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GEOMETRY OF THE MIRROR MODELS DUAL TO THE COMPLETE INTERSECTION OF
TWO CUBICS

MYKOLA POCHEKAI

AssTtrACT. In many cases involving mirror symmetry, it is important to have concrete mirror dual
families. In this paper, we construct crepant resolutions of the Batyrev—Borisov mirror dual family
to the complete intersection of two cubic hypersurfaces in IP?. It is, similarly to the mirrors of quintic
threefolds, a family over P! with singular fibers over the set {0, 00} U ug. We have the Picard-Fuchs
equation and limiting mixed Hodge structures of the singular fibers. We find that the singular fiber
over co has maximal unipotent monodromy, and 0 is of a new type compared to the quintic case.
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1. INTRODUCTION

Mathematical mirror symmetry predicts that, for any given Calabi-Yau manifold X, there often
exists a mirror dual Calabi-Yau manifold 2" such that the symplectic invariants of X correspond to
the complex invariants of Z". The idea has inspired several research programs aimed at providing
a rigorous formulation of the phenomenon. One such program is the genus one mirror symmetry
program, developed in the works [EFiIMM18],[EFiIMM21], and [EFiMM22]. This paper is a part of
the project to state and prove the genus one mirror symmetry result for the complete intersection
of two cubics. In order to do this (following the strategy of the aforementioned papers), the
following ingredients are required:
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¢ An explicit choice of a mirror candidate family %, with a distinguished MUM point i = co
and a smooth generic fiber (Sections 2 and 3).
e A good understanding of the geometry of the singular fibers of the family %, (Section 4).

e A computation of the limiting mixed Hodge structures H13im , associated with the singular
fibers of the family %, (Sections 5 and 6).

In this paper, we carry out these steps.

The Batyrev-Borisov construction, introduced in [Bat94a] for the hypersurface case and in
[BB96b] for the complete intersection case, provides a recipe to build the mirror family 27 and, in
[Bat94b], a recipe to build a crepant desingularization %, of the family 2. A crepant desingular-
ization %, — 2, is not unique and depends on the choice of regular, maximal, star triangulation

7 of the polytope conv(A;,A,), where A;Aq, A, is the nef-partition encoding P> together with two
toric-invariant Weil divisors [x; = 0]+[x, = 0]+[x3 = 0], [x4 = 0]+[x5 = 0]+[xg = 0], here [xq : ... : x5]
are standard projective coordinates on IP>. There is a canonical such choice (at least when an or-
dered basis in the ambient space is fixed). Namely, the following theorem holds (Theorem 2.2,
Corollary 2.3):

Theorem 1.1. Let P = conv(Ay,A,) C N be the face polytope of a defining fan Xy of a toric ambient
space for the Batyrev—Borisov mirror dual of two cubics in P°. There is a natural lattice-affine projection
C: Nr x A! — N, that restricts to the map of polytopes C : Cayley(A1,A;) — conv(Ay, A,).

There exists a maximal regular star triangulation t(P) of P, such that induced triangulation of the
boundary t(dP) is C-induced from the maximal regular triangulation t(Cayley(Ay,A,)) with height

function
w(x)=— Z | th—kl.

1<i<j<8 i<t<j
-3<k<3
coming from the subdivision of Ng x A into affine Weyl chambers of type As.
Coning the triangulation t(JP) from 0 yields the complete smooth fan I1, which is a smooth crepant
subdivision of the fan Yy and induces a crepant desingularization of the Gorenstein Fano toric varieties
Pr; — Py,,. The variety Pry is a smooth projective toric variety.

Here, by A! we mean the affine space {(x7,xg) € R? : x; + xg = 1}, and by N = {(x,...,%¢) €
Z% : x| +...+xg = 0}. The data V;V,,V, is the dual nef-partition to A;A;,A,, meaning that it
is the combinatorial data produced by the Batyrev—Borisov construction which encodes a mirror
dual family 2 living in Py. The triangulation is a natural extension of the so-called edgewise
subdivisions, constructed in [KKMSD?73, Chapter III, Example 2.3], which play a role in the theory
of semistable reductions and were later studied independently in [EG00].

So % is the distinguished crepant desingularization of the mirror dual family 2. We investi-
gate its geometry and summarize it in the following theorem (Theorem 4.1):

Theorem 1.2. Let %, = V(hy, hy) be a family with i € P! and total space % C Py xIP!. The equations
hy and h; are defined by formulas (18), (19).
1) The fami is a one-dimensional flat family with parameter space P*.
(1) The family %, i dimensional flat family with p pace IP!
2) The total space of the family % C Pry x P! is smooth, except for the points lying in %, C ¥.
P Y P p ying
(3) When ) € pg U{0, 00}, the fiber %, is smooth.
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(4) When € pg, the fiber %, has a unique ordinary double point, which lies in %, N'Ty and has
coordinates (,..., ) € Ty.

(5) When ¢ =0, the fiber %y = Wy U Wy U W, is a union of three integral smooth components. The
components are defined by the equations:

hily,—0 holy—
WO:V( 1|¢‘o, 2|¢_0),W1:V(v123,

U456 V123

hyly= hylp=
2|¢_0),W2 V( 1lp=0
V123 U4se

;M456)-

(6) The components Wy and W, are rational.

(7) WyNW, =0, but Wy N Wy and Wy N W, are codimension one subvarieties of %.

(8) % = WyU Wy UW, is a simple normal crossing divisor in the total space %, which means that
all components are smooth and locally around each point p € %, there is a neighborhood of
p € ¥ such that % is given by an equation z,2,...zx = 0, for independent parameters z;.

The most pleasant surprise is that we have a simple normal crossing divisor at the fiber over
0, which simplifies many genus one mirror symmetry computations. There is no abstract reason
to expect this, and it is unclear whether it holds for other choices of crepant desingularization

The final step is to compute Picard-Fuchs equation and limiting mixed Hodge structures for
every singular fiber. Picard-Fuchs part has been done in [BvS95], but there technical points —
apparently part of the folklore but not written explicitly — needed clarification; so we wrote those
details for completeness in Section 5. Finally, we compute a limiting mixed Hodge structures,
which we summarize in the following theorem (Proposition 5.8, Lemma 6.1, Theorem 6.5, [Ste77,
Example 2.15]):

Theorem 1.3. The point 1 = oo is a point with maximal unipotent monodromy, meaning that the local
monodromy operator near 1 = oo is maximally unipotent, with the following Hodge-Deligne diamond:

1
0 0
0 1 0
0 0 0 0
0 1 0
0 0
1

The point ¢ = 0 is a K-point, meaning that the monodromy operator is unipotent, with the following
Hodge-Deligne diamond:

0
0 0
1 0 1
0 0 0 0
1 0 1
0 0
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For i € pg, the fiber %, has a unique ordinary double point, which implies that the monodromy
operator is unipotent, with the following Hodge-Deligne diamond:

0
0 0
0 1 0
1 0 0 1
0 1 0
0 0
0

The appearance of the K-point here is the new phenomenon compared to the hypersurface case
treated in [EFIMM22].
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2. DESCRIPTION OF THE DUAL NEF-PARTITION FOR INTERSECTION OF TWO CUBICS

All schemes are considered to be of finite type over C. By a variety, we mean a reduced, not
necessarily irreducible, scheme of finite type over C. We write = between two objects if they are
canonically isomorphic or if the isomorphism is clear from the context, and we write = when they
are abstractly isomorphic.

Consider a lattice N, which is a free abelian group of finite rank. Its dual lattice is denoted by
M = NV. A lattice polytope is defined as the convex hull of a finite set of points from N, and is a
subset of N := N ®7 R. The notation dP denotes the boundary of a polytope P.

If a full-dimensional polytope P C Ny contains Oy in its interior, the dual polytope PY C My
can be defined in the standard way [CLS11, p.65]. By (n,m) where n € N and m € M we mean
the standard perfect pairing between the R-vector spaces Ny and its dual M. Even if P is a lat-
tice polytope, the dual polytope PV C My, is not necessarily a lattice polytope. A full-dimensional
lattice polytope containing 0 is called reflexive if the dual polytope is also a lattice polytope. Re-
flexive polytopes will play a key role in later constructions since they correspond to Gorenstein
Fano toric varieties [CLS11, Theorem 8.3.4]. All polytopes considered in this work will be lattice
polytopes; hence, we will simply use the term ”polytope” to refer to a lattice polytope. Through-
out this paper, we will refer to the Cox quotient construction, which is summarized in [CLS11,
Theorem 5.1.11].

Let’s introduce the following lattices:

N = {(xl,...,x6) € Z6 X1t + X = 0},

Zé
M=NV=—" |
Z{61 +...+ 66}

Sometimes, when we want to emphasize that M is the character lattice of the torus Ty, we use a
multiplicative basis tq, ..., ts with the condition t;...ts = 1. In this case, we can write:

(1) M = {55 (ko k) € Z8),  t.tg = 1.
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We first need to choose a projective toric model of IP°. This requires constructing a rank 5 lattice
N and a full-dimensional reflexive lattice polytope A C Ny containing 0 in its interior such that
P, = IP°. Here IP, denotes the toric variety associated with the polytope A; see [CLS11, Definition
2.3.14]. We choose the following polytope for the toric model of IP>:

6 6 6
(2) A = conv(6e; —Zei,6ez—Zei,...,6e6—Zei) C Ng.
i=1 i=1 1

i

The normal fan ¥, of the polytope A can be computed:

ZA(S) = {Gl,...,(fé},
o; = conefey, ey, ..., €;,...,e5} C M.
If ¥ is a fan, we will use ¥(k) for the family of its k-dimensional cones and we will use ¥(1)8¢" for
the set of ray generators. We use the letter N for the character lattice instead of M as our attention
will be focused on the mirror dual side, where the roles of N and M are reversed. We also write ¢;
to refer to the quotient class e; + Z{e; +... + eg}.

We now recall the definition of a nef-partition. Let A C N be a reflexive polytope, a decom-
position A = Ay + ... + Ag into a Minkowski sum of k positive-dimensional (but not necessarily
full-dimensional) polytopes, where Oy € A; for i = 1,..,,k, is called a nef-partition. The decom-
position is denoted as A;Ay,...,Ax. The identity of Minkowski sums translates to the identity of
torus-invariant Cartier divisors: D +... + Dy, = —Kp, .

We define two divisors on IP:

Dp, =D, +D,, +D,,,

Dy, =D,, + D,, + D,,.
These divisors correspond to

V(x1)+ V(xa) + V(x3),

V(xg) + V(xs)+ V(xe).
Here, V (x;) refers to the coordinate hyperplane in IP°> defined by the homogeneous equation x; = 0.
Thus, Dy, and D,, are clearly basepoint-free Cartier divisors and D + Dy, = ZpGEA(l) D, =-Ksy,.
We remind the reader that the fundamental polytope of a torus-invariant Cartier divisor D =
Y pex,(1)ApDp is defined as

(3) Pp={neNgR:(nu,)+a, >0 for every p € X5(1)},

where u, is the ray generator for a ray p € 3(1), see [CLS11, Formula 6.1.1]. The fundamental
polytopes of the divisors Dy, and D,, are given by

(4) A= PDAl = conv{uy, Uy,...,ug} C NR,
(5) A, = PDAz = conv{vy,vy,...,vg} C Ny
where

(6) ui=3€i—€1—€2—€3,1§i§6;
(7) 1/1':361'—64—65—66,131.36.

The polytope A is a reflexive 5-dimensional polytope, and Ay, A, are full-dimensional polytopes
such that A = Ay + A,, so, A;Aq, A, is a nef-partition. Following [BB96b, Definition 4.9], we can
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construct a dual nef-partition V;V;,V,, corresponding to the nef-partition constructed A;Ay, A,.
The tuple of polytopes V;V,V,, defined by the formulas

(8) V1 =conv{0,eq,e;,e3} C MR,
(9) V, = conv{0, ey, e5, e} C MR,

(10) V =conv{0,eq,e;,e3,64,6s5,e6,€1 + €4,
e +és5,e1 +eg,6pt+ey,6y)+es5,€p+ €,
e3+ey,e3+es5,e3+eg) C MR

is a dual nef-partition to the nef-partition A;A{,A,. We can also compute the normal fan Xy,
which is the next polyhedral pointed fan supported in Np:

(11) Ev(l)gen :{ul,...,u6,v1,...,v6},

which is also the set of vertices of the polytope A. There are three types of maximal cones:

(12) U; = cone(uy, ..., U, ..., ug), 1 <i <3,
(13) ‘/] :cone(vl,...,i;,...,v6),4sj56,
(14) Cij= cone(ul,...,u’\i,...,ﬁ},..., u6,vl,...,@,...,ﬂ,...,vﬁ),1 <i<3,4<j<eé.

Here, the hat indicates that the corresponding vector is omitted. The vectors u; and v; are defined
by formulas (6) and (7), respectively. Thus, we have
(15) Zv(5) = {Ul, Uz, U3} U {V4, V5, Vé} U {Ci,j 01 < 1 < 3;4 < ] < 6}

The last piece of information that we need is the torus-invariant basepoint-free Cartier divisors
Dy, Dy,. These basepoint-free divisors can be recovered from their fundamental polytope using
the formula:

Dp = — mi
p= ) (= min (y,m)Dy,
peX(1)

see [CLS11, Theorem 6.1.7(g)], [CLS11, Theorem 4.2.12(b)], and [CLS11, Theorem 6.3.12]. Ap-
plying the formula above to our specific case, we obtain:

Dy, =Dy, +...+ Dy,

Dy, =Dy, +...+ Dy,
We can summarize the above discussion in the following theorem:

Proposition 2.1. The polytopes V;V1,V,, defined by formulas (8), (9), and (10), form the dual nef-
partition to the nef-partition A; Ay, A,, where Py = P> and Dp, = V(x1)+ V(x2)+ V(x3),Da, = V(x4) +
V(xs5)+ V(xg). The normal fan Xy has ray generators:

Zv(l )gen = {Ml, vy UGy Utyenny 'l/6},
where u;,v; € N are vectors defined by the formulas (6) and (7). The set of maximal cones Yy(5) is given
by the formula (15). The basepoint-free Cartier divisors associated to the polytopes V| and V, are

Dy, =Dy, +..+ Dy,
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Dy, =Dy, +...4+ Dy,.

Now, we construct the MPCP desingularization of Py, as defined in [Bat94a, Definition 2.2.13].
By triangulation of a polytope P C R", as usual, we mean a set of affinely embedded simplices
7(P) which covers the whole P, closed under taking subsimplices, and. In the paper [Bat94a], the
procedure for constructing such desingularizations in the toric case is described, and we follow
that procedure. This procedure requires selecting a maximal, regular, star triangulation of the
polytope

P =conv(Ay,Ay) = conv{uy,..., ug,vy,...,v6} C NR,

as outlined in [Bat94a, Theorem 2.2.24]. A star triangulation is a triangulation in which each
maximal simplex contains Oy as a vertex. We construct a canonical maximal, regular, star trian-
gulation of the polytope P = conv(Aj, A,). In the following theorem we define A! := {(x;,xg) € R?:
x7 + xg = 1}, and we remind the reader that Cayley(A;,A,) is a polytope with vertices (a,1,0) and
(b,0,1), where a is a vertex of A and b is a vertex of A,:

Theorem 2.2. Let P = conv(Ay,A,) C N be the face polytope of a defining fan Xy of a toric ambient
space for the Batyrev—Borisov mirror dual of two cubics in P°. There is a natural lattice-affine projection
C: Ngrx Al — Ng, that restricts to the map of polytopes C : Cayley(A;,A,) — conv(Ay, A,).

There exists a maximal regular star triangulation t(P) of P, such that induced triangulation of the
boundary ©(dP) is C-induced from the maximal regular triangulation t©(Cayley(Aq,A;)) with height

function
w(x) = — Z | th—kl.

1<i<j<8 i<t<j
-3<k<3

coming from the subdivision of Ng x A into affine Weyl chambers of type As.

Proof. Consider the cumulative coordinates 0 = vg,91,...,93 = 1 on Ng x Al defined by y; = x; +
...+x; (we also have y4 = 0). The regular subdivision associated with the height function w above
corresponds to the subdivision obtained by drawing all of the hyperplanes y; —y; = k for 0 <
i <j<8,-3 <k<3 and the triangulation t(Cayley(Ay,A;)) comes from dissecting the polytope
Cayley(Aq,A;) along those hyperplanes. From this description, one can see that the triangulation
t(Cayley(Ay,A,)) is maximal and regular and coming from the subdivision of Ny x A! into affine
Weyl chambers of type Ag.

To show that this induces a triangulation on P we will choose a polytopal subcomplex A C
skely Cayley(Ay,A,) that maps onto JP along the map C. Then a maximal regular triangulation
of A will be mapped to some maximal regular triangulation 7(P). We choose a lattice polytopal
subcomplex A of pure dimension 4 with the next maximal faces:

e For 1 <i < 3. The face (U; N dP) x{(1,0)} that is mapped to U; N JP.
e For 4 <j<6. The face (V;NdP)x{(0,1)} that is mapped to V; N JP.
e For 1 <i<3,4<j<6. The face Cayley((uy,u;, 1}, ug),(v1,7;,7;,v6)) that is mapped to
Ci,j NdP.
Those 3 + 3 + 3 - 3 faces of skely Cayley(A;,A;) are, by definition, the only maximal faces of A.

This gives a maximal regular triangulation 7(dP). After adding {0} to every maximal simplex, we
obtain the maximal regular star triangulation 7(P). O
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Now we have a maximal regular star triangulation 7(P). Define the fan IT as the face fan of
the triangulation 7(P) — that is, the cones of IT are in one-to-one correspondence with maximal
simplices of 7(P). As stated in [Bat94a, Section 4.2], the canonical morphism Pr; — Py, is a
crepant resolution (we also check this in the next section directly). We can summarize this in the
next corollary:

Corollary 2.3. There is a smooth complete fan I1 with ray generators in the lattice N which is a subdi-
vision of the fan Xy. The fan IT has 110 rays, with the following set of ray generators:

I1(1)%" = {uijn:1<i<j<k<6,(ijk)=(1,23)}
Ulvijr:1<i<j<k<6,(i,j,k) #(4,5,6)),
ui]'k :—61—62—€3+€i+€j+€k,

Vz'jk 2—64—65—e6+€i+e]‘+€k,

and the canonical morphism of the corresponding toric varieties 1 : Pry — Py, is a crepant resolution.
IPyy is a smooth projective toric variety.3

3. CONSTRUCTION OF THE MIRROR DUAL FAMILY

By construction, the fan IT is a subdivision of the fan ¥y. Hence, the identity morphism id :
MpR — My induces a natural morphism of fans I — ¥y. This gives a morphism of algebraic
varieties, denoted by 7 : Pr; — Py, which is a crepant resolution. One can compute the Cartier
divisors 7t*Dy, and 7t*Dy, in terms of the torus-invariant divisors of the variety Pp:

-—_— * —_— -—_ * —_—
Dl =T DV1 = E D”i1i2i3' Dz =T sz = E Dvi1i2i3'
1<i; <i,<iz<6 1<i; <i,<i;<6
(illiZfi3)¢(11213) (il,iz,i3)¢(4,5,6)

using the standard techniques of [CLS11, Theorem 4.2.12].
As discussed in Section 2, the variety [Py is smooth and projective. From the computation
above, we obtain

7*(~Kp,) = 70*(Dy, + Dy,) = Dy + D, = Z D, = —Kp,,.
pell(1)
Hence, the morphism 7 is crepant. This fact also follows from [Bat94a, Section 4.2]. Therefore, 7t is

a crepant desingularization of the variety Py . Now, we introduce the family % , o 4. <, 4,40, =
V(s1,57), where:

y e R, 5L +L, +9, 5, +6,,+51,
(16) §1 =3¢ Uiiyiy— ) A Viliyis Ui iyis )
(i1,1,13)# t=1 (iy)in,i3)% (iy,iy,i3)%
(1,2,3) (4,5,6) (1,2,3)
6 oL +5L,+31, L +5L, +31,
(17) sp =3¢&) H Vijigiy — } a( rl Vil iyis rl Ui iy ).
(i1,ip,13)% t=4 (i1,1p,i3)% (i1,in,13)%
(4,5,6) (4,5,6) (1,2,3)

The notation V(s,s,) denotes the common zero set of the sections s,s,. Each product is taken
over all indices 1 < i} <i; < i3 < 6, except for those triples that are explicitly excluded. We
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consider a family of varieties defined as the scheme-theoretic intersection of the zero sets of two
sections, s; and s,, chosen from H%(O(D;)) and H°(O(D,)), respectively. The equation is written
in affine coordinates on the Cox space C''(!) — Z(IT), where Z(IT) is the toric irrelevant locus.

The symbols v; ;i u; i,i, are used both for ray generators (elements of I'1(1)°"") and for corre-
sponding variables in the Cox ring C[r : r € I1(1)8¢"], while all other symbols are merely param-
eters of the family %. More precisely, (&;,a;,a,,a3) € P2 = PHY(O(D,)) and (&,,a4,as,a6) € P =
PH®(O(D,)). Each fiber Y., is naturally a subvariety of IPr;. Note that u;,3 and vys6 are not
valid variables, as there are no ray generators denoted by those symbols. The symbol 6° denotes
the Kronecker symbol, which is equal to 1 when a = b and equal to 0 otherwise.

As stated in [BB96b], the family %  , is a mirror dual family to the complete intersection of
two cubic hypersurfaces in IP°. Specifically, the Hodge diamond of the smooth complete intersec-
tion of two cubics is mirror-symmetric to the Hodge diamond of a sufficiently generic fiber of the
family #¢ . . This follows from the [BB96a, Theorem 4.15]. The precise condition for genericity
is given in the proof of [BB96a, Theorem 4.10]: we require the fiber of the family to intersect all
toric strata of Py transversally.

Hence, for sufficiently generic parameters, we have h3’1’1(%1wa6) =1 (see [BB96a, Theorem
4.15]). The number h3~V'! can be interpreted as the expected number of parameters. Although
the family %, is 6-dimensional, we expect it to be effectively a 1-dimensional family. The
overabundance hints that the family might be parameterized inefficiently, and that many fibers
could actually be isomorphic. This is indeed the case: up to automorphisms, the family depends
only on the product a;...aq, at least whenever a; = 0.

Consider the family %;, = V(hy, h;), where hy and h; are defined by:

6,?1 +6f2+6f3 6;1 +(‘3§2+5§3
(18) hl 311[} | | u111213 : | | vi1i2i3 | | ui1i2i3 )’

(i1iyi3)% t=1 (iy,ip,i3)% (i1,0a,13)%

.....

(1,2,3) (4,5,6) (1,2,3)
6 5L+, +! St 45t 45!
) 3 1 2 3
(19) hy =31 l_l Viyiyis — Z ]_[ 1112i3 ]_[ Uiy ),
(i1,i0,i3)# t=4 (iy,iyi3)# (i1,ip,13)
(4,5,6) (4,5,6) (1,2,3)

where the parameter ¢ belongs to P!, the total space is % C IP;; xIP!, and the structural morphism
is f: & — PL. Since %y is a subfamily of % . , we continue to use the symbol " to denote both
the total space of the new family and the family itself.

It is also useful to write down the equations in toric coordinates:

(20) hilr, =3¢ —t; —ty—t3, hylyr, =3P —ty—t5—tg.

Specifically, we have %, N Ty = V(hil,, holm,) C Ty. We claim that the family %, qualifies
as the mirror dual family. This is a rather imprecise statement, since, in general, there is no
sufficiently broad and precise definition of "the mirror dual family” against which we can verify
this claim.

As we said before, a simple change of coordinates transforms the family #; . into the one-
dimensional family %, which aligns with our Hodge-theoretical expectations: the dimension of
the parameter space of the mirror dual family should be equal to 1. Subsequent constructions,
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especially Proposition 5.8, will further support the claim that this family deserves to be called the
mirror dual family to the complete intersection of two cubic hypersurfaces in IP° (or, at least, a
crepant desingularization of the mirror dual family). We list below the reasons why this family is
the right one:

e The general fiber is smooth, as shown in Theorem 4.1, and its Hodge diamond is mirror
dual to the Hodge diamond of a smooth intersection of two cubic hypersurfaces in P>, as
established in [BB96a, Theorem 4.15].

e The family is nontrivial and one-dimensional, which is what we expect from the mirror
dual family, since h3’1'1(8/l!,) =1 for general ¢, and this Hodge number equals the dimen-
sion of the tangent space to the deformation space of complex structures on %;,.

e The family has a maximal unipotent monodromy point, as shown in Proposition 5.8 — a
feature we expect any true mirror dual family to have.

e The family is obtained from the full overabundant Batyrev-Borisov family using only the
open torus coordinates, through what is arguably a natural pullback/change of coordi-
nates.

In the further considerations we will also need the family 2, with fibers 2, C Py , which
lives in Py and corresponds to the family %}, before the crepant desingularization procedure. So,
let 23y = V(ry,12), where

33 .33 33
r =3uy..ug — Uyv] — U5V5 — U3V3,

1y = 3Pvy..v6 — ui’vi’ - ugvg - ugvg,

ry € [(Py,,O(Dy,)), 1, € [(Py ,O(Dy,)).
These equations are expressed in terms of the Cox ring of the variety [Py . For the definitions of
the fan Yy and the divisors Dy , Dy, see Theorem 2.1. The canonical map
TC: IPH — IPZV
contracts the divisors V(u;j;) = Duijk and V(v;jx) = Dvijk to points (except when i = j = k), and
restricts to the canonical map 7 : %, — 2, for every i € P!. In Section 4 we study the geometry
of the family %, but we will also need a little bit of geometry of the family 2, as well, for the

future mirror symmetry developments. The next proposition shows that the variety 2, and the
total space 2" are normal.

Proposition 3.1. The following statements about the family 2, hold:

(1) The total space 2~ C Py x P! is a normal variety.
(2) The fiber Zy C Py is a normal variety.

Proof. To prove the first statement, we use Serre’s normality criterion, which states that 2" is
normal if and only if it satisfies conditions S, and R;. For the S, condition, note that 2" is even
Cohen-Macaulay since Py x IP! is, and .2 is a complete intersection inside IPy x IP!.

Due to the symmetry of the problem, it is enough to compute (spec C[U,]xP')N .2 only in the
cases when o is U; or C; 4. To verify the R; condition, we need to prove that the singular locus of
the following four affine algebraic C-schemes has dimension at most 2:

C[})l, veey }’6’ l,b]
(V2939495V6 — V3, 3091 — 1 =95 — 93,3 — 4 — V5 — V¢)

spec
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(]:[;Ul, <y V6r l/)]

(v1929495 ~ V35,3993 =91 =92~ 1,39y~ p4 —y5— 1)

C[})l, — V65 l,b_l ]
(293949596 = 97,391 = P11 +93 +93), 3= P71 (94 + 5+ Ye)

Cly1, v ']
(V1920495 — V390, 3v3 — 0 (01 + 92+ 1),3v6 - P~ (s + 95 + 1))
This can be verified by standard techniques.
To show that Z|) is normal, we again need to verify the S, and R; conditions. The S, condition

is automatically satisfied: Py, is Cohen-Macaulay, and Zj is a complete intersection. The R;
condition can be checked by computing the dimension of the singular locus of:

spec

spec

spec

Clyy,...r
spec - (91, ¥6] ’
(293949596 —¥1,—1 =2 = Y3, ~¥4 = V5~ J)
spec i (3]:[3/1'---’})6] '
(V1929495 ~ 9396 %1 Y2~ L—p4-p5-1)
As before, we can check these using standard techniques. O

4. GEOMETRY OF THE MIRROR FAMILY

This section focuses on computing the smooth fiber locus of the family #j,. For clarity, we

introduce the notation (¢ = exp(%”i) to denote a primitive sixth root of unity, and pg = {1, Cg,..., (2}

for the set of all sixth roots of unity. Additionally, we classify the singularities of the singular
fibers. We will summarize all the propositions which we aim to prove in a single theorem, both
for the sake of readability and to facilitate easier referencing:

Theorem 4.1. Let %, = V(hy, hy) be a family with i € P! and total space % C Py xIPL. The equations
hy and h; are defined by formulas (18), (19).
(1) The family %, is a one-dimensional flat family with parameter space P!,
(2) The total space of the family % C Pry x P is smooth, except for the points lying in %y C Y.
(3) When ) € pg U{0, 00}, the fiber %y, is smooth.
(4) When € pg, the fiber %, has a unique ordinary double point, which lies in %, N'Ty and has
coordinates (,..., ) € Ty.
(5) When ¢ =0, the fiber %y = Wy U Wy U W, is a union of three integral smooth components. The
components are defined by the equations:

Iily=o haly-o Holy=o iy lp=o
W0=V( b0, 2 )rW1=V(V123x v )1W2=V( v ru456)-
V123 U456 Uys6 V123

(6) The components Wy and W, are rational.

(7) WyNW, =0, but Wy Wy and Wy N\ W, are codimension one subvarieties of %.

(8) %y = WoyUWUW, is a simple normal crossing divisor in the total space %, which means that all
components are smooth (item 5) and locally around each point p € %, there is a neighborhood
of p € % such that % is given by an equation z,z,...zx = 0, for independent parameters z;.
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Points (1)—(4) follow directly from the Jacobian criterion. We therefore focus on points (5)—(8).
The next four propositions establish these points. We begin with the case ¢ = 0. In this case, we
can see that h is divisible by v;,3 and h, is divisible by 1455. We introduce the notation

We will also use ¢;, : I1(1)$" — Z for the function defined by

qbio(uijk) =5§0+5{0 +6ﬁ), qbio(vijk) =5§0+5{0 +6ﬁ).
Proposition 4.2. The variety % has three irreducible components, Wy, W, and Wy. They can be de-
scribed in terms of Cox homogeneous coordinates as

Wo = V (i1, ltp), Wy = V (v123,h12), Wy = V (I, ss6).

All three components are smooth.

Proof. The fan IT is smooth, so the Cox map C*M) — Z(IT) — Pry is smooth as well. This means
we can check the relevant properties directly at the level of the total Cox space C''(!) — Z(IT). By
setting ¢ = 0 in the equations (18) and (19), we obtain the following two equations:

3 St st st St L st st
CTT W 0k
11113 111p13 4

t=1 (iy,iy,13)% (i1,10,i3)%
(4,5,6) (1,2,3)
6 L +6L +51, 5L +5L +oL,
(1] vk | | whn ") =0
t=4 (i1,isi3)= (i1,ip,i3)#
(4,5,6) (1,2,3)

So, noticing that the first equation is divisible by v1,3 and the second by 1454, we can write:
Dy = V(vi23hy, taseh) = (V(h1) UV (0123) N (V(h2) UV (1g56)) =

= V(hy, hy) UV (hy, 1456) U V (123, 12) U V (0123, g56)-

We now prove that W, = V(h,uy5¢) and W, = V(vy,3,1,) are smooth. The only way W, could
be singular is if there exists a point p € V(h;, u456) such that (grad f11)|p = 0. This follows from the
Jacobian criterion and the observation that (grad uyse)l, (here, 1456 considered as monic polyno-
mial) has a 1 in the position corresponding to the variable 1454, while (grad ﬁl)lp has a 0 in that
same position. Therefore, the gradients are not collinear-by-nonzero-scalars, so, we should have
(gradle)Ip = 0. The existence of such a point p would imply the existence of a cone o € I'l(5) with
the following properties:

® uy56 € 0, which ensures that W, N U, = 0.
e There is a triple of not necessarily distinct u-ray generators ry,7,,73 € 08" — {uy5¢} such
that ¢1(r1) > 1,¢,(r2) > 1, and ¢p3(r3) > 1. This follows from the identities

ohy  ohy _ 9h 0
vy Ovyyy  dvazz
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One can check that no such cone exists: the first condition forces o to be a subcone of Uy, U,, or
Us and the second condition eliminates even those possibilities.

To prove the smoothness of the component W, = V(f,%,) we once again apply the Jacobian
criterion. For a point p € % to be singular either grad, hy =0, 0r grad, hy = 0, or both vectors are
not 0 at the point p and they are collinear-by-nonzero-scalars. We show that all three cases are
impossible.

Let

S ={rell(1)%":p" = 0}

be the set of vanishing coordinates of p. If S = () then the Cox morphism maps a point p to a point
in WyNTy, which cannot be singular, by an explicit computation in toric coordinates. Thus, S = 0.
For each j, define

Sj={rell(1)%*":p" = 0and ¢;(r) > 1}.

Then § =57 U...U Sq. )
Let’s start with the (gradhy)|,
V111, Y222,---» Vg6, WE CaN SEC that

= 0,(grad flz)lp # 0 case. Differentiating both equations along

ohy o,

—_—=..= =0.
vy, V666

This implies that S #0,..., S¢ # 0, which is impossible.
Now, consider the case when (grad hy)|, = 0. Let 0 = coneS. Let 68" := 08" —{v;3}. From the

condition (grad hy)l, = 0, it follows in particular that

ohy  ohy o
dviir dvyyy  dusss

b

=0.

Hence, we must have S; # 0,5, # 0,53 # 0. Therefore, the only possible case is when o C V; for
some i = 4,5,6. The second observation is that only one of the following three statements, for

r=4,5or 6:
IRZGES

peo-gen
can be true, since if two statements are true, the third is also true, since p should satisfy the

equation /1, = 0. But in such a case we would have a contradiction S; #0,..., S¢ # 0.
The final observation is the following: if

Y bilp)=2,
peagser

holds for some 1 < r < 3 and there is w € 8¢ with ¢,(w) > 1 and ¢s(w) > 1 for some 1 <5 < 3,
then

Ps(p) =2
peotgen
This follows from .
ohy
w0

and the assumption w # v ;3.
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There is no cone o €I1 that satisfies the three properties listed above. Notice, that the cone o =
cone{vy,3, V124, V224, V234} € I1 satisfies the three properties above if we replace 6 by o everywhere,
that is why our argument works for Wy = V(hy, h,) but not for % = V(hy, h,). O

Proposition 4.3. The components Wy and W, are rational.

Proof. In order to show the rationality of the component W;, we can establish an explicit iso-
morphism between an open set of IP> and one of the affine patches of W;. The rationality of the
component W, can be shown in a similar way. For W; = V/(vy,3, h;) take the cone

0 = cone{vy,3, V124, V224, V234, V235} € IL.

To obtain the corresponding equations for the variety U, N V(Vlzg,h—) one can simply set all
coordinates that are not in the cone o equal to 1. This yields:

Uy NV (v123,h3) = V(v123, V1242240234 + V235 + 1) C

C Uy = specClv123, V124, V224, V234, V235 ]
One can see that the variety is isomorphic to C3. The rationality of the component W, can be
checked analogously. O

Proposition 4.4. % is a simple normal crossing divisor inside the total space % . Moreover, the com-
ponents Wy, Wy and W, are connected smooth varieties, with Wy N W, = 0.

Proof. One can see that V(v;,3, y5¢) = 0. This follows from the fact that there is no cone o € I'l(5)
such that cone{vy,3, 56} C 0.

In order to show that % is a simple normal crossing divisor inside % notice that the variety
% C P x P! is described as the zero locus of the same equations (18), (19), only now i € P! is
treated as a variable rather than a fixed parameter. We want to check that the intersection WyNW;
is a simple normal crossing divisor inside %; for Wy N W,, the argument is the same.

In order to show that we have a simple normal crossing divisor, it is enough to prove that the
variety

Wo U Wy = V(hy, by, ) U V(vip3,hp, ) = V(R by, ) 0 (V123,710 1)

is equal to the variety V(h1v123) inside the variety % = V(hy,h;), in a nelghborhood of the points
of WyNWj. We can regard h, and vy,5 as local coordinates, since grad hy and gradvy,; are linearly
independent at every point. In other words we need to show the equality of the varieties:

V((h1, by, ) 0 (v123,h0,)) N U = V(hy, hy) NV (hyvi3) N U,

where U is a sufficiently small open neighborhood of a point in Wy N W;. The natural identifica-
tions lead us to

V(hyv123,h1,hy) = V(hyvios, 1, ha) = V(hyv123, 1, hytisse),
and near the points of Wy N Wy, the variable uy5¢ is invertible. Hence
V(hyv123, hytigse, ) = V(hyvi23, 1y, ) =

V(hy, ha, ) UV (v123, o, ).
Therefore, the two varieties are equal.
We already know that all three components Wj, W; and W, are smooth, as stated in Proposition
4.2. In order to show that they are irreducible, it is enough to show that they are connected.
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Consider the points p; = (W), p; = (W) in 2 (we use the notation .2 for the pre-resolution
variety introduced at the end of Section 3). The components W; = t~!(p;), W, = n~!(p,) are con-
nected due to Zariski’s connectedness theorem, which applies here because the variety 2 is nor-
mal, by Proposition 3.1.

We want to show that the component Wy, = V (/1, /1,) is connected. We argue that W is the strict
transform of 2, denoted 2;. Indeed, suppose that

WO:%uUEk,
k

where Ej are exceptional connected components. Since the entire fiber % is connected, each Ej
must intersect either Wy, Wy or W,. Any such intersection must be a singular point of %, and
hence must lie in Wy N W; or Wy N W,. But we know that these are normal crossings, where one

component comes from % and the other from W; or W,. Hence, all the E; must be empty. O

5. PicarRD-FUCHS EQUATION AND INFINITY

We begin by recalling the geometric setup. There is a smooth projective toric variety IPry, associ-
ated with a smooth complete fan I'l. The support of I lies in the real vector space Ng = N®IR, and
there is a canonical embedding of the torus Ty = N ®, C* into P;;. We consider a family of pro-
jective varieties %, over IP!, with total space % C Py x IP!, and structural morphism f : % — P!,
Each fiber % is a projective subvariety of IPr;. We denote by U = P! —{0,00,1, Cer-enr Cg} the open
subset where the fibers are smooth, where (g = exp(27i/6) is a primitive sixth root of unity. The
family %, = V(hy, hy) is defined by equations (18) and (19). We write Y7,y = V(hy), Y5,y = V(hy) for
the corresponding hypersurfaces in IPry, so by definition, %, = Yy 4, N Y3 y.

We will construct a homological cycle y(¢) € H3(%;) (see Corollary 5.5) such that

tube; 4 otube, 4 (¥ (1)) = (S1)°,

where (S')° € Hs(Ty — %) denotes a standard cycle defined by the equations [t;| = ... = [t5| =
|ts| = 1 in the torus Ty. See equations (28) and (27) for a description of the corresponding tube
maps. This cycle will allow us to construct a global top-form w = w(¢) € H3(@¢,C), which varies
holomorphically with the parameter .

We utilize the toric Euler form (), described, for example, in [CLS11, p369]. The form is defined
up to a sign +1, but once an ordering of the basis ty,...,t5 € M is fixed, this ambiguity is resolved.
We choose the ordering as written above. The form Q) is a differential 5-form on the Cox space
C() — Z(11). After dividing by a polynomial of the appropriate Cox degree, the form descends
to a differential form on IP;; with meromorphic poles. Consider the following family, over IP!, of
meromorphic differential forms on Pry:

(39)*Q
hih,

The factor 2 is introduced to ensure that the fiber at co behaves well. The restriction of this form
on the standard open torus Ty — (Y1,y U Y ) is

(21) w*(P) =

(39)° dn - dts

22 ° _ = )
(22) - o) (B —ta—ts—16)(3P -t —ty—13) ts
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where tq,...,t5,ts are standard characters on the torus Ty; see equation (1). The fiber w°(y) is
a global section of the sheaf Kp (Y] + Y y), where Yy 4, = V(hy) and Y, ,, = V(hy) are hypersur-
faces in IPry, and hy, h; are defined by equations (18), (19). Here, by Kp,, we mean the canonical
sheaf, also we will use Ky/p! for the relative canonical sheaf of the family %;,. By adjunction, the
restriction to %, defines an element of Ky, :

1
(23) w(h) = 2mip

We note that this can be described explicitly via Poincaré residues.

resy, resy, w° ().

Lemma 5.1. The section ¢ — w(1) corresponds to a global section of f.Ka /p1.

Proof. Consider the form w°Ad. Since dip is a (trivializing) section of Kp1(2[co]), this corresponds
to a top-form on IPr; x P! with simple poles along Y; and Y5, and a pole of order 2 at co, hence
of Kpxp1 (Y7 + Y3)(2[c0]). Restricting this sheaf to % and applying adjunction provides a natural
sequence of isomorphisms

(24) Kpxpt (Y1 + Y2)la (2[00]) = Ky (2[00]) = Ky ypr ® Kpp1 (2 - [o0]) = Ky ppr.

Hence this construction provides us with a global section of f,K/p:. The isomorphism (24) is
locally given by sending a top-form in Ky = Qg,,, to a section of Q3 , according to the rule:

2 /P!
n=n"Adp[y'].

This description makes sense around points where Q4 /p:1 is locally free, i.e. the smooth points of

%, and one sees by inspection that it is given by (23) for all i) with smooth &/,. O
For each fixed ¢ € U, the maps

(25) resYLw . HS(IPH - (Yl,lp U Y2’¢)) e H4(Yl,l[1 - 9/1;;);

(26) resy,, : H4(Y1,y - %) — H (%)

are dual to the tube maps

(27) tUbeLlp . H4(Y1JP — @w) = HS(H)H — (Yl,l[J U YZ,I!)))'

(28) tUbez’w : H3(g¢) g H4(Y1’¢, - gl‘l))

By the previous lemma, both maps can be upgraded to the maps in families over whole IP!.
Here, cohomology groups are de Rham cohomology with compact support, while homology refers
to Borel-Moore homology. Both cohomology and homology groups are taken with coefficients in
C.

5.1. Existence of a cycle. The goal of this subsection (see Corollary 5.5) is to construct a homo-
logical cycle y(¢) € H3(%;) such that

tube; 4 otube, 4 (¥ (1)) = (S')°,

where (S1)° e Hs(Ty—%,,) denotes a standard cycle defined by the equations [t = ... = |t5| = [tg| = 1
in the torus Ty. The proof of the existence of such a cycle appears to be omitted from the related
literature, so we include it for the sake of completeness.
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In the following proposition, we will study the cycle (S!)® in Ty C Py given by [t;| = 1, where
t; are the toric coordinates of Ty . For || > 1, neither of the equations in (20) have solutions with
|t;| =1, soin fact (S1)° C Ty \ (Y1, UYsy).
Lemma 5.2. For every i € U, the following diagram

4

Hg(Pr1 - %) > Hs(IPrp — (Y1,p U Y2,))
wh Hy(Y1,y - %)
ubey, tuby

H3(%)

commutes. Here, 6 is the Mayer-Vietoris homomorphism, and %y, = Y1 4, N Y,y is the smooth complete
intersection of the smooth hypersurfaces Y y and Y3 y.

Proof. Fix . Let C> = U C IP° be a local patch such that U N Y1, U N Yy are locally defined by
equations z; = 0, z; = 0 respectively. Let ¢ € Z3(%,) be any 3-cycle. We have:

tubey (c) N U = {lz;| =1} x {0} x (cN U) € S' x {0} x C?,
tube; g otubey y(c) N U = {lz1] = |25 = 1} x (cNU) € ' x S x C?,
tube (c) ={lz1|+]z2| =2} x (cNU) C B*x B?x C3.

Here, B2 denotes the ball in C with radius 2. We also think of ¢ N\ U as a subset of C3. In these
local coordinates, define two chains:

El = {|21| > 1r|21|+|22| = 2}X(Cﬂ U),

Yy ={lzol 2 L|z1| +|z2] = 2} x (c N V).
Note that tubey(c) = X1 + X, so we see that dtubey(c) = atubell,(c) = tubey,y otubej y(c) and the
claim follows. O

Lemma 5.3. To verify that a cycle y € Hs(IPr; — (Y1,y U Y3 ) lies in the image of tubey y otube; y, it
suffices to find a cycle z € Hg(IPr; — %) such that 6(z) = y and i.[z] = 0, where i : Pry — %, — Py is the
canonical open embedding. Here, 6 is the Mayer-Vietoris homomorphism.

Proof. By writing the long exact sequence of relative homology for the pair (P,IP - %), we get:
(29) e ™ H7(IPH, IPH - g]‘/l,b) d Hé(lpn - %) d H6(IPH) g H6(IPH, IPH - %) — ...

Applying Poincaré-Lefschetz and Poincaré duality, we find that H;(Pr, Prp — %) = Hs(%) =
H3(%), and under these identifications, the first morphism in the sequence above is isomorphic
to the tube map:

tube,
H3(g¢) —_— H6(IPH - gl,l))

It follows that the image of tubey, is the kernel of the map Hg(IPr; — %}y) — He(IPy). By Lemma 5.2,
we know that o o tube, = tube; y otube; ;,, which completes the proof. O
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Lemma 5.4. For every i € U such that | > 1, there exists a cycle y € H3(%),) such that
tube; 4 otubey () = (S')°,
where (S')° € H5(IP - (Y1,p U Y y)) is a 5-cycle defined by the equations |t|| = ... = |t5| = 1 in Ty.

Proof. We will write Y1, Y, IP instead of Yy, Y, 4, Pr; throughout the proof. We will follow the
strategy used in the proof of Theorem 5.3 by constructing the cycle explicitly. Let us define two
cones, which are maximal cones of the fan IT:

o1 =cone(vy11,V112, V113, V114, V115) € I,

0y = cone(Uze6, U366, Ua6er U566, Uses) € T1.
The dual cones to the cones above are:

o) = cone((-1,-2,-2,-2,-2,0)7,(0,1,0,0,0,0)7,(0,0,1,0,0,0)7,
(1,1,1,2,1,0)7,(1,1,1,1,2,0)7) c Mg,
oy = cone((-1,1,0,0,0,0)7,(-1,0,1,0,0,0)7,(0,0,0,1,0,0)”
(0,0,0,0,1,0)7,(1,-1,-1,-1,-1,0)7) c M.
With the given ordering of the generators of the dual cones, we introduce coordinates:
Uy := Uy, =specC[M N oy] =specClxy, ..., X5],

U, := Uy, = specC[M N oy ] = specC[yy, ..., 5].
The ordering of the coordinates corresponds to the given ordering of the generators of the dual
cones. For example, x3 = 3,9, = % Note that since o7 N0y = 0, we have U; N U, = Ty. We
define our cycle as the sum of two parts z = z; + z, such that suppz; c U; - Y; c P-Y; and
suppzy C Up — Y, CP—Y,. Hence supp(z; +23) CIP - %), and 6(z; +23) = d(z1)-
We now define:
z1 ={(x1,.,x5) € Uyt Ixq| < 1, x| = |x3] = [x4| = [x5] = 1},

2 ={(¥1,-95) € Uzt 91l < L, [pal = lys| = lyal = lys| = 1},
z=21+2;.

Notice that it is indeed a cycle, which means that d(z; + z,) = [(S!)?] - [(S!)°] = 0, the minus
sign comes from the fact that the canonical embedding Ty, — U, is orientation-reversing. Notice
that we have the identity §(z) = d(z;) = (S!)°, by definition of the Mayer-Vietoris homomorphism.
Indeed, the Mayer-Vietoris homomorphism sends the cycle z = z; + z, supported on (U; — Y;)U
(Uy—Y;), with z; supported on the U; —Y; and z, supported on the U, —Y;, to the boundary of z;,
which is supported on the (U; — Y7) N (U, — Y)).

To check that suppz; € U; — Y; we have to compute equations that define the variety Y; N U;.
The computation gives us

311b—t1—t2—t3 :O,
3 - xfx%x%xixg —Xp—x3=0,
assuming that (xq,...,x5) € suppz; and (xy,...,x5) € Y; N Uy, we can deduce
3 = xfx%x%xix% + x5 + x3,

2.2.0.2
3Jypl < Ixxgxgxgad] + |xal + |xs] < 3,
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which contradicts the assumption that [ip| > 1. Notice that the inequality |x;| < 1 follows from the
assumption (xy,...,x5) € supp z; and definition of z;. Analogously, to prove supp(z;) C U, — Y,, we
must write equations that define Y, N U,. The computation gives us

3lp—t4—t5—t6:0,

3¢ ~ya—y5 - y1v3¥39195 = 0,
the same sort of reasoning shows that supp(z;) C U, — Y5.

The last thing we have to check is that the cycle z = z; + z; is 0 as an element of Hgz(IP). By
Poincaré duality, [z] = 0 iff PD([z])PD([y]) = 0 for all [y] € Hy(IP), where PD : H;(IP) — H""'(IP)
is the Poincaré duality map. Since the cohomology ring of a complete smooth toric variety is
generated by H?(IP), it is enough to check that PD([z])PD([Dy, )PD([D,,])PD([D,,]) = 0 for any
P1,P2, p3 € I1(1). We can check this statement using intersection theory on smooth manifolds.

Intersection theory on smooth manifolds shows that PD(z)PD([D,]) = 0 when p € o1(1) U 0,(1),
since suppz C Uy U U,. Thus, we assume that py, p;,p3 € 01(1) Uo,(1). A direct computation in
coordinates shows that

V(xy)N(suppz) =0,..., V(x5) N (suppz) =0,

V(yy) N (suppz)=0,..., V(ys) N (suppz) =0.
Indeed, to check, for example, that V(x,) N (supp z) = 0 we have to verify that V(x;) N (suppz;) =0
and V(x,) N (suppzy) = 0. The statement V(x,) N (suppz;) = 0 is equivalent to the statement that
the system

Xy = 0,|x1| < 1,|X2| =..= |X5| =1
has no solutions, and similarly, the statement V(x;) N (suppz;) = 0 is equivalent to the non-
existence of solutions to:

x3=0,lp1l < L|yol = ... =lys| = 1.
A computation shows that x, = 9,93y, 'y=? (on Ty), so there are indeed no solutions.

Thus, the identity PD(z)PD([D,]) = 0 holds for all torus-invariant irreducible Weil divisors D,
except, possibly, two: the one which has equation x; = 0 when restricted to U;, and the one which
has equation y; = 0 when restricted to U,. Hence, it is enough to show that PD(z)PD([y; =0]) =0
and PD(z)PD([x; = 0]) = 0, where, abusing notation, we write [x; = 0] (resp. [y; = 0]) for the
homological class of the unique toric-invariant Weil divisor [D, ] such that D, N Uj (resp. D, N U,)
has equation x; = 0 (resp. y; = 0).

Let us prove the first identity. Using intersection theory, we obtain

PD(z)PD([x; = 0]) = PD([supp(2) N {(x,...,x5)" € Uy : x = 0}]) =

= PD([{(0,x2,... x5)T € Uj t |x5| = ... = |x5] = 1}]).
This equality holds because suppz N V(x;) = suppz; N [x; = 0] set-theoretically, and suppz; in-
tersects [x; = 0] transversally. The cycle z; N [x; = 0] is homologous to 0, as is any positive-
dimensional cycle with support in U;. Hence, we have PD(z)PD([x; = 0]) = 0. The equality
PD(z)PD([y; = 0]) = 0 can be proved analogously. O

Corollary 5.5. For any open set W C U N {|| > 1}, there exists a section y € T(W,(R! £,C)V) such
that, tube; , otube, , (Y (¢)) = (S1)° for each p € W.
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We consider the period along the constructed cycle:

o _ o _ N (B L e
(30) O, := Lw RTE J(sl)S w° = (n1)p (3y)~"".

n>0

The first equality follows from the definition of w, given in (22). The class w € H? (%) is a (double)
residue, and the residue is a map dual to the (double) tube map — hence the first equality in (30).
One can use the geometric expansion

= Z(3¢)_k_l(t1 +ty+t3) by + 5 + )

1-h bt fa I
30 39 30 39 30 39 k0

Only the terms (t;...ts)° = 1 (with coefficient (31)~%%) will survive integrating via the Cauchy for-
mula. A combinatorial counting argument shows that the expression

(b +ty +13)> (tg + ts + tg) >

includes a term
35)!(3s)!
%(tl...%)s

in its monomial expansion. This is a good time to introduce the new coordinate

(31) z=(3)7°,

since we can see from (30), that our period depends only on the variable z. The period (30) encodes
significant about the family, and we will make extensive use of it in the following discussion. In
the z-coordinate, the smooth fiber locus looks like V = P! — {0, 00,37°}.

5.2. Irreducibility of Picard-Fuchs. Let U = P! — ({0, 00} U y6) be the locus of smooth fibers, and
let £ := Oy ®¢ R*£,C be the algebraic coherent free Oy;-module equipped with an algebraic flat
Gauss-Manin connection V: £ — Qb ®o, €. Let £(1) be the fiber of £ over the point 1; sometimes
H 3(@4,) will be used instead, since the two vector spaces are canonically isomorphic.

We will need the Hodge numbers of %, for i € U. Since the family %/, was constructed as a
(crepant desingularization of a) Batyrev—Borisov mirror dual to the intersection of two cubics in
IP>. We can use the computations of the Hodge numbers for the intersection of two general cubics
in P> and [BB96a, Theorem 4.15], in order to obtain the Hodge numbers for %. The precise
statement: we have h?1(%;,) = 1 for every ¢ € U and every p+q = 3.

Let T = Ty, : E(Pg) — E(hg) be the local monodromy operator near the point co, where ¢, €
D, —{oo} ={tp € U : || > 1} is a fixed distinguished point. To prove that oo is a point of maximal
unipotent monodromy, means that T is unipotent and log T is a nilpotent operator of the maximal
possible degree. In other words, the Jordan normal form of the operator T consists of a single
Jordan block with the eigenvalue 1. Following [Mor92], we will extract information about the
operator T from the Picard-Fuchs equation, that we will introduce shortly.

Consider the following differential operator:

2

1\ 2 d
(32) L:D4—362(D+§) (D+§) , D=z_-orD=zVy,
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or, equivalently, in terms of the coordinate 1,

d
dy
The operator has degree 4. In Theorem 5.6, we will show that it is the minimal-degree operator
that annihilates the form w — a property that defines the Picard-Fuchs operator. The associated

differential equation L[¢] = 0 is known as the Picard-Fuchs equation. It can be verified directly
using the Taylor series expansion (30) that

(34) L[®o] =0,

(33) L= (Q*-9*(Q-27(Q-47), Q=9 orQ=yV,.

where @ is the holomorphic period defined in (30).

Depending on the context, it may be more natural to express the operator in terms of the z-
coordinate or the i-coordinate, which is why both expressions are provided. We will show that
L annihilates the section w and that L can’t be decomposed into a product of two differential
operators with coefficients in C(z). Such operators are called irreducible. Thus, L is the irreducible
differential operator that annihilates w.

Let

“dz

be the ring of polynomial differential operators with coefficients in C(z). The ring A is a left
Euclidean ring. Recall that a differential operator L in A is irreducible if it cannot be written as
a product P - Q, where P,Q are non-trivial polynomial differential operators with coefficients in
C(z) =Clz,z7',(z-37%)7"].

The following proposition is essentially [Kat90, Proposition 2.11.9(2), @ = 37°]: the operator
L is irreducible as an element of A. From this and some considerations on Yukawa couplings
computation one can show:

A:C(z)[ d]

Theorem 5.6. The equation Lw = 0 holds. The classes
D'w(z),i=0,...,3
form a basis of £(z) for each z€ V.
Proof. By a computation of the Hodge numbers, there exists a C(z)-linear dependence of the form
ayw+a1Dw+...+ a4D4w =0,
for some a; € C(z). Hence, there exists an operator
P=ay+aD..+ a4D4

satisfying P(w) = 0. Furthermore, we assume that P has minimal possible order among all nonzero
differential operators with coefficients in C(z) that annihilate w, and that P is monic — that is,
leading coefficient is equal to 1. Note that degP < degL = 4.

Integrating the equation P(w) = 0 along the cycle y, we obtain

Af -
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hence, P(®y) = 0. The period @, defined in (30), is holomorphic when z < 37°. By the definition
of P, we find the identity P(®j) = 0. As observed in (34), we have both P(®y) = 0 and L(Dj) = 0
when z < 376,

We apply the Euclidean algorithm in the left Euclidean ring A to show that L = gP for some
q € C(z). We write L = gP +r for some q,r € A with degr < degP < 4. Here, degr (or deg P) refers
to the order of r (or P) as a differential operator. Since L(®P;) = 0 and P(Py) = 0, it follows that
7’((1)0) =0.

If r =0, then degg = 0, since degq # 0 would contradict the irreducability of L in A, in that case,
we have L = gP for some g € C(z), which is precisely what we want.

If r # 0, we can repeat the argument with the pair (L,r) instead of (L,P), constructing a new
decomposition L = g7+ r;. We repeat the process until the remainder r; is 0. After at most 4
steps, we conclude that L = g.r, for some g,,7, € A with degq. + degr. = 4. Remainders r; cannot
be nonzero of degree 0 at any step, since this would imply ;@ = 0 for some nonzero r; € C(z)*.
Thus, we have degr, > 1. If degq. > 1 as well, we obtain a contradiction with the fact that L is
irreducible, so degg, = 0. Hence, L = gP for some function g € C(z)*.

To show that w(z),..., D3w(z) form a basis of £(z), we can consider a Yukawa coupling. In [BvS95,
Section 5.6.1], it was shown that

Y(z) = f wAD%w,
%,

1( 2-3%
DY =—=|- Y,
2( 1—362)
1
1-367

Y=C

for some nonzero constant C.

The statement that w(z),..., D>w(z) form a basis of £(z) is equivalent to the condition that 0 =
[D3w(zg)] in the quotient FOE/F1£(zy), where F*E denotes the Hodge filtration on € and [D3w]
represents the corresponding quotient class. Indeed, Griffiths transversality ensures that D'w €
[(V,F37€), and Hodge number computation shows that rank F*&/Fk1¢€ = 1. O

The following corollary shows that the statements corresponding to Theorem 5.6 hold over U,
i.e., in the variable .

Corollary 5.7. The global section w € T(U, &) satisfies the equation Lw = 0. The elements D' w(y),i =
0,...,3, form a basis of £() for each y € U. Hence, L is the Picard—Fuchs operator associated with w.

Using the knowledge of the Picard-Fuchs equation and [Mor92, Section 1, Corollary], we can
deduce.

Proposition 5.8. The local system R f,C has maximally unipotent local monodromy near co.

6. 01s A K-poINT

In this section we investigate the special fiber %, from a Hodge-theoretical perspective. For the
purposes of this discussion, we define K-point as a point where the local monodromy is unipotent
and has two Jordan blocks of size two. Points in the parameter space corresponding to fibers with
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this property are sometimes referred to as K-points; see, for example, [DHT17]. We denote the
Hodge—Deligne numbers of the limiting mixed Hodge structure near a point a by

(35) WPl = WPA(HP ) =dimg GriGr)Y H

lim,a p+q-"lim,a’

In this section, we will prove that the Hodge-Deligne diamond of the limiting mixed Hodge struc-
ture near the 0 point is as follows:

0
0 0
1 0 1
0 0 0 0
1 0 1
0 0
0

(see Theorem 6.5). This indicates that the special fiber of the mirror family %, corresponding to
the complete intersection of two cubics, has a new feature compared to the mirror family to the
hypersurface in IP”, which has been studied in [EFiMM?22]. The main theorem of the section is
Theorem 6.5.

Analogously to the usual Hodge diamond, we consider the Hodge-Deligne diamond of Hﬁ.’m,
with the numbers h”7 defined as in (35):

h3,3
h3,2 h2,3
h3,1 h2,2 h1,3
h3,0 h2,1 h1,2 h0,3
h2’0 hl,l hO,Z
hl,O hO,l
hoo,

The diamond is symmetric with respect to both the vertical and horizontal axes. We also remind
the reader that the differential operator

1\ L 1\ 1 2y?
(- (or e
(6Q) v oeQr3) 693
d
Q - Eb@;
annihilates the section w(y) for every ¢ € U, where, U = IP! —({0, co} U ) is the smooth fiber locus
of the family #,,. The section w is defined by the formula (23). Thus, the operator PoQ*—(Q -

2)?(Q-4)? annihilates the section w(1), 1 € U, and the operator 1°(Q+2)*—Q?(Q-2)? annihilates
the section 1 ~?w(1), for all 1 € U. Let us define

6
1
(36) R:= Ld
1 -6 1— S
The normalization is chosen in such a way to ensure that the leading coefficient is equal to 1. We
begin by proving that the local system R3f,C has a unipotent monodromy near 0. Let N = log T;

(Q+2)*- Q*(Q-2)%
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note that:

N?(N-2)?>=0,
which is the operator R evaluated at the point ¢ = 0. Since N is a nilpotent operator, it follows
that N2 = 0. Again, using [Mor92, Corollary p.6] we can deduce:

Lemma 6.1. The local system of analytic solutions to the equation

®°(Q+2)*-Q%(Q-2?)(f]=0
on the punctured disk 0 < [ip| < 1 has unipotent monodromy. Hence, the local monodromy of the local
system R3 f,C near 0 is unipotent as well.

The vector bundle £ = R?f,C ®¢ Oy has a Hodge filtration by vector subbundles:
FecFPecFlecFIeE=¢,

which comes from the Hodge filtration of cohomology of fiber. Let D = {|i)| < 1} c P! be the
analytic disk centered at 0. Since the local monodromy is unipotent, the Deligne extension of
F3Eis f.Ky,p by [Kol86, Theorem 2.6]. The fiber at 0 of this sheaf is nothing but HO(ZZ/O,K%).
This is likewise the definition of F 3H3m'0 in [Ste77]. This description is useful for the following
statement:

Lemma 6.2. The class (31))~>w extends as a holomorphic section over the Deligne extension of £, and
((39)2w)(0) # 0 as an element of H>

lim,0"

Proof. Recall that the factor 1> was introduced merely to ensure that w behaves well near co. It
then follows from the construction and the discussion surrounding Lemma 5.1 that 2w defines
a section of f,Ky,p, which proves the first part of the lemma. Now, from the discussion preceding
the lemma, it suffices to show that the class is nonzero in HO(K%). For this, it is enough to verify
that its restriction to Ky is nonzero, where 25" — % is the natural inclusion of the nonsingular
locus.

Over this locus, the sheaf Ky can be described in terms of holomorphic top forms via the
adjunction formula realized through Poincaré residues. Since this locus is contained in the open
torus, we can compute (34})‘2w|¢:0 in toric coordinates using the formula (22). For simplicity of
notation, we write Y7, Y, instead of Y7 o, Y, o and we assume that i) = 0 throughout the computation
except for the initial multiplication by (31)~2. We have:

_ 1 dty dts
31) 20| - = — A A—.
B @ n-non) = G T T B vt t5
Note that for each 1 <i <j <5, we have:
dt; /\dtj

d(tl + t2+t3)/\d(t4+t5 +t6) =

Jac(ty +ty + t3,ty + t5 + tg;ty, )

where tg is treated as a function of ty,...,t5 (see equation (1)). To show that the form is nonzero
and well-defined at every point, we must choose appropriate i,j for every point p € Ty N %,
such that Jac(t; +t; + t3,t4 + t5 + tg; t;, 1) is nonzero at the point p. This is indeed possible. For
1 <i<j<3,Jac(t; +tp+13,t4+15+ts;t;,t;) vanishes only along t; = t;. However, there is no point
where t1 =t) =1t30n %ﬁTN = V(tl +1iy+ 13,14+ 15 +t6) CTN.
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To conclude, we need to prove that this is nonzero as a form on %; = Y; N'Y,. But this easily
follows from the fact that this computation is over the smooth locus of % =Y; N Y,. O

It will also be useful to state an analogous result for ¢ = co, which will be needed in subsequent
developments.

Lemma 6.3. w(c0) # 0 as an element ofH13im o

Proof. The proof is analogous to that of the previous lemma and is omitted. O

Proposition 6.4. A fundamental system of solutions to the equation
R[¢]=0
consists of four linearly independent, multivalued solutions:
ag, by +log(y)ag, ay, by +log(ip)a,

where ay,a,, by, b, are holomorphic in a neighborhood of 0.
Proof. After algebraic expansion of the expression (36), we obtain

8l +4 241;;6—4(22 3298 169°

16 1—b 1-96~ 1-9b
Q%(Q-2) - 5(12Q%+20Q% +32Q + 16) — »'?(12Q% + 20Q% + 32Q + 16) +...

Note that this is the same operator as L, but properly normalized. We did this to ensure that the
leading coefficient is equal to 1. We will use the Frobenius method. For a detailed exposition
of the method, see [CL55, Chapter 4, Section 8]. The indicial equation in this case is d(A) =
A2(1—-2)2. Following the method, we aim to find the formal series ¢ (1) = P+ M+ such
that R[¢ ()] = d(1)pp*. Formally applying the operator R to ¢ (1), we obtain the formal series

Ripa(®)] = 9 d(A)+
PAO(d(A+6)cg — (124% +20A% + 321+ 16)) +...
The coefficients of the solution can be constructed recursively, so that

(1243 + 2042 + 321 + 16)yp*0
(A+6)2(1+4)?

Q* Q-

pr=9pt+
It is a formal series with coefficients in C()) that satisfies R[¢,] = d(1)ip*. The zeros of the de-
nominators of the coefficients lie in the set
{...,—18,-16,-12,-10,-6,—4}.

Hence ¢y and ¢, are well-defined solutions. Two additional solutions are obtained by differenti-
ating ¢, with respect to A and evaluating at A =0 and A = 2. O

Let T be a local monodromy operator near 0, and N = log T its logarithm. The following theo-
rem states basically that the 0 point is a K point.
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Theorem 6.5. The Hodge—Deligne diamond of the limit mixed Hodge structure near the point i = 0 for
the family %, is given by:

0
0 0
1 0 1
0 0 0 0
1 0 1
0 0
0.

Proof. We know that N® = N2 = 0, see discussion at the beginning of this section, from this follows
T = 1+N. Also we know that the operator N : GrvakHl?mo — Grsmingm o is an isomorphism
[Sch73, Lemma 6.4]. Hence, the rows 0, 1, 5, and 6 of the Deligne-Hodge diamond are zero.

Furthermore, according to [Sch73, Lemma 6.4], we know that
N : Gry' Hijpy o = 613" Higpy
is an isomorphism. Additionally, from explicit computation of Hodge numbers, we know that
dim Gr}Hﬁ’mlo =1

fori =0,1,2,3. For combinatorial reasons, only three possibilities remain:

0
0 0
1 0 1
0 0 0 0
1 0 1
0 0
0
or
0
0 0
0 1 0
1 0 0 1
0 1 0
0 0
0
or
0
0 0
0 0 0
1 1 1 1
0 0 0
0 0
0.

We will show that if there exist two linearly independent multivalued (with non-removable
singularities at 0) solutions, wy and w3, in a punctured neighborhood of 0 for the equation R[w] =
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0, then the first possibility is realized. Suppose yy,..., 3 form a multivalued basis of the local
system (R?f,C)" on a punctured disk 0 < |i)| < 1, which is adapted to the weight filtration W, C

.. CWg = Hgm’o. Let @ = (3Y)~%2w. Then we have
~ lo .\ lo -
wi = (y,0)=|yi- zingyi,a) + i:b (Ny;, @).
The functions (y; — l;’%Nyi, @) and (Ny;, @) are both holomorphic at 0, since they are pairings of

holomorphic objects that extend over 0. Indeed, by Lemma 6.2 @ is naturally defined at 0; the

cycle y; — lg%Nyi is invariant under local monodromy, since N? = 0; and Ny is also invariant

under local monodromy, again because N2 =0. Thus, the solutions w;, can be listed as:
wo = ag, wy = by +aglog,w, =ay, w3 =by +a,logy,

where all functions ag, by, a,,b, are holomorphic in a neighborhood of ¢ = 0. Since a; # 0, it
follows that Ny; # 0. Given that w, ..., w3 form a fundamental system of solutions of the equation
L¢ =0, as stated in Proposition 6.4, we conclude that there are two linearly independent solutions
whose logarithmic parts are nonzero. This implies that there are two linearly independent cycles
— specifically 1 and y3, such that Ny; # 0 and Ny3 = 0.

So, we have proven Ny; # 0 and Ny3; # 0. The remaining task is to show that Ny = 0 implies
GryY(Ny) # 0 for y € Wy. Passing to the contrapositive: if Gr)' [Ny] =0, then Ny = 0 for y € Wj.
Indeed, the condition Gr2W [Ny] = 0 implies Ny € Wy, but since W; = 0, it follows that Ny =0,
and thus the implication holds. O
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