g18 is a degree 18 polynomial in

{x1, x2, x3}. The vanishing locus s = 0 defines the CY threefold Z3 = P[1,1,1,6,9][18]. We

compute the Hodge diamond of Z3 and record it in Figure 16.

We note that divisors D1 through D5 are vertex divisors, and that D6 is the only

2-face divisor. Let us first study topology of the divisor D1. The Newton polytope for
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1

0 0

2 30 2

0 0

1

Figure 17: The Hodge diamond of Di, for i = 1, . . . , 3, in P[1,1,1,6,9][18].

h0,0 h1,0 h2,0 h1,1

D4 1 0 28 218
D5 1 0 65 417
D6 1 0 0 1

Table 3: The Hodge numbers of Di, for i = 4, . . . , 6, in P[1,1,1,6,9][18].

the prime toric divisor D1 is given by52

∆
(3)
1 := {~m ∈ M |v1 · ~m = −1, vi · ~m ≥ −1, for i = 2, . . . , 5} . (7.65)

We find that

l∗(∆
(3)
1 ) = 2 , (7.66)

which leads to the Hodge vector

h•(D1,OD1) = (1, 0, 2) . (7.67)

Similarly, we compute

l∗(2∆
(3)
1 ) = 62 , (7.68)

and ∑

Θ(2)⊂∆
(3)
1

l∗(Θ(2)) = 26 , (7.69)

which lead to

h1,1(D1) = 30 . (7.70)

We record the Hodge diamond of D1, D2, and D3 in Figure 17. Similarly, we compute

the Hodge numbers of D4, D5, D6, and record them in Table 3.

Let us study the Z2 involution I~v5 : x5 7→ −x5. Because ~v5 + ~v6 ≡ ~0 mod 2, there

52The superscript ‘(3)’ is a reminder that ∆
(3)
1 is three-dimensional.
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is a different presentation of the involution, namely

g · I~v5 · g
−1 : x6 7→ −x6 . (7.71)

As a result, we find two fixed loci

{x5 = 0} ∪ {x6 = 0} . (7.72)

We construct the refinement map ϕI~v5
,

ϕI~v1
: V̂4 → V4 , (7.73)

where

ϕI~v5
(x̂i) =

{
x2
i if i = 5, 6

xi otherwise
. (7.74)

We then use the refinement map ϕI~v5
to construct the toric rays of V̂4,




~̂v1 ~̂v2 ~̂v3 ~̂v4 ~̂v5 ~̂v6
1 0 −1 0 0 0

0 1 −1 0 0 0

−2 −2 −2 1 0 −1

−3 −3 −3 0 1 −3




, (7.75)

and the corresponding GLSM
x̂1 x̂2 x̂3 x̂4 x̂5 x̂6

1 1 1 6 18 0

0 0 0 2 6 2

(7.76)

The orientifold is the vanishing locus of a section of the line bundle

−KV̂4
− L = D̂1 + D̂2 + D̂3 + D̂4 +

1

2
D̂5 +

1

2
D̂6 . (7.77)

A comment is in order. Because the line bundle −KV̂4
− L is isomorphic to D̂5, the

orientifold is in fact isomorphic to a toric threefold, the generalized Hirzebruch threefold

with twisting line bundle 6 times the line bundle corresponding to a hyperplane class of

the base P2. This fact simplifies various computations. Nevertheless, to illustrate the

methods we present in this paper, we will be agnostic about the fact that the orientifod

B3 is a toric threefold and carry out a systematic computation. For further treatment of

the orientifold B3 (regarded as a toric threefold), see e.g. [65].
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1

0 0

0 2 0

0 0 0 0

0 2 0

0 0

1

Figure 18: The Hodge diamond of B3 := P[1,1,1,6,9][18]/Z2. Note hp,q(B3) = hp,q
+ (Z3).

We select a gauge in which the Newton polytope for the line bundle −KV̂4
− L is

∆̂ := {~m ∈ M |v̂i · ~m ≥ −ai, ∀v̂i} , (7.78)

where

~a = (0, 0, 0, 0, 1, 0) . (7.79)

We find that the number of interior points in ∆̂ is zero. We therefore obtain

h•(B3,OB3) = (1, 0, 0, 0) . (7.80)

We define 2∆̂ to be

∆̂ := {~m ∈ M |v̂i · ~m ≥ −2ai, ∀v̂i} . (7.81)

We compute

l∗(2∆̂) = 65 , (7.82)

and ∑

Θ(3)⊂∆̂

l∗(Θ(3)) = 65 . (7.83)

As a result, we conclude h2,1(B3) = h2,1
+ (Z3) = 0. We record the Hodge diamond of B3 in

Figure 18.

We similarly compute the topology of prime toric divisors. We record the results in

Table 4. Let us explain how to understand some of the results in Table 4. Let us first

recall that a section of normal bundle to D1 describes the root automorphism

x1 7→ x1 + ax2 + bx3 . (7.84)

Because the orientifold involution does not project out any section of the normal bundle

to D1, we obtain h2,0
− (D1) = 2 and h2,0

+ (D1) = 0. This agrees with the result h2,0(D̂1) = 0.
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h0,0 h1,0 h2,0 h1,1

D̂1 1 0 0 2

D̂4 1 0 0 1

D̂5 1 0 65 417

D̂6 1 0 0 1

Table 4: The Hodge numbers of D̂i, in P[1,1,1,6,9][18]/Z2.

One can similarly make sense of the result h2,0(D̂4) = 0. Now let us “manually” compute

h2,0(D̂5). We first note that D̂5 is in the same class as 2D5. A section of 2D5 is a bi-degree

(18, 6) polynomial. There are in total 376 sections in 2D5, so a naive conclusion is that

the number of sections in the normal bundle to 2D5 is 375. But, we note that because

2D5 is the same as the anti-canonical class in V4, there is one non-trivial equivalence

relation imposed by the vanishing of the defining equation for the CY threefold. This

reduces the number of sections, and we obtain

h•(2D5,O2D5) = (1, 0, 374) . (7.85)

Now, among the sections of 2D5, there are in total 65 monomials that are odd under the

orientifold projection and in total 309 monomials that are even. As a result, we obtain

h•
+(2D5,O2D5) = (1, 0, 65) , (7.86)

and

h•
−(2D5,O2D5) = (0, 0, 309) . (7.87)

This result reproduces h•(D̂5,OD̂5
) = (1, 0, 65).

We now construct the F-theory uplift of a type IIB compactification on B3. The

GLSM is
x1 x2 x3 x4 x5 x6 X Y Z

1 1 1 6 18 0 18 27 0

0 0 0 2 6 2 8 12 0

0 0 0 0 0 0 2 3 1

(7.88)
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1

0 0

0 7 0

0 0 0 0

1 7341 29436 7341 1

Figure 19: The Hodge diamond of the F-theory uplift of the orientifold of P[1,1,1,6,9][18].

and the corresponding toric rays are




~v1 ~v2 ~v3 ~v4 ~v5 ~v6 ~vX ~vY ~vZ
1 0 −1 0 0 0 0 0 0

0 1 −1 0 0 0 0 0 0

−2 −2 −2 1 0 −1 0 0 0

−3 −3 −3 0 1 −3 0 0 0

−2 −2 −2 −2 0 −2 1 0 −2

−3 −3 −3 −3 0 −3 0 1 −3




. (7.89)

Note that x6 = 0 hosts a non-Higgsable seven brane stack with SO(8) gauge group. This

can be seen from the fact that D6 is a fixed locus of the orientifold involution, hence

should host an O7-plane, as well as the fact that h2,0(D6) = 0, which implies that the

seven branes wrapped on D6 are rigid. As a result, using the Shioda-Tate-Wazir theorem,

we conclude that

h1,1(Y4) = 7 . (7.90)

Because h2,1(B3) = 0, we conclude that h2,1(Y4) = 0. We find the number of seven brane

moduli to be

nD7 = 7068 . (7.91)

As a result, we obtain

h3,1(Y4) = 7341 . (7.92)

We record the Hodge diamond of Y4 in Figure 19.

We are finally ready to compute the Hodge numbers of vertical prime toric divisors.

We record their Hodge numbers in Table 5.
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h0,0 h1,0 h2,0 h3,0 h1,1 h2,1

D1 1 0 0 2 7 414

D2 1 0 0 2 7 414

D3 1 0 0 2 7 414

D4 1 0 0 28 2 2729

D5 1 0 65 309 418 10381

D6 1 0 0 0 2 0

Table 5: The Hodge numbers of Di, for i = 1, . . . , 6, in the F-theory uplift of the
orientifold of P[1,1,1,6,9][18].

7.3 An orientifold with twisting line bundle of Iitaka dimension 1

In this section, we study a CY hypersurface Z3 in V4 := P2 × P[2,1,1] and the F-theory

uplift of the orientifold B3 := Z3/Z2. The GLSM of the geometry in question is

x1 x2 x3 x4 x5 x6 x7

1 1 1 0 0 0 0

0 0 0 2 1 1 0

0 0 0 1 0 0 1

(7.93)

and the toric rays are given as




~v1 ~v2 ~v3 ~v4 ~v5 ~v6 ~v7
1 0 −1 0 0 0 0

0 1 −1 0 0 0 0

0 0 0 1 −1 −1 −1

0 0 0 0 1 −1 0




. (7.94)

The geometry can be understood as a blow up of P2×P[2,1,1]. This results in the Stanley-

Reisner ideal

SRI(V4) = {x1x2x3, x4x7, x5x6} . (7.95)

Again, we define the CY hypersurface Z3 to be the vanishing locus of the anti-canonical

class. We record the Hodge numbers of Z3 in Figure 20. We compute the Hodge numbers

of prime toric divisors in Z3, and record them in Table 6.

To construct an orientifold of Z3, we consider an involution I~v4

I~v4 : x4 7→ −x4 . (7.96)

It is easy to check that there is a different (but equivalent) presentation of the involution,
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1

0 0

0 3 0

1 75 75 1

0 3 0

0 0

1

Figure 20: The Hodge diamond of Z3 ⊂ P2 × P[2,1,1].

h0,0 h1,0 h2,0 h1,1

D1 1 0 2 30
D2 1 0 2 30
D3 1 0 2 30
D4 1 0 3 40
D5 1 0 1 20
D6 1 0 1 20
D7 1 1 0 2

Table 6: The Hodge numbers of Di in Z3 ⊂ P2 × P[2,1,1].

namely

g · I~v4 · g
−1 : x7 7→ −x7 . (7.97)

The refined “image” GLSM under the refinement map ϕI~v4
is

x̂1 x̂2 x̂3 x̂4 x̂5 x̂6 x̂7

1 1 1 0 0 0 0

0 0 0 4 1 1 0

0 0 0 1 0 0 1

(7.98)

and the generators of the toric rays are




~̂v1 ~̂v2 ~̂v3 ~̂v4 ~̂v5 ~̂v6 ~̂v7
1 0 −1 0 0 0 0

0 1 −1 0 0 0 0

0 0 0 1 −2 −2 −1

0 0 0 0 1 −1 0




. (7.99)
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0 0

0 3 0
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1

Figure 21: The Hodge diamond of the Calabi-Yau orientifold in P2 × P[4,1,1]. Note
hp,q(B3) = hp,q

+ (Z3).

h0,0 h1,0 h2,0 h1,1

D̂1 1 0 0 14

D̂2 1 0 0 14

D̂3 1 0 0 14

D̂4 1 0 3 40

D̂5 1 0 0 10

D̂6 1 0 0 10

D̂7 1 1 0 2

Table 7: The Hodge numbers of Di in B3 ⊂ P2 × P[4,1,1].

The orientifold class B3 is

−KV̂4
− L = D̂1 + D̂2 + D̂3 + D̂5 + D̂6 +

1

2

(
D̂4 + D̂7

)
, (7.100)

where L is the class

L =
1

2

(
D̂4 + D̂7

)
= D̂5 + D̂6 + D̂7 . (7.101)

Using (4.42), we compute

h2,1(B3) = 28 (7.102)

and we obtain

h1,1(B3) = 3. (7.103)

We record the Hodge numbers of B3 in Figure 21. Similarly, we compute the Hodge

numbers of prime toric divisors in B3 and record the results in Table 7.

We claim that L resctricted to the prime toric divisors D̂i for i = 4, 5, 6 has Iitaka
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dimension 1. To explain this claim in detail, we study the divisor D̂5. The divisor

D̂5 = [x̂5] can be understood as a hypersurface in a three-dimensional toric variety V3

defined by the following GLSM,

x̂1 x̂2 x̂3 x̂4 x̂7

1 1 1 0 0

0 0 0 1 1

(7.104)

where x̂5 = 0 is the vanishing locus of a bi-degree (3,1) polynomial in V3. As a result, [x̂5]

is a genus one fibration over P1, which makes it an Enriques surface. Now, the first Chern

class of the twisting line bundle L restricted to [x̂5] is isomorphic to [x̂4]. As a result, the

sections of L only vary along the base of the genus one fibration. This is enough to prove

that the Iitaka dimension of L|D̂5
is 1. Now let us construct an elliptic fibration over D̂5

with twisting line bundle L. The corresponding GLSM is

x1 x2 x3 x4 x7 X Y Z

1 1 1 0 0 0 0 0

0 0 0 1 1 2 3 0

0 0 0 0 0 2 3 1

(7.105)

where the uplifted divisor D5 is a complete intersection of the form

D5 :=
(
D1 +D2 +D3 +D4

)
∩
(
D7 +DX +DY +DZ

)
. (7.106)

As a result, one can easily check that D5 is a CY threefold with a genus one fibration

and an elliptic fibration over P1. In fact, D5 is the Enriques threefold, whose Hodge

numbers are recorded in Figure 22. As is expected, h1,1(D5) is different from the results

that would be obtained by a naive application of the Shioda-Tate-Wazir theorem. The

Shioda-Tate-Wazir theorem tells us that

rank(Pic(D5)) = 11 + 1 + 4 . (7.107)

This discrepancy is due to the fact that for the Enriques threefold, h1,1 need not be the

same as the Picard rank. In fact, h1,1 can be obtained by counting the Picard rank at a

point in the moduli space where the maximal gauge rank is engineered, which correctly

indicates

rank(Pic(D5)) = 11 + 1 + 8 = 19 . (7.108)

The above Picard rank agrees with h1,1(D5). Combining h1,1(D5) with χ(D5) computed

using pushforward techniques, we can compute h2,1(D5) = 19, which agrees with the

expected value of h2,1 of the Enriques threefold.
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We remark that one can similarly show that L|D4
also has Iitaka dimension 1. The

GLSM for the ambient space V5 of the divisor D4 is given as

x1 x2 x3 x5 x6 X Y Z

1 1 1 0 0 0 0 0

0 0 0 1 1 4 6 0

0 0 0 0 0 2 3 1

(7.109)

where D4 is defined as a complete intersection of multi-degree (3,4,0) and (0,12,6) poly-

nomials. Because the Iitaka dimension is one and at the same time D4 is not rigid, a

study of the divisor D4 requires a lot of care. Let us recall the GLSM of the CY threefold

x1 x2 x3 x4 x5 x6 x7

1 1 1 0 0 0 0

0 0 0 2 1 1 0

0 0 0 1 0 0 1

(7.110)

and first study the topology of ϕI4(D̂4) = 2D4. The linear system |2D4| is obtained by

collecting monomials of multi-degree (0, 4, 2), of the form

x2
4 + x4x7f2(x5, x6) + x2

7f4(x5, x6) , (7.111)

where fn is a degree n polynomial in x5, x6. As a result, we find that there are in total 9

monomials in the linear system |2D4|. This implies

h2,0(2D4) = 8 . (7.112)

Because 2D4 is connected, we obtain h0,0(2D4) = 1. To compute h1,0(2D4), we can use

the Hirzebruch-Riemann-Roch theorem

χ(2D4,O2D4) =

∫

2D4

c21 + c2
12

= 8 . (7.113)

As a result, we obtain

h1,0(2D4) = 1 . (7.114)

Comparing this result to

h•(D̂4,OD̂4
) = (1, 0, 3) , (7.115)

we obtain

h•
−(2D4,O2D4) = (0, 1, 5) . (7.116)
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Figure 22: The Hodge diamond of the Enriques threefold.

We can combine (7.115) and (7.116) to compute

h•(D4,OD4
) = (1, 0, 4, 5) . (7.117)

To compute h1,1(D), we use the following trick. From the structure of the GLSM (7.109),

we know that D4 has two fibration structures, one of which is characterized by a genus

one fiber, while the other consists of an elliptic fiber. Quite crucially, these two fibrations

are independent of one another. This implies that we can count the contributions to h1,1

from each fiber to compute h1,1(D). This is enough to conclude that

h1,1(D4) = 3 + 18 + 38 = 59 . (7.118)

To complete the computation of the Hodge numbers of D4, we can compute

χ(D4) = 0 , (7.119)

either by using pushforward techniques or by using the toric description (7.109). We

finally complete the computation of the Hodge numbers of D4 by computing

h2,1(D4) = 63 . (7.120)

We record the Hodge numbers of the vertical divisors in the F-theory uplift in Table 8.

7.4 An orientifold of the mirror of P[1,1,1,6,9][18]

In this section, we study the F-theory uplift of an orientifold of the mirror of P[1,1,1,6,9][18].

Because the toric data of this CY manifold is quite complicated, it would not be efficient

to record all of the data in the body of this paper. Much of the toric data is contained

in ancillary files accompanying this arXiv upload. To analyze this example, we used the

software package ‘CYtools’ [142].
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h0,0 h1,0 h2,0 h3,0 h1,1 h2,1

D1 1 0 0 2 19 102

D2 1 0 0 2 19 102

D3 1 0 0 2 19 102

D4 1 0 4 5 59 63

D5 1 0 0 1 19 19

D6 1 0 0 1 19 19

D7 1 1 0 0 3 1

Table 8: The Hodge numbers of Di in the F-theory uplift of B3 ⊂ P2 × P[4,1,1].

The mirror of P[1,1,1,6,9][18] is an anti-canonical hypersurface in a toric fourfold V4.

The toric variety V4 is defined by an FRST T 53 of a reflexive polytope ∆◦, which is itself

taken to be the convex hull of the following points




~v1 ~v2 ~v3 ~v4 ~v5
−15 0 1 3 3

−14 1 0 4 4

−12 0 0 6 6

−18 0 0 0 18




. (7.121)

Note that ~vi, for i = 1, . . . , 5, are in fact vertices of ∆◦. There are in total 375 points in

∂∆◦, and 276 of them are not in strict interior of facets of ∆◦. As a result, only 276 of

prime toric divisors intersect the CY threefold Z3. We record the Hodge diamond of Z3

in Figure 23. We record the Hodge numbers of prime toric divisors in (A.1) and (A.2).

Note that Di denotes the prime toric divisor that corresponds to ~vi, which can be found

in the ancillary file ‘points.dat’.

Let us study the orientifold involution

I~v3 : x3 7→ −x3 . (7.122)

The resulting refinement map ϕ−1
I~p

is defined as follows:

ϕ−1
I~v3

: ~v = (v1, v2, v3, v4) 7→ ~̂v =

{
(2v1, v2, v3, v4) if ~v3 + ~v 6≡ ~0 mod 2
1
2
(2v1, v2, v3, v4) if ~v3 + ~v ≡ ~0 mod 2

, (7.123)

for ~v ∈ ∂∆◦. We find that there are in total 65 O7-planes. Indices for the O7-planes are

53The simplices of the FRST T are recorded in the file ‘simplices.dat’.
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Figure 23: The Hodge diamond of the mirror of P[1,1,1,6,9][18].

given by

{1, 3, 4, 5, 8, 9, 12, 13, 17, 18, 22, 23, 26, 27, 28, 31, 32, 35, 36, 39, 40, 41, 42, 50, 52, 54,

56, 58, 60, 62, 64, 70, 79, 81, 94, 96, 98, 117, 119, 121, 123, 143, 144, 148, 150, 152, 154

156, 179, 180, 184, 186, 188, 190, 192, 194, 221, 223, 228, 230, 232, 234, 236, 238, 240} .

(7.124)

Note that all O7-planes but D3 host non-Higgsable SO(8) stacks. We find that there are

in total 103 O3-planes. We record the O3-planes in the ancillary file ‘o3planes.dat’. We

compute the Hodge numbers of the orientifold B3 = Z3/Z2 and record them in Figure

24. We find that, except for D̂6, all the prime toric divisors in the orientifold satisfy

hp,q(D̂i) = hp,q(Di) . (7.125)

Note that the right-hand side of (7.125) is Di, not ϕI~v3
(D̂i). For D̂6, we obtain

h•(D̂6,OD̂) = (1, 0, 0) , (7.126)

and

h1,1(D̂6) = 19 . (7.127)

We construct the F-theory uplift Y4 as a generic elliptic fibration over B3. The nef

partition54 data is recorded in the ancillary file ‘nef.dat’, and the six-dimensional polytope

data is recorded in the ancillary file ‘6dpoints.dat’. We record the Hodge numbers of the

elliptic fourfold Y4 in Figure 25. Note that the D3-brane tadpole computed from the

54For the definition of a nef partition, see [82].
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Figure 24: The Hodge diamond of the orientifold of the mirror of P[1,1,1,6,9][18].

1

0 0

0 529 0

0 8 8 0

1 23 2236 23 1

Figure 25: The Hodge diamond of the F-theory uplift of the orientifold of the mirror of
P[1,1,1,6,9][18].

weakly coupled type IIB description is

QD3 = 138 , (7.128)

which matches
χ(Y4)

24
= 138 , (7.129)

as it should. We record the Hodge numbers of vertical prime toric divisors in (A.3),

(A.4), and (A.5). We note that all but two vertical prime toric divisors are rigid and

have trivial intermediate Jacobian.

8 Discussion

We have presented an algorithm for analyzing the Hodge structure of vertical divisors D

in elliptic Calabi-Yau fourfolds that admit a global Sen limit. Understanding the Hodge

structure of vertical divisors D is crucial for analyzing the intermediate Jacobian of D,

which is the relevant mathematical structure that determines the moduli dependence

of the one-loop Pfaffian appearing in non-perturbative contributions to the 4D N = 1
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superpotential that can be generated by Euclidean M5-branes wrapping D. Euclidean

M5 branes in M/F-theory compactifications on elliptic Calabi-Yau fourfolds that admit

a global Sen limit are particularly interesting because these string constructions admit

a weakly-coupled description in type IIB string theory and thus represent one of the

brightest lampposts in the 4D N = 1 string landscape. Furthermore, elliptic Calabi-Yau

fourfolds admitting a global Sen limit also often admit dual descriptions in heterotic string

theory, which makes them a unique playground for exploring non-perturbative physics

relevant for understanding the string landscape in multiple branches of string theory.

As mentioned at the beginning of this paper, several recent papers (see, e.g., [5–8])

studying flux vacua with small flux superpotential have provided compelling evidence

that light complex structure moduli cannot be avoided in generic KKLT-like construc-

tions; in particular, this suggests that the one-loop Pfaffian of Euclidean D3-instanton

contributions to the superpotential cannot generically be ignored. These papers are thus

strong motivation to develop robust and efficient methods for analyzing the geometric

properties of vertical divisors of elliptic Calabi-Yau fourfolds that can be wrapped by EM5

instantons in the dual M-theory picture, leading to a non-perturbative superpotential.

Our algorithm addresses this need by providing a combinatorial procedure for computing

Hodge numbers and related topological data in large classes of global Sen limit construc-

tions, which bypasses the need for cumbersome “manual” computations—in particular,

our algorithm only requires the topological data of a Calabi-Yau orientifold defining the

type IIB compactification as input, and does not require a explicit construction of the

full elliptic Calabi-Yau fourfold that defines the F-theory uplift.

In order to devise our algorithm, we first prove combinatorial formulae for the equiv-

ariant Hodge numbers of coordinate flip O3/O7 Calabi-Yau orientifolds and their prime

toric divisors, and then we use (local) pushforward techniques to study the Hodge struc-

ture of vertical divisors corresponding to the F-theory uplifts of prime toric divisors in

the orientifold. A key part of our algorithm involves computing the Euler characteristic

of these vertical divisors in order to recover the Hodge number h2,1(D), which in certain

cases depends on detailed information about the F-theory uplift that is difficult to com-

pute more directly. This strategy provides sufficient information to compute the Hodge

structure of an EM5-instanton wrapping a vertical prime toric divisor.

Although the procedure described above works without complication for suitable

vertical divisors (e.g., smooth vertical divisors), because orientifold Calabi-Yau threefolds

can contain O3 planes, vertical divisors more generally may contain pointlike terminal

Z2 singularities whose physics cannot easily be studied using classic geometric formulae.

In particular, the formula for the Euler characteristic of such a vertical divisor, given by

the integral of its third Chern class, is demonstrably incorrect. To address this issue, we

conjecture a combinatorial formula for the Euler characteristic for vertical divisors that

contain point-like terminal Z2 orbifold singularities. The formula we propose consists of
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a correction term to a more familiar expression for the Euler characteristic, where the

correction term depends on the number of O3-planes intersecting the vertical divisor. We

have provided local geometric arguments for why our conjectured formula is correct, as

well as numerous cross-checks in examples for which the Hodge structure can be computed

“manually” in terms of the Hodge-Deligne numbers of a toric realization of an elliptic

Calabi-Yau fourfold.

There are a number of interesting future research directions closely related to the

results of this paper that await exploration. We list a few below, for concreteness:

• In this work, although we devised a method to compute the dimension of the in-

termediate Jacobian J (D) := H3(D,R)/H3(D,Z), we did not study how the com-

plex structure of J (D) is explicitly related to the complex structure of the elliptic

Calabi-Yau fourfold Y4 containing the vertical divisor D. To our best knowledge,

this problem has not been solved in general, and has only been solved in the very

special case that J (D) only receives contributions from H1,1
− (D) in the global Sen

limit [55]. To fully determine the complex structure moduli-dependence of the one-

loop Pfaffian in the non-perturbative superpotential, it is necessary to understand

how the complex structure moduli of J (D) encode the complex structure moduli

of the Calabi-Yau fourfold Y4. It is therefore extremely important to make progress

on understanding the precise map between the complex structure of the elliptic

Calabi-Yau fourfold and the complex structure of the intermediate Jacobian.

• One of the main complications we have addressed in this paper is the presence of

terminal Z2 singularities in elliptic Calabi-Yau fourfold backgrounds. By focusing

exclusively on elliptic Calabi-Yau fourfolds that admit a global Sen limit, we have

severely restricted the types of singularities that can arise, terminal or otherwise.

However, in more general F-theory compactifications, it is possible for more general

terminal singularities to occur, for example, terminal Zk orbifold singularities with

k > 2. It would be very interesting to study the M5-brane partition function in the

presence of more general terminal singularities, such as pointlike Q factorial Zk>2

singularities, or perhaps to be able to use our conjectured formula for the topological

data of elliptic Calabi-Yau fourfolds in the presence of such singularities to better

understand other physical properties of their corresponding vacua. An interesting,

but still rather mysterious class of singularities corresponds to the cases k = 3, 4, 6,

which are expected to correspond to non-perturbative O3-planes [90].

• In this work, we studied properties of M/F-theory compactifications admitting a

weakly-coupled type IIB string theory description. It would be illuminating to

relate the data characterizing these M/F-theory vacua to geometric data character-

izing dual heterotic string vacua, specifically by identifying the cohomological data

of the spectral cover construction of heterotic string vacua [143] with the coho-
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mological data readily available in F-theory. In addition to potentially sharpening

our understanding of F-theory/heterotic string theory duality, the complementary

perspective provided by the heterotic string description may produce new insights

into the physics of these vacua that are not obvious in the type IIB/F/M-theory

duality frames.

• The central result of this paper is a combinatorial algorithm for computing topolog-

ical data of elliptic Calabi-Yau fourfolds that admit a global Sen limit, which, as we

have emphasized, does not require an explicit construction of the global fourfold.

Part of the motivation to produce such an algorithm was the observation that not

all triangulations of orientifold Calabi-Yau threefolds can be lifted to a resolution

of a fourfold corresponding to a convex triangulation of the ambient toric space.

Rather, in some cases, the F-theory uplift is forced to be a complete intersection

inside a vex triangulation [78–80] of a toric polytope. Although our algorithm

sidesteps the difficulties of analyzing vex triangulations (due to a lack of mathe-

matical tools), there is nevertheless strong motivation to generalize conventional

techniques for analyzing convex triangulations to the case of vex triangulations, as

this would considerably enlarge the set of possible geometries that can be analyzed

using combinatorial methods.
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A Hodge numbers of prime toric divisors in the mirror of P[1,1,1,6,9][18]

In this Appendix, we record the Hodge numbers for divisors Di in the mirror of Z3 =

P[1,1,1,6,9][18], along with vertical divisors D in the elliptic Calabi-Yau fourfold uplift of the

orientfiold of the mirror of Z3. This example is discussed in §7.4. The Hodge numbers are

as follows:

h0,0 h1,0 h2,0 h1,1

D1 1 0 0 1

D2 1 0 1 20

D3 1 0 2 30

D4 1 0 0 5

D5 1 0 0 1

D6 1 0 0 2

D7 1 0 0 4

D8 1 0 0 3

D9 1 0 0 5

D10 1 0 0 4

D11 1 0 0 5

D12 1 0 0 4

D13 1 0 0 6

D14 1 0 0 11

D15 1 0 0 5

D16 1 0 0 6

D17 1 0 0 5

D18 1 0 0 7

D19 1 0 0 5

D20 1 0 0 7

D21 1 0 0 18

D22 1 0 0 6

D23 1 0 0 7

D24 1 0 0 6

D25 1 0 0 7

D26 1 0 0 12

D27 1 0 0 6

D28 1 0 0 7

D29 1 0 0 6

D30 1 0 0 7

D31 1 0 0 6

D32 1 0 0 7

D33 1 0 0 6

D34 1 0 0 7

D35 1 0 0 6

D36 1 0 0 7

h0,0 h1,0 h2,0 h1,1

D37 1 0 0 6

D38 1 0 0 6

D39 1 0 0 5

D40 1 0 0 13

D41 1 0 0 6

D42 1 0 0 5

D43 1 0 0 6

D44 1 0 0 18

D45 1 0 0 5

D46 1 0 0 12

D47 1 0 0 4

D48 1 0 0 5

D49 1 0 0 5

D50 1 0 0 5

D51 1 0 0 5

D52 1 0 0 5

D53 1 0 0 5

D54 1 0 0 5

D55 1 0 0 5

D56 1 0 0 5

D57 1 0 0 4

D58 1 0 0 4

D59 1 0 0 4

D60 1 0 0 3

D61 1 0 0 3

D62 1 0 0 3

D63 1 0 0 3

D64 1 0 0 2

D65 1 0 0 2

D66 1 0 0 2

D67 1 0 0 2

D68 1 0 0 3

D69 1 0 0 3

D70 1 0 0 3

D71 1 0 0 3

D72 1 0 0 3

h0,0 h1,0 h2,0 h1,1

D73 1 0 0 4

D74 1 0 0 3

D75 1 0 0 3

D76 1 0 0 3

D77 1 0 0 3

D78 1 0 0 3

D79 1 0 0 4

D80 1 0 0 4

D81 1 0 0 3

D82 1 0 0 3

D83 1 0 0 3

D84 1 0 0 3

D85 1 0 0 3

D86 1 0 0 4

D87 1 0 0 4

D88 1 0 0 4

D89 1 0 0 3

D90 1 0 0 3

D91 1 0 0 3

D92 1 0 0 3

D93 1 0 0 3

D94 1 0 0 4

D95 1 0 0 4

D96 1 0 0 4

D97 1 0 0 4

D98 1 0 0 3

D99 1 0 0 3

D100 1 0 0 3

D101 1 0 0 3

D102 1 0 0 3

D103 1 0 0 4

D104 1 0 0 3

D105 1 0 0 4

D106 1 0 0 4

D107 1 0 0 4

D108 1 0 0 4

h0,0 h1,0 h2,0 h1,1

D109 1 0 0 4

D110 1 0 0 3

D111 1 0 0 3

D112 1 0 0 3

D113 1 0 0 3

D114 1 0 0 4

D115 1 0 0 4

D116 1 0 0 3

D117 1 0 0 4

D118 1 0 0 4

D119 1 0 0 4

D120 1 0 0 4

D121 1 0 0 4

D122 1 0 0 4

D123 1 0 0 3

D124 1 0 0 3

D125 1 0 0 3

D126 1 0 0 3

D127 1 0 0 3

D128 1 0 0 3

D129 1 0 0 4

D130 1 0 0 4

D131 1 0 0 3

D132 1 0 0 4

D133 1 0 0 4

D134 1 0 0 4

D135 1 0 0 4

D136 1 0 0 4

D137 1 0 0 4

D138 1 0 0 4

D139 1 0 0 3

D140 1 0 0 3

D141 1 0 0 3

D142 1 0 0 3

D143 1 0 0 3

D144 1 0 0 3

(A.1)
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h0,0 h1,0 h2,0 h1,1

D145 1 0 0 4

D146 1 0 0 4

D147 1 0 0 3

D148 1 0 0 4

D149 1 0 0 4

D150 1 0 0 4

D151 1 0 0 4

D152 1 0 0 4

D153 1 0 0 4

D154 1 0 0 4

D155 1 0 0 4

D156 1 0 0 3

D157 1 0 0 3

D158 1 0 0 2

D159 1 0 0 3

D160 1 0 0 3

D161 1 0 0 3

D162 1 0 0 3

D163 1 0 0 4

D164 1 0 0 4

D165 1 0 0 3

D166 1 0 0 4

D167 1 0 0 4

D168 1 0 0 4

D169 1 0 0 4

D170 1 0 0 4

D171 1 0 0 4

D172 1 0 0 4

D173 1 0 0 4

D174 1 0 0 4

D175 1 0 0 3

D176 1 0 0 3

D177 1 0 0 3

D178 1 0 0 3

D179 1 0 0 3

D180 1 0 0 3

h0,0 h1,0 h2,0 h1,1

D181 1 0 0 4

D182 1 0 0 4

D183 1 0 0 3

D184 1 0 0 4

D185 1 0 0 4

D186 1 0 0 4

D187 1 0 0 4

D188 1 0 0 4

D189 1 0 0 4

D190 1 0 0 4

D191 1 0 0 4

D192 1 0 0 4

D193 1 0 0 4

D194 1 0 0 3

D195 1 0 0 3

D196 1 0 0 3

D197 1 0 0 3

D198 1 0 0 3

D199 1 0 0 3

D200 1 0 0 4

D201 1 0 0 3

D202 1 0 0 3

D203 1 0 0 4

D204 1 0 0 4

D205 1 0 0 4

D206 1 0 0 4

D207 1 0 0 4

D208 1 0 0 4

D209 1 0 0 4

D210 1 0 0 4

D211 1 0 0 4

D212 1 0 0 4

D213 1 0 0 4

D214 1 0 0 3

D215 1 0 0 3

D216 1 0 0 2

h0,0 h1,0 h2,0 h1,1

D217 1 0 0 2

D218 1 0 0 3

D219 1 0 0 3

D220 1 0 0 3

D221 1 0 0 3

D222 1 0 0 3

D223 1 0 0 3

D224 1 0 0 3

D225 1 0 0 3

D226 1 0 0 3

D227 1 0 0 3

D228 1 0 0 4

D229 1 0 0 4

D230 1 0 0 4

D231 1 0 0 4

D232 1 0 0 4

D233 1 0 0 4

D234 1 0 0 4

D235 1 0 0 4

D236 1 0 0 4

D237 1 0 0 4

D238 1 0 0 4

D239 1 0 0 4

D240 1 0 0 3

D241 1 0 0 3

D242 1 0 0 3

D243 1 0 0 3

D244 1 0 0 3

D245 1 0 0 3

D246 1 0 0 3

D247 1 0 0 3

D248 1 0 0 3

D249 1 0 0 3

D250 1 0 0 4

D251 1 0 0 4

D252 1 0 0 4

h0,0 h1,0 h2,0 h1,1

D253 1 0 0 4

D254 1 0 0 4

D255 1 0 0 3

D256 1 0 0 3

D257 1 0 0 3

D258 1 0 0 3

D259 1 0 0 3

D260 1 0 0 3

D261 1 0 0 3

D262 1 0 0 4

D263 1 0 0 4

D264 1 0 0 4

D265 1 0 0 4

D266 1 0 0 4

D266 1 0 0 4

D267 1 0 0 4

D268 1 0 0 4

D269 1 0 0 4

D270 1 0 0 4

D271 1 0 0 4

D272 1 0 0 4

D273 1 0 0 4

D274 1 0 0 4

D275 1 0 0 3

D276 1 0 0 3

(A.2)
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h0,0 h1,0 h2,0 h3,0 h1,1 h2,1

D1 1 0 0 0 2 0

D2 1 0 0 1 28 7

D3 1 0 2 3 31 33

D4 1 0 0 0 6 0

D5 1 0 0 0 2 0

D6 1 0 0 0 11 0

D7 1 0 0 0 17 0

D8 1 0 0 0 4 0

D9 1 0 0 0 6 0

D10 1 0 0 0 17 0

D11 1 0 0 0 18 0

D12 1 0 0 0 5 0

D13 1 0 0 0 7 0

D14 1 0 0 0 36 0

D15 1 0 0 0 18 0

D16 1 0 0 0 19 0

D17 1 0 0 0 6 0

D18 1 0 0 0 8 0

D19 1 0 0 0 18 0

D20 1 0 0 0 20 0

D21 1 0 0 0 59 0

D22 1 0 0 0 7 0

D23 1 0 0 0 8 0

D24 1 0 0 0 19 0

D25 1 0 0 0 20 0

D26 1 0 0 0 13 0

D27 1 0 0 0 7 0

D28 1 0 0 0 8 0

D29 1 0 0 0 19 0

D30 1 0 0 0 20 0

D31 1 0 0 0 7 0

D32 1 0 0 0 8 0

D33 1 0 0 0 19 0

D34 1 0 0 0 20 0

D35 1 0 0 0 7 0

D36 1 0 0 0 8 0

D37 1 0 0 0 19 0

D38 1 0 0 0 19 0

h0,0 h1,0 h2,0 h3,0 h1,1 h2,1

D39 1 0 0 0 6 0

D40 1 0 0 0 14 0

D41 1 0 0 0 7 0

D42 1 0 0 0 6 0

D43 1 0 0 0 23 0

D44 1 0 0 0 59 0

D45 1 0 0 0 18 0

D46 1 0 0 0 37 0

D47 1 0 0 0 17 0

D48 1 0 0 0 18 0

D49 1 0 0 0 14 0

D50 1 0 0 0 6 0

D51 1 0 0 0 14 0

D52 1 0 0 0 6 0

D53 1 0 0 0 14 0

D54 1 0 0 0 6 0

D55 1 0 0 0 14 0

D56 1 0 0 0 6 0

D57 1 0 0 0 13 0

D58 1 0 0 0 5 0

D59 1 0 0 0 13 0

D60 1 0 0 0 4 0

D61 1 0 0 0 12 0

D62 1 0 0 0 4 0

D63 1 0 0 0 12 0

D64 1 0 0 0 3 0

D65 1 0 0 0 11 0

D66 1 0 0 0 11 0

D67 1 0 0 0 11 0

D68 1 0 0 0 12 0

D69 1 0 0 0 12 0

D70 1 0 0 0 4 0

D71 1 0 0 0 12 0

D72 1 0 0 0 12 0

D73 1 0 0 0 13 0

D74 1 0 0 0 12 0

D75 1 0 0 0 12 0

D76 1 0 0 0 12 0

h0,0 h1,0 h2,0 h3,0 h1,1 h2,1

D77 1 0 0 0 12 0

D78 1 0 0 0 12 0

D79 1 0 0 0 5 0

D80 1 0 0 0 13 0

D81 1 0 0 0 4 0

D82 1 0 0 0 12 0

D83 1 0 0 0 12 0

D84 1 0 0 0 12 0

D85 1 0 0 0 12 0

D86 1 0 0 0 13 0

D87 1 0 0 0 13 0

D88 1 0 0 0 13 0

D89 1 0 0 0 12 0

D90 1 0 0 0 12 0

D91 1 0 0 0 12 0

D92 1 0 0 0 12 0

D93 1 0 0 0 12 0

D94 1 0 0 0 5 0

D95 1 0 0 0 13 0

D96 1 0 0 0 5 0

D97 1 0 0 0 13 0

D98 1 0 0 0 4 0

D99 1 0 0 0 12 0

D100 1 0 0 0 12 0

D101 1 0 0 0 12 0

D102 1 0 0 0 12 0

D103 1 0 0 0 13 0

D104 1 0 0 0 12 0

D105 1 0 0 0 13 0

D106 1 0 0 0 13 0

D107 1 0 0 0 13 0

D108 1 0 0 0 13 0

D109 1 0 0 0 13 0

D110 1 0 0 0 12 0

D111 1 0 0 0 12 0

D112 1 0 0 0 12 0

D113 1 0 0 0 12 0

D114 1 0 0 0 13 0

(A.3)
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h0,0 h1,0 h2,0 h3,0 h1,1 h2,1

D115 1 0 0 0 13 0

D116 1 0 0 0 12 0

D117 1 0 0 0 5 0

D118 1 0 0 0 13 0

D119 1 0 0 0 5 0

D120 1 0 0 0 13 0

D121 1 0 0 0 5 0

D122 1 0 0 0 13 0

D123 1 0 0 0 4 0

D124 1 0 0 0 12 0

D125 1 0 0 0 12 0

D126 1 0 0 0 12 0

D127 1 0 0 0 12 0

D128 1 0 0 0 12 0

D129 1 0 0 0 13 0

D130 1 0 0 0 13 0

D131 1 0 0 0 12 0

D132 1 0 0 0 13 0

D133 1 0 0 0 13 0

D134 1 0 0 0 13 0

D135 1 0 0 0 13 0

D136 1 0 0 0 13 0

D137 1 0 0 0 13 0

D138 1 0 0 0 13 0

D139 1 0 0 0 12 0

D140 1 0 0 0 12 0

D141 1 0 0 0 12 0

D142 1 0 0 0 12 0

D143 1 0 0 0 4 0

D144 1 0 0 0 4 0

D145 1 0 0 0 13 0

D146 1 0 0 0 13 0

D147 1 0 0 0 12 0

D148 1 0 0 0 5 0

D149 1 0 0 0 13 0

D150 1 0 0 0 5 0

D151 1 0 0 0 13 0

D152 1 0 0 0 5 0

h0,0 h1,0 h2,0 h3,0 h1,1 h2,1

D153 1 0 0 0 13 0

D154 1 0 0 0 5 0

D155 1 0 0 0 13 0

D156 1 0 0 0 4 0

D157 1 0 0 0 12 0

D158 1 0 0 0 11 0

D159 1 0 0 0 12 0

D160 1 0 0 0 12 0

D161 1 0 0 0 12 0

D162 1 0 0 0 12 0

D163 1 0 0 0 13 0

D164 1 0 0 0 13 0

D165 1 0 0 0 12 0

D166 1 0 0 0 13 0

D167 1 0 0 0 13 0

D168 1 0 0 0 13 0

D169 1 0 0 0 13 0

D170 1 0 0 0 13 0

D171 1 0 0 0 13 0

D172 1 0 0 0 13 0

D173 1 0 0 0 13 0

D174 1 0 0 0 13 0

D175 1 0 0 0 12 0

D176 1 0 0 0 12 0

D177 1 0 0 0 12 0

D178 1 0 0 0 12 0

D179 1 0 0 0 4 0

D180 1 0 0 0 4 0

D181 1 0 0 0 13 0

D182 1 0 0 0 13 0

D183 1 0 0 0 12 0

D184 1 0 0 0 5 0

D185 1 0 0 0 13 0

D186 1 0 0 0 5 0

D187 1 0 0 0 13 0

D188 1 0 0 0 5 0

D189 1 0 0 0 13 0

D190 1 0 0 0 5 0

h0,0 h1,0 h2,0 h3,0 h1,1 h2,1

D191 1 0 0 0 13 0

D192 1 0 0 0 5 0

D193 1 0 0 0 13 0

D194 1 0 0 0 4 0

D195 1 0 0 0 12 0

D196 1 0 0 0 12 0

D197 1 0 0 0 12 0

D198 1 0 0 0 12 0

D199 1 0 0 0 12 0

D200 1 0 0 0 13 0

D201 1 0 0 0 12 0

D202 1 0 0 0 12 0

D203 1 0 0 0 13 0

D204 1 0 0 0 13 0

D205 1 0 0 0 13 0

D206 1 0 0 0 13 0

D207 1 0 0 0 13 0

D208 1 0 0 0 13 0

D209 1 0 0 0 13 0

D210 1 0 0 0 13 0

D211 1 0 0 0 13 0

D212 1 0 0 0 13 0

D213 1 0 0 0 13 0

D214 1 0 0 0 12 0

D215 1 0 0 0 12 0

D216 1 0 0 0 11 0

D217 1 0 0 0 11 0

D218 1 0 0 0 12 0

D219 1 0 0 0 12 0

D220 1 0 0 0 12 0

D221 1 0 0 0 4 0

D222 1 0 0 0 12 0

D223 1 0 0 0 4 0

D224 1 0 0 0 12 0

D225 1 0 0 0 12 0

D226 1 0 0 0 12 0

D227 1 0 0 0 12 0

D228 1 0 0 0 5 0

(A.4)
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h0,0 h1,0 h2,0 h3,0 h1,1 h2,1

D229 1 0 0 0 13 0

D230 1 0 0 0 5 0

D231 1 0 0 0 13 0

D232 1 0 0 0 5 0

D233 1 0 0 0 13 0

D234 1 0 0 0 5 0

D235 1 0 0 0 13 0

D236 1 0 0 0 5 0

D237 1 0 0 0 13 0

D238 1 0 0 0 5 0

D239 1 0 0 0 13 0

D240 1 0 0 0 4 0

D241 1 0 0 0 12 0

D242 1 0 0 0 12 0

D243 1 0 0 0 12 0

D244 1 0 0 0 12 0

D245 1 0 0 0 12 0

D246 1 0 0 0 12 0

D247 1 0 0 0 12 0

D248 1 0 0 0 12 0

D249 1 0 0 0 12 0

D250 1 0 0 0 13 0

D251 1 0 0 0 13 0

D252 1 0 0 0 13 0

D253 1 0 0 0 13 0

D254 1 0 0 0 13 0

D255 1 0 0 0 12 0

D256 1 0 0 0 12 0

D257 1 0 0 0 12 0

D258 1 0 0 0 12 0

D259 1 0 0 0 12 0

D260 1 0 0 0 12 0

D261 1 0 0 0 12 0

D262 1 0 0 0 13 0

D263 1 0 0 0 13 0

D264 1 0 0 0 13 0

D265 1 0 0 0 13 0

D266 1 0 0 0 13 0

h0,0 h1,0 h2,0 h3,0 h1,1 h2,1

D267 1 0 0 0 13 0

D268 1 0 0 0 13 0

D269 1 0 0 0 13 0

D270 1 0 0 0 13 0

D271 1 0 0 0 13 0

D272 1 0 0 0 13 0

D273 1 0 0 0 13 0

D274 1 0 0 0 13 0

D275 1 0 0 0 12 0

D276 1 0 0 0 12 0

(A.5)
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B Notation

In this Appendix, we collect and define notation commonly used throughout the draft.

The symbols are arranged in (roughly) alphabetical order.

• B3 : Threefold base of an elliptic CY fourfold, πE : Y4 → B3. In this paper, we

focus on the case that B3 is an orientifold of a CY threefold, i.e. B3 = Z3/Z2.

• cn(X) : nth Chern class of the tangent bundle of a (smooth) projective variety X .

• χn(D) : “Naive” Euler characteristic of a vertical divisor D ⊂ Y4. When D is

smooth, then χn(D) is equal to the usual topological Euler characteristic χ(D) =∑
p,q(−1)p+qhp,q(D). When D contains terminal point-like Z2 orbifold singularities,

we conjecture that χn(D) differs from χ(D) by twice the number of Z2 orbifold

points.

• χ(X,F) : Holomorphic Euler characteristic of the sheaf F defined on an algebraic

variety X . We use the standard definition χ(X,F) :=
∑

k(−1)khk(X,F) where

hk(X,F) is the dimension of the kth sheaf cohomology group of Hk(X,F).

• D : Vertical divisor of an elliptic CY fourfold πE : Y4 → B3. By definition, we

have D = π−1
E (D̂) for some divisor D̂ ⊂ B3. In the special case that D̂ corresponds

to an SO(8) seven brane stack, π−1
E (D̂) is reducible and we take D ⊂ π−1

E (D̂) to be

an irreducible component.

• D
(0)

: Singular divisor of a singular elliptic CY fourfold Y ′
4 admitting a global

Sen limit. By construction, such elliptic CY fourfolds contain SO(8) Kodaira sin-

gularities. We assume the existence of a crepant (partial) resolution Y4 → Y ′
4

that resolves the SO(8) singularities such that the blowdown of D is given by

Y4 ⊃ D → D
(0)

⊂ Y ′
4 .

• D̂ : Divisor of the orientifold base B3 = Z3/Z2. By definition, the image ϕI~p
(D̂)

of D̂ under the refinement map ϕI~p
, is a divisor in Z3.

• D∆ : Divisor defined by a Newton polytope ∆; see (2.22).

• dim L : Iitaka dimension of a line bundle L; see the paragraph above (5.9) for a

definition. When L is a line bundle over a toric 2-fold, then dim L is equal to the

dimension dim ∆L of the Newton polytope ∆L encoding the global sections of L.

In the case that L is a line bundle defined over an algebraic variety X , we use L|D
to denote the line bundle given by the restriction of L to the divisor D ⊂ X .
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• ∆ : Newton polytope associated to a hypersurface Z ⊂ PΣ. Note that when ∆ is

regarded as corresponding to some choice of divisor whose class is L =
∑

~v a~vD~v, we

sometimes write ∆L. In such cases, by definition the divisor D∆ defined in (2.22)

is equal to L.

• ∆◦ : Polar dual of the Newton polytope ∆; see (3.4). We use reflexive pairs of

polytopes ∆,∆◦ to construct Calabi-Yau toric hypersurfaces. In §3, we introduce

the notation e, f to refer to (resp.) edges and 2-faces of ∆◦. The vectors ~ve, ~vf
then refer to points interior to e, f , respectively. Moreover, we use ti to denote an

i-dimensional simplex in T ∩ ∂∆◦, where T is an fine regular star trianguation.

• ∆̂ : Newton polytope for the embedded image of a Z2-symmetric CY threefold

Z3 in V̂4. A similar notation holds for the image of the Newton polytope of a

hypersurface in a toric stratum, namely ∆̂(n).

• ∆± : Subset of monomials x~m =
∏

~v∈∂∆◦ x
~m·~v+1
~v , which define a basis for a general

section of the anticanonical class −KV4 of a toric fourfold V4, that are even (+)/odd

(−) under the orientifold involution I~p. Note here that ∆
◦ is part of a reflexive pair

∆,∆◦.

• e : Edge of the polar dual ∆◦ of a reflexive Newton polytope ∆. First used in §3.4.

• ê : Codimension-one subpolytope in v̂ given by the preimage of the e under the

refinement ϕI~p
; see (4.62).

• e(X) : Character
∑

k(−1)k dim(Hk
c ); see (2.33).

• ep,q(X) : Hodge-Deligne number ep,q(X) =
∑

k(−1)khp,q(Hk
c (X)). Note that hp,q(Hk

c (X))

vanishes for p+ q > k.

• e(X ; x, x̄) : Characteristic polynomial e(X ; x, x̄) =
∑

p,q e
p,q(X)xpx̄q; see (2.38)

and discussion below.

• Fn : Hirzebruch surface, i.e. P(O ⊕O(n)) → C, C ≡ P1.

• f : Face of the polar dual ∆◦ of a reflexive Newton polytope ∆. First used in §3.4.

• f̂ : Preimage of the refinement map, i.e. ϕ−1
I~p
(f), where f is a face of ∆◦.

• ϕn(Θ) : A weighted and signed sum over l∗(jΘ(k)), where jΘ denotes the polytope

obtained by scaling a face Θ by a factor j ∈ Z>0; see (2.81).

• G : Abelian group defining a C∗-action on the homogeneous coordinates of a pro-

jective variety PΣ.
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• g : Subgroup of the abelian group G, which defines the C∗ action x~v → λa~vx~v,

where λ ∈ C∗. See (2.6).

• Hk(X,R) : kth cohomology group with coefficients in the ring R.

• Hk(X,F) : kth sheaf cohomology group.

• Hk
c (X) : kth cohomology group with compact support associated to an algebraic

variety X .

• Hk
±(X) : Subgroup of the kth cohomology group Hk(X) of an algebraic variety X

that is even/odd under the action of the orientifold involution.

• hk
±(X) : Dimension of Hk

±(X). An important case, when X is the ambient fourfold

V4 corresponding to the image of V̂4 under the refinement map ϕI~p
, or a divisor

therein.

• h•,0(X) : Hodge vector (h0,0(X), h1,0(X), · · · ), where the kth component hk,0(X)

is the dimension of the kth structure sheaf cohomology group Hk(X,OX).

• I~p : Orientifold involution defined by a choice of vertex ~p ∈ ∂∆◦, where ∆◦ is part

of a reflexive pair ∆,∆◦ defining a CY threefold toric hypersurface Z3 ⊂ V4; see

(4.1) and the surrounding discussion.

• Î~p : Set of homogeneous coordinates xi whose vanishing loci correspond to divisors

D~vi that are fixed under the orientifold involution I~p conjugated by some subgroup

g ⊂ G; see (4.7).

• KX : Canonical class of the algebraic variety X , i.e. the first Chern class of the

canonical sheaf.

• L : Line bundle.

• l(Θ) : Number of lattice points contained in the face Θ.

• l∗(Θ) : Number of lattice points contained in the relative interior of the face Θ.

• ln(Θ) : Number of points contained in the n-skeleton of a face Θ.

• M : Given a lattice N , M is the dual lattice, i.e. M = Hom(N,Z).

• N : Lattice. Typically, we regard each cone σ ∈ Σ as being spanned by a finite

number of rays, which are themselves the spans of primitive lattice vectors ~v ∈ N .
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• OX(D) : Line bundle over a projective variety X that corresponds to the divisor

D ⊂ X . By abuse of notation, we denote the Chow ring representative of the

divisor by D = c1(OX(D)). We sometimes write O(D) when the space over which

the line bundle is defined is clear from the context.

• Pn : Complex n-dimensional projective space.

• P[w0,...,wn] : Complex n-dimensional weighted projective space with weights wi=0,...,n.

• P[w0,...,wn][d] : Degree-d hypersurface in the weighted projective space P[w0,...,wn].

• pt : A point.

• π : Blowdown map, i.e. birational map contracting the exceptional divisors of a

blowup, e.g. π : PΣ(T ) → PΣ.

• πE : Canonical projection to the base Bd of an elliptic fibration E →֒ Yd+1 → Bd.

See §5.1 for relevant discussion.

• Θ(k) : A k-dimensional face of a Newton polytope ∆.

• Σ : Fan, i.e. a set of strongly complex rational polyhedral cones σ.

• Σ(n) : Subset of Σ consisting of n-dimensional cones σ(n) ∈ Σ; see (2.19) and the

discussion below.

• Σ(∆) : Normal fan defined with respect to a Newton polytope ∆; see (2.19).

• Σ(∆◦) : Fan over the faces of ∆◦, or equivalently, normal fan over Σ(∆).

• σ(k) : A cone σ of real dimension k.

• σ∨ : Dual cone, i.e. the subset of lattice vectors ~m ∈ M that satisfy ~m · ~v for all

~v ∈ σ.

• σ(Θ(k)) : Cone in N dual to σ∨(Θ(k)). For the special case of maximal-dimensional

cones dual to vertices ~m = Θ(0), we write σ(~m).

• σ∨(Θ(k)) : Cone in M defined with respect to a k-dimensional face Θ(k) over ∆,

see (2.20).

• σ̂(n) : Preimage of a cone σ(n) ∈ Σ(T ) where Σ(T ) defines a toric fourfold V4, i.e.

σ̂(n) = ϕ−1
I~p
(σ(n)).
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• SRI : Stanley-Reisner ideal, i.e. the set of all subsets I ⊂ {~v} for which the

one-dimensional cones σ ∈ Σ generated by ~v ∈ I do not share a common higher-

dimensional cone in a toric fan Σ.

• T : Fine regular star triangulation; see §2.4 for further discussion.

• Tσ(n) : (d−n)-diensional algebraic torus (C∗)d−n corresponding to an n-dimensional

cone σ(n) ∈ Σ(n).

• V∆ : Set of vertices ~v ∈ Σ(T ) for some choice of FRST T defining a refinement

Σ(T ) → Σ(∆). See §2.4 for a discussion of refinements of toric fans Σ.

• ti : i-dimensional simplex in T ∩ ∂∆◦, where T is an FRST and ∆◦ is the polar

dual of a reflexive Newton polytope ∆. First introduced in §3.4.

• Vd : Toric variety of complex dimension d. We sometimes write V when the

dimension is not important.

• V̂4 : A toric fourfold that is the quotient of the orientifold involution I~p : V4 →

V4 defined by the action x~p 7→ −x~p for a subset of homogeneous coordinates x~p

corresponding to points ~p ∈ ∂∆◦. Note that V̂4 can be regarded as the preimage of

the refinement map ϕI~p : V̂4 → V4 defined in (4.8). See §4.1 for further discussion.

• v̂ : Shorthand notation for the subpolytope of the orientifold Newton polytope

∆̂ for which no corresponding monomial contains a factor of the homogeneous

coordinate x̂~̂v; see (4.60).

• ΩV : Cotangent bundle of a toric variety V .

• x~v : Homogeneous coordinate whose vanishing locus is the divisor corresponding

to the ray σ~v in a toric fan Σ.

• [x] : Divisor class of the vanishing locus x = 0.

• Y4 : Elliptic Calabi-Yau fourfold, πE : Y4 → B3, where π−1
E (pt) ≡ T 2 for a point

pt ⊂ B3.

• Z : Hypersurface of a projective toric variety PΣ.

• Zσ(n) : (d − n − 1)-dimensional stratum Z ∩ Tσ(n) associated to a hypersurface Z

of a projective toric variety containing strata Tσ(n) .
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