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ABSTRACT: We consider the connection between two constructions of the mirror partner
for the Calabi-Yau orbifold. This orbifold is defined as a quotient by some suitable
subgroup G of the phase symmetries of the hypersurface X}, in the weighted projective
space, cut out by a quasi-homogeneous polynomial Wj,;. The first, Berglund-Hiibsch-
Krawitz (BHK) construction, uses another weighted projective space and the quotient
of a new hypersurface X,,r inside it by some dual group G?. In the second, Batyrev
construction, the mirror partner is constructed as a hypersurface in the toric variety
defined by the reflexive polytope dual to the polytope associated with the original Calabi-
Yau orbifold. We give a simple evidence of the equivalence of these two constructions.
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1 Introduction

Mirror symmetry provides a geometrical connection between a pair of algebraic man-
ifolds and has been studied for decades. According to mirror conjecture for a pair of
Calabi-Yau threefolds (X,Y") there is an isomorphism of the cohomologies

HP(X,C) = H*P9(Y,C). (1.1)

Calabi-Yau manifolds X and Y, being complex and Kéahler manifolds, allow deformations
of complex and Kéhler structures. Thus, moduli space of complex Mq(X) and Kéhler
My (X) structure deformations arise [1]. The mirror symmetry can be interpreted as
matching the Special geometries [2], on the moduli spaces

Mco(X) ~ Mg(Y), Mg(X)~ Ms(Y), (1.2)
and the equality of their dimensions (or the Hodge numbers)
ho1(X) = h11(Y),  hot(Y) = hy1(X). (1.3)

In this paper we consider Calabi-Yau manifolds cut out by quasi-homogeneous poly-

W (z) = ZHQ;;” (1.4)

nomial

in a weighted projective space

P?kl,kg,kg,k4,k5) = {(1’17 e 7375) eC \ {0} ’ ZTi~ )\kl’z} (1-5)

Such polynomials are also called invertible, meaning the number of monomials is equal to
the number of variables, also the polynomial satisfy the following conditions:

(i) the matrix M is integer, and invertible;



(ii) the polynomial W), is quasi-homogeneous, i.e., there exist positive integers k; (weights
of the projective space), and d (degree), such that

5
S Mykj=d=> ki, Vi (1.6)

(iii) the polynomial W), is a non-degenerate potential away from the origin. It follows
that the Wj; must be a sum of invertable potentials of one of three atomic types:
Fermat, loop, or chain [3].

These facts provide that the W), defines a Calabi-Yau manifold. Note some useful prop-
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erties of the matrix M, and their inverse matrix B = M There also exist positive

integer numbers k;, and d such that

5 5
> kiMy=d=>) k, Vi (1.7)

Using the quasi-homogeneity condition (1.6),(1.7) and the definition ), B;M,;; = §;; one
can obtain the relations

5
k;
ZBU = (1.8)
7j=1

and

s (1.9)

&\| I

5
> Bi=
i=1

Calabi-Yau X, allows the deformation of complex structure. In terms of the poly-
nomials, it is realized as a deformation of the Wj,. Thus the full family of X}, is given

by zero locus of
h

5 5
W)=Y [[27" + D eaeala), (1.10)
i=1 j=1 s=1
where e, are also quasi-homogeneous and form the basis in the space of deformations of
complex structure. The ¢ are moduli of complex structure, and h is the Hodge number
of the family X,,.
In this paper we present a simple verification of the equivalence between Berglund —
Hiibsch — Krawitz and Batyrev constructions for mirror symmetry. Berglund and Hiibsch
proposed [4] that the mirror partner for the hypersurface X, is related to the hypersurface

Xyr cut out by
5 5

Wyr(z) =3 [« (1.11)
i=1 j=1

in another weighted projective space IP’?‘/E1 oo oy Joa ) They suggested that the mirror of X,



is realized as a quotient of X, by some subgroup of the phase symmetries of the Wj,r.
This approach has been generalized by Krawitz [5]. The construction starts with the
polynomial Wy, and the hypersurface X,;. Let SL(M) be the group of phase symmetries
preserving H>°(X ), and Jy, € SL(M) — its subgroup that consists of the phase sym-
metries induced by C* action on IP"(lkhk%kS’kms). Choose a group Gq to be some subgroup
of SL(M) containing Jy;. It was shown that the quotient space Z(M,G) := X//G is a
Calabi-Yau orbifold, where G = G/ Jys. A similar procedure can be applied to the trans-
posed polynomial Wy,r to obtain Calabi-Yau orbifold Z(M”,GT) := X;r/GT. Krawitz
has shown how to choose the dual group G” such that Z(M,G) and Z(MT,GT) form a
mirror pair on the level of cohomologies [5], see also [6-8]. We describe this construction
in more detail in the next section.

On the other hand, following Batyrev [9], we can build a mirror of the original orb-
ifold as follows. The superpotential Wy, after adding to it admissible, that is invariant
with respect to the group G, quasi-homogeneous monomials, that correspond to defor-
mation of the conformal structure, defines a set of vectors V, € Z5. These vectors are
the exponents of the monomials in W), and its admissible deformations. The 17,1, af-
ter subtracting the vector vy with components (1,1,1,1,1) from each of them, begin to
belong to the four-dimensional sublattice, determined by its orthogonahty to the vector
ko= (k1, ko, k3, k4, k5). Moreover, more precisely, the vectors V’ = V — g lie in a sublat-
tice of the L, since they satisfy additional constraints, namely, they correspond only to the
G-invariant monomials. The lattice points V', consist the Batyrev reflexive polyhedron
A(M, @) for the orbifold Z(M,G). On the other hand, the vectors V', correspond to the
edges of the fan for the dual reflexive polyhedron. Having the data of the fan, we build
the mirror for the Z(M, G), let us call it Y, in two steps. First, we construct the toric
variety T [9, 10]. On the second step, we find the homogeneous polynomial WY whose
critical locus cut out a hypersurface which is nothing but the mirror manifold Y. After
that, by reducing the toric variety 1" to a weighted projective space P(E oo s oa ) which
appears in the BHK construction, we demonstrate that the results of the two construc—
tions coincide. The "strong parallel between the Berglund-Hiibsch-Krawitz and Batyrev
mirror symmetry”, based on Landau-Ginzburg/Calabi-Yau correspondence, was stated
by Clader and Ruan in [8]. In this paper we confirm exactly the equivalence of these
two constructions by the explicit computation for the CY orbifolds connected with the
invertible singularities.

In Section 2, we fix notations and give a short review of the BHK mirror construction.
In Section 3, we formulate a version of the Batyrev approach for constructing mirror
orbifolds and show its equivalence to the BHK construction.



2 Berglund—Hiibsch—Krawitz mirror construction

Let Calabi-Yau hypersurface X;; be defined in P?kl,kz,kg, Fa ks) by zero locus of

W (z) = ZH%M“. (2.1)

Taking into account the quasi-homogeneity of W), we obtain that it is invariant under
the action of the group Jy; generated by the following action

x> Wl wl=1. (2.2)

Moreover, the polynomial Wj; has a larger group of diagonal automorphisms
AU_t(M) = {()\1, e )\5) € (C*)5 | WM<)\1.§L’1, e )\5.1’5) = WM(.’El, ce ,.I‘5), VSL’Z}, (23)

of order |Aut(M)| = d and Jy; € Aut(M). The group Aut(M) is generated by ¢;(M)
which act on coordinates as

QWZBJ,

G(M):xj—e z;, (2.4)

where the matrix B = M~!. Indeed, the generators of Aut(M) act on each term in (1.4)

as
5

5 5 5
q(M) - Hazj U = e?miBi M Hazl it = ¢?midu Hazl = H:cl i (2.5)
=1 =1 =1

J=1

In these terms, the generator of the group Jy; is
5
[Ja). (2.6)
i=1

Calabi-Yau threefold Xj; admits the existence of holomorphic, nowhere vanishing 3-
form 2. Subgroups preserving this form (2, or, equivalently, preserving the product [, z;
are called allowable. Let SL (M) be the maximal allowable group with generators p,(M),

SL(M) == {psw) € Aut (1) | po(0) ][ ;= Hasj} - (2.7)

The obvious fact is that Jy; € SL(M). Consider an allowable subgroup Gy such that
Jy € Gy C SL(M). Define the quotient group

G = Go/Jar. (2.8)



Then we obtain Calabi-Yau orbifold X as

X = Z(M,G) = X /G. (2.9)

For the first time, such orbifolds and their mirrors were considered for the case of
Calabi-Yau threefold in [11]. In the general case, the Berglund-Hiibsch-Krawitz con-
struction starts from the quasi-homogeneous, invertible polynomial W}, and the group

Go

Ju € Gy C SL(M) C Aut(M). (2.10)
The full family of the orbifold X cut out by the equation {W* =0} C P} , o\ . /G.
Here the polynomial is
5 5 hx 5
WX(x,cp):Zij +Zclele : (2.11)
i=1 j=1 =1 j=1
where ¢; are moduli of complex structure deformations, and hy := hg(X) is Hodge

number. The monimials

5
e =] " (2.12)
j=1

in (2.11) are quasi-homogeneous since » ;Sijk; = d and invariant under the group G.

They belong to G-invariant subring of the Milnor ring Clzy, ... ,:Ed/(%) [12]. We
J

denote the monomial with Sy, ; = 1, which plays a distinguished role, e, ,

5
enx = | [ - (2.13)
=1

Actually, the monomials e; in (2.11) are the subset in the basis of deformation of complex
structure eg, s = 1,...,h (see (1.10)) of the original CY family X,,;. If we denote by ps
the generator of the group Gy, then we will see that

5

5
Ds * :Ef” :HZL‘flj, l=1,---, hx. (2.14)
j=1 j=1

We can define a similar (2.10) set of groups for the transposed matrix: Jyr C GI C
SL(MT) C Aut(MT). Recall, that the polynomial

War(z) = ZHz]Mﬁ (2.15)

of the degree d = > i /5]» M;; defines the Calabi-Yau hypersurface X ),r in another projective



space IP’(]E‘l,11527,—63,]!5471,—€5 The weights k; satisfy the Calabi-Yau condition > ki = d.

Taking the quotient G* := G¥'/Jy;r, we define the Calabi-Yau orbifold as
Z(MT, G = Xy /G (2.16)

The fact is that groups G and GT can be chosen in different ways. The question arises:
is it possible to choose a group G7 for a given group G, and if so, how to do this so that
the manifolds Z(M, G) and Z(M*,G") form a mirror pair?

The answer was given by Krawitz [5]. His construction allows one to define the
generators of the group GJ. Namely, they are constructed using the exponents Sj; of the
invariant monomials as (2.12) as follows

5

ol =[] a(M")%, (2.17)

i=1

where ¢;(M™) are generators of the Aut(M?*) acting on each coordinate z; in P(E17E27E3’E4,E5)

as
G(MT) 1 25— ™ Bz (2.18)

It follows that the group GI acts on the coordinates z; as
g 0 J

pf: 2y e X2 5By (2.19)

The full family of the mirror Calabi-Yau orbifold Z(M7T,GT) is given by zero locus of

5 hy

WEMRED ) =3 T2 +ZmeszJ (2.20)

i=1 j=1 m=1

where ), are moduli of complex structure of the family Z(M”,G"). The monomials

Em = H? 1 zf"” are invariant under the GZ action (2.19):

5 5
plT ey = 627”2” BijSi; Rmj sz - sz i (221)

j=1 j=1

The exponents Sj;, and R,,; can be interpreted as a five-component integer vectors (gl) ;=
Sij, and (]%m)Z = R,;. The invariance condition (2.21) can be rewritten in terms of the
pairing of these vectors, defined with matrix B as

(S, R Z Bi;jSiiRm; € Z. (2.22)

1,7=1

This relation is a strong restriction because although the matrices S and R are integers,



at the same time the entries in B are rational. Taking into account also the condition of
quasi-homogeneity

5
> Rk =d, (2.23)
=1

we conclude that the equations (2.22) have finite non-negative number of solutions. De-
note this number as hy-.

The Chiodo-Ruan theorem [13] states that orbifolds Z(M,G) and Z(M™*,GT) form
a mirror pair on the level of cohomology

HP(Z(M,G),C) = H> P9 Z(M*,G"),C). (2.24)

Thus the Berglund-Hiibsch—Krawitz construction allows one to determine the polynomial
WZMT.GY) which defines the full family of Z(M”,GT).

3 Batyrev construction and verification of equivalence

In this section, following the Batyrev’s approach [9], briefly described in the section
1, we will build the mirror Y of the orbifold Z(M, G) as a hypersurface in toric variety.
We find the mirror polynomial WY as a function of toric coordinates. We also show that
the mirror hypersurface Y is equivalent to the Calabi-Yau orbifold Z(M7T,GT) (2.20) in
a weighted projective space obtained above using the BHK construction. We do this in
two steps.

The first step is to construct the toric variety. To do this, we begin with the invertible
quasi-homogeneous polynomial Wy, (2.11) with the deformations ¢;. Rewrite it in a form

5 5 hx 5 . hx+5 5
M ; ] Vi
W¥w,0) = [+ D w2 = > Gl (3.1)
i=1 j=1 =1 j=1 a=1 j=1
The exponents V,; are components of integer vectors, namely V,; = (‘ZL) ;- They are equal:

M, . 1<a<
o= { g GTes) (32)

Sa-5,,6<a<h

and th+5 has components (1,1,1,1,1). From the condition

> Viki=d (3.3)

it follows, that the vectors V’a = Va — th+5 lie in the four-dimensional lattice L C Z°.
More precisely, they belong to the sublattice of L defined by the group G.



These vectors V7, correspond to the lattice points of the reflexive polytope A(M, G).
They also correspond to the edges of the fan of the reflexive polyhedron dual to the original
one [9, 10]. The fan defines the toric variety T'. Let us construct this toric variety. The

vectors V e, a=1,... hx + 4, being four-dimensional, satisfy to hy linear relations
hx+4
> QuVa=0, I=1,... hx, (3.4)
a=1

where the coefficients @), are integers. The solution of the equations (3.4) is [14]

B; <a<
u = { Sl 150 o

_5l,a757 a > 5.

The numbers ), are the weights of this toric variety 7. Knowing them allows one to
define T as [10]

hx+4 _ Z

p Otz
((C*)hx

where Z is the (C*)"X—invariant subset [10]. The abelian group (C*)"* acts on the coor-

dinates in T as

(3.6)

Yo = Ny, 1=1,... hx; a=1,... hx +4. (3.7)

The mirror Calabi-Yau manifold Y is realized as a hypersurface in the toric variety
T, cut out by an invariant under the action of the abelian group (C*)"* homogeneous
polynomial WY (y) [14, 15]

WY Ay, Ay ) = W (g ), [=1. hx =1 (3.8)

WY (AQrxotyy, o Aoty ) = AW (1, Yncta),s (3.9)
We are looking for the WY as a sum quasi-homogeneous monomials

hy +5 hx+4

WYy) =Y G [] vi (3.10)

The exponents Ny, are non-negative integer numbers. We know 5 invariant monomials of

the form
hx+4 5 hx—1 hx—1

5
Pi — H y;/ai — Hyjjwﬂ X H yﬁ}l_% — Hy‘;MT)zJ X H yﬁﬁfﬁ (311)
a=1 Jj=1 =1 j=1 =1

where i = 1,...,5. We can check that monomials P; are invariant under the (C*)"X action,



because Y, Q1.Va = 0. Also, we have one more invariant monomial of the form

hx+4

v =11 ve (3.12)

Other invariant monomials we seek in the form

hx+4 hx—1

= 1T vo = Hyj "X H yys'. (3.13)
a=1

From the invariance of the é,, under (C*)"x action one can obtain that the non-
negative integers N,,; need to satisfy the relations

BjiSlemi - Nm,l+5 = 5l,hX- (314)

Since the numbers in the r.h.s. N,, ;5 are assumed to be integers, we get that the integer
numbers N,,; satisfy the relation

BjiSIiji €7, (315)

which exactly coincides with the relation for the exponents R,,; in (2.22).
Using the fact that Sj,, ; = 1 and the relation (1.9) for the matrix B we get from (3.14)
for | = hx

Nonjik; = d. (3.16)

Therefore, as it follows from the (3.15) and (3.16) that these equations have the same
solutions as the equations (2.22) in the BHK approach, so that

Now we can find the remaining exponents. Using the (3.14) we obtain that
Nm,l+5 = SlijiRmi- (318)

Thus, we finally obtain that the polynomial WY has the form

hx—1 hx—1

5 5
WY ) = L[y T vl + ZmeyR"” [T v (3.19)
=1

i=1 j=1 =1

Then, the mirror Calabi-Yau manifold Y is given by zero locus of WY (3.19) in T,
similar as it was in [16]. To see the correspondence of the just described construction to



the previous BHK construction, we introduce the new coordinates

(y1, ces ,yhx+4) — (2’1, 22, 23, 24, 2’5)7 (3-20)

where
hx—1

s=y [[wls” 1<z<5 (3.21)
=1

The change of the coordinates (3.20) is mapping of the toric variety T into the quotient
of the weighted projective space P?EI,E271}3,E47/}5) /GT. Indeed, the abelian group (C*)"* acts
on z; as

Zj )\Qsj+Qs,l+5SliBiij — \SsmBmj =055 Bij =z, s=1,..., hy — 1. (3_22)
And, in view of the fact that Sj,; = 1 and the property of the matrix B (1.9),
Zj )\SthijZj = )\Zm B Zj = )\Vij, (323)

where v; == k;/d.

It is easy to check, that the polynomial WY can be rewritten in these coordinates as
5 5 . hy 5
W) =Y 117" "+ vm ][5 (3.24)
i j= m=1 j=1

i=1 j=1 =

and coincides with the result of Berglund-Hiibsch-Krawitz construction (2.20).

Thus, in this paper, we have provided a simple evidence of equivalence of two mir-
ror partners obtained by Berglund-Hiibsch-Krawitz, and Batyrev constructions. Namely
started with an invertible polynomial W}, suitable subgroup G' and the weighted projec-
tive space Pf‘kl’ o s ea i) WE have obtained the mirror in another projective space P?lh,lb,%,h,%)'
Following to Batyrev approach, we have constructed the toric variety and defined the mir-
ror polynomial Wj,. Finally, we showed the connection between the toric variety and the
weighted projective space. The results of these two mirror constructions coincide. Earlier,

we checked a similar statement for the particular case of quintic orbifolds in [17].
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