arXiv:hep-th/0209063 v1 7 Sep 2002

KL – TH 02/04 September 2002 hep-th/0209063

IIA String Instanton Corrections

to the Four-Fermion Correlator in

the Intersection of Del Pezzo Surfaces^1

Andrei Cheshel^2

Department of Theoretical Physics University of Kaiserslautern 67653 Kaiserslautern, Germany cheshel@physik.uni-kl.de and Sergei V. Ketov

Department of Physics Tokyo Metropolitan University 1–1 Minami-osawa, Hachioji-shi Tokyo 192–0397, Japan ketov@comp.metro-u.ac.jp

Abstract

The Becker-Becker-Strominger formula, describing the string world-sheet instanton corrections to the four-fermion correlator in the Calabi-Yau compactified type-IIA superstrings, is calculated in the special case of the Calabi-Yau threefold realized in the intersection of two Del Pezzo surfaces. We also derive the selection rules in the supersymmetric GUT of the Pati-Salam type associated with our construction.

1Supported in part by the ‘Deutsche Forschungsgemeinschaft’ and the ‘Volkswagen Stiftung’ 2On leave from Department of Physics, Krasnojarsk State University, 660028 Russia

1 Introduction

One of the central problems in modern string and field theories is a calculation of strong-coupling effects. A calculation of the instanton corrections to various physical quantities is the important part of this problem. A study of the non-perturbative corrections in string theory due to the M-Theory branes was pioneered by Becker, Becker and Strominger [1]. The simplest instantons are the so-called string worldsheet instantons whose contributions are independent upon the string coupling. The string world-sheet instantons were extensively studied in the past [2] even before ref. [1]. In the context of the IIA superstring compactification, the existence of the world-sheet string instantons can be related to the holomorphic curves in the internal Calabi-Yau (CY) space [2].

In the context of eleven-dimensional M-Theory [3], the ten-dimensional IIA superstring theory arises from the M-Theory compactification on a circle S^1, whereas the IIA superstrings themselves can be understood as the double compactified (in spacetime as well as in worldvolume) M2-branes [4].

The M2-branes can be wrapped about the S^1 and a CY (supersymmetric) 2-cycle C_2. They give rise to instantons in four (uncompactified) spacetime dimensions, whose effects can be computed by the standard methods of quantum field theory [5]. The low-energy effective four-dimensional field theory of the CY compactified type-IIA superstrings is given by the N=2 supergravity interacting with h_{2,1} hypermultiplets and h_{1,1} vector N=2 multiplets, where h_{2,1} and h_{1,1} are the Hodge numbers of CY [6]. The moduli space M of the compactified theory is given by a direct product of the hypermultiplet moduli space M_H and the N=2 vector multiplet moduli space M_V , while the S^1 ×C_2-wrapped M2-branes correct the geometry of M_V only. The BPS (or the supersymmetric map) condition on these wrapped M2-brane configurations just amounts to the holomorphy condition on the world-sheet instantons [2]. The same conclusion was rederived in ref. [1] by requiring the equivalence between a global supersymmetry transformation and a kappa-transformation of the Green-Schwarz supersring action, ∂X^{m̄} = 0 , or ¯∂X^m = 0 , (1.1)

where ∂ is the holomorphic string world-sheet exterior derivative, and X^m are the complex coordinates in CY, m = 1, 2, 3.

The topological equation formally describing the string world-sheet instanton corrections to the four-point fermion (gaugino) correlator F_{IJKL}, where I, J, K, L =

1, 2, . . . , h_{1,1}, was obtained by Becker, Becker and Strominger [1], Δ_{C2} F_{IJKL} = Ne^− ∫ C2 J−i ∫ C2 B ∫ C_2 b_I ∫ C_2 b_J ∫ C_2 b_K ∫ C_2

b_L , (1.2)

where C_2 is the homology class of the instanton, {b_I } is the orthonormal basis of harmonic (1, 1) forms in CY, J is the Kähler (1, 1) form of CY, B is the (closed) Neveu-Schwarz (1, 1) form, and N is the normalization factor independent upon b_I .

Like any other (1, 1) form, the form J + iB can be decomposed with respect to the cohomology basis {b_I }, J + iB = h_{1,1}∑

I=1 z^I b_I , (1.3)

where the complex coefficients {z^I } are called CY moduli. Integrating eq. (1.3) once with respect to the modulus z^I yields the famous topological formula for the worldsheet instanton corrections to the Yukawa couplings F_{IJK} [6]. In the case of Yukawa couplings, mirror symmetry is known to confirm the topological equation on them [7]. This fact indirectly supports the more general equation (1.2) also [1].

Like the similar equation on the Yukawa couplings, the topological eq. (1.2) is merely a formal equation since one still has to specify how the integrals on the righthand-side of the equation are to be calculated. Their calculation for a generic CY space represents the important technical problem whose solution is unknown, to the best of our knowledge. There are, nevertheless, some explicit calculations of the Yukawa couplings in the literature for the special CY spaces realized as the complete intersections in a product of the projective spaces [7].

Our main purpose in this paper is to calculate eq. (1.2) in the case of the special CY to be defined in the intersection of Del Pezzo surfaces. The Del Pezzo surface is a manifold of complex dimension 2 with a positive first Chern class [8]. We use the ‘old’ geometrical methods first developed in ref. [9] for computing the Yukawa couplings in a superstring model with three generations of quarks and leptons, see also ref. [10]. The geometrical approach is based on Poincaré duality and a knowledge of the homology group basis of CY.

Our paper is organized as follows: in sect. 2 we introduce into the special CY spaces realized as the complete intersections of five quadrics in a product of two projective spaces P^4 × P^4. The main body of our paper is given by sect. 3 where we formulate the mathematical instruments allowing us to calculate the integrals in eq. (1.2). Some explicit examples are given in sect. 4. We conclude with sect. 5 where some connections between our work and the recent literature are outlined.

2 Quadrics, Del Pezzo and CY

Let’s consider the compact CY spaces realized as the complete intersections in a product of two projective spaces, P^4 × P^4, with the configuration matrix^3 ( 4 || 2 2 0 0 1 4 || 0 0 2 2 1 ) . (2.1)

To decipher this matrix, we introduce two sets of homogeneous coordinates, x and y, in each P^4, define two Del Pezzo surfaces K_x and K_y , and a hypersurface S in P^4 × P^4 by the following constraints [12]:

K_x = { x ∈ P^4 : P_1(x) = 4∑ i=0 x^2_i = 0 , P_2(x) = 4∑ i=0 a_ix^2_i = 0 } ,

K_y = { y ∈ P^4 : P_3(y) = 4∑ i=0 y^2_i = 0 , P_4(x) = 4∑ i=0 b_iy^2_i = 0 } ,

S = { (x, y) ∈ P^4 × P^4 : P_5(x, y) = 4∑ i,j=0 c_{ij} x_iy_j = 0 } .

(2.2)

The sum of entries in each line of the matrix (2.1) to the right of || exceeds exactly by one the dimension of the embedding space P^4 to the left of ||, so that

K_0 = (K_x × K_y ) ∩ S (2.3)

appears to be Kähler and of the vanishing first Chern class, i.e. K_0 is a CY space, in agreement with the theorem of Greene, Vafa and Warner [13]. We assume that the real coefficients of the quadrics P_2, P_4 and P_5 in eq. (2.2) are chosen to obey the transversality condition for all hypersurfaces in the definition (2.3) of K_0, i.e.

dP_1 ∧ dP_2 ∧ dP_3 ∧ dP_4 ∧ dP_5 ≠ 0 . (2.4)

This equation guarantees the smoothness of the simply connected manifold K_0 [14].

The first column in eq. (2.1) thus indicates that we consider a CY in the product P^4 × P^4, whereas the other columns denote bi-powers of the polynomials of x and y in eq. (2.2).

The non-trivial Hodge numbers of K_0 are given by

h_{2,1}(K_0) = 28 and h_{1,1}(K_0) = 12 , (2.5)

3We use the standard notation [11].

so that its Euler characteristic χ(K_0) is 1 2 χ(K_0) = h_{1,1} − h_{2,1} = −16 . (2.6)

It is not easy to construct the complete intersection CY spaces with the physically interesting values of the Euler characteristic, χ = ±6, ±8. However, it is easily becomes possible through the so-called ‘orbifoldization’ process [11]. In our case, we can introduce the quotient K of the manifold K_0 with respect to a discrete symmetry subgroup G_F = Z^2 of G, which acts freely in K_0. This yields the CY space K of the Euler characteristic χ(K) = −8. The G-group elements generating G_F can be chosen as follows:

g_1 = diag(1, 1, 1, −1, −1) , g_2 = diag(1, 1, −1, 1, −1) , (2.7) so that the action of g_1 reads g_1 : (x_0, x_1, x_2, x_3, x_4; y_0, y_1, y_2, y_3, y_4) → (x_0, x_1, x_2, −x_3, −x_4; y_0, y_1, y_2, −y_3, −y_4) , (2.8) and similarly for g_2. The manifold K_0 has the hidden discrete symmetry group G isomorphic to Z^5_2, whose action is given by Z_2(A) : A = diag(−1, 1, 1, 1, 1) , Z_2(B) : B = diag(1, −1, 1, 1, 1) , Z_2(C) : C = diag(1, 1, −1, 1, 1) , Z_2(D) : D = diag(1, 1, 1, −1, 1) , Z_2(S) : S(x_i) = y_i , S(y_j ) = x_j .

(2.9)

In the embedding space P^4 × P^4 we have g_1 = ABC and g_2 = ABD . (2.10)

The CY manifold K_0 is the simply connected covering space of the CY space K. The latter still possesses some hidden symmetries that survive after its factorization by G_F . These discrete symmetries are

G_H =

Z_2(A) × Z_2(B) × Z_2(C) × Z_2(D) × Z_2(S) Z_2(g_1) × Z_2(g_2)

= Z_2(A)×Z_2(B)×Z_2(S) . (2.11)

In the context of the IIA superstring compactification, the CY space K gives rise to the four-dimensional unified model with four generations of quarks and leptons, and an E_6 gauge group. Further breaking of E_6 by the standard mechanism of the vacuum Wilson loops yields the Pati-Salam-like unified model with a gauge group SU(4)_c × SU(2)_L × SU(2)_R × U(1). The Yukawa couplings in this four-generation superstring model were calculated in ref. [12].

3 Instantons in Del Pezzo

Equation (1.1) implies that the CY-compactified IIA superstring world-sheet instantons are described by the isolated holomorphic curves in CY. A single instanton corresponds to a curve of genus zero. In the case of K_0, there are 256 holomorphic or CP (1) curves. A derivation of this number was given, for example, in ref. [15] where it appeared as the leading term in the series expansion of the fundamental period as a solution to the Picard-Fuchs equation for the given CY. A geometrical derivation of the same result is given below in this section. However, first we need more information about the geometrical structure of the space K_0 defined by eq. (2.3) and the topology of the Del Pezzo surfaces K_x and K_y .

As is well known in algebraic geometry [16], a smooth intersection of two quadrics in P^4 is biholomorphic equivalent to the projective plane with five different blown-up points. Since the Hodge number h_{1,1} of P^2 is equal to one, after blowing up at five points h_{1,1} equals to 1 + 5 = 6, while the other Hodge numbers remain unchanged. Next, the Del Pezzo surface K_x possesses exactly 16 complex lines {C_x} that can be described by the relations

a_{42}a_{32}a_{10}x_2 − ε_1a_{40}a_{30}a_{42}x_0 − iε_2a_{41}a_{31}a_{20}x_1 = 0 ,

a_{43}a_{32}a_{10}x_3 − ε_3a_{40}a_{31}a_{20}x_0 − ε_4a_{41}a_{30}a_{21}x_1 = 0 , a_{43}a_{42}a_{10}x_4 − ε_5a_{41}a_{30}a_{20}x_0 − iε_6a_{40}a_{21}a_{31}x_1 = 0 ,

(3.1)

where a_{kl} = √ a_k − a_l, 0 ≤ l < k ≤ 4, and ε_j = ±1, j = 1, 2, . . . , 6. The sign coefficients ε_j and our notation for the complex lines on the Del Pezzo surfaces are collected in Table I.

The homology class of the Kähler form on Del Pezzo K_x can be represented by the intersection of the hyperplane S with K_x,

H = {x_0 = 0} ⊂ K_x . (3.2)

Under the symmetry group G the 16 lines on the Del Pezzo surface K_x are naturally decomposed into three classes: (i) the five lines E_i, i = 1, 2, 3, 4, 5, that (pairwise) do not intersect with each other and thus represent five linearly independent homology classes of H_2(K_x, R); together with the hyperflat section H (dual to a Kähler form of the Del Pezzo surface K_x) they form a basis in H_2(K_x, R), (ii) ten lines F_{ij} that have intersections only with E_i and E_j , and (iii) one line G intersecting with all E_i (see Table 1 too). The 256 holomorphic curves are then decomposed with respect to the G_F = Z_2 × Z_2 discrete symmetry group of order 4 into four classes that are cyclically symmetric with respect to their interchanging.

Table 1. Complex lines in the Del Pezzo surface K_x (K_y ) and the sign factors ε_j . line ε_1 ε_2 ε_3 ε_4 ε_5 ε_6 line ε_1 ε_2 ε_3 ε_4 ε_5 ε_6 E_1 + + − + + + F_{14} − − − + + + E_2 − + + + + − F_{15} + − − − + − E_3 + + + − − − F_{23} − + − − + − E_4 − − − + − − F_{34} − − + − − − E_5 + − − − − + F_{25} − − + − + + G + + − + − − F_{34} − − + − − − F_{12} − + + + − + F_{35} + − + + − + F_{13} + + + − + + F_{45} − + − − − +

Accordingly, we get the following matrix of the intersection indices:

(E_i, E_j ) = − δ_{ij} , (E_i, F_{jk}) = δ_{ij} + δ_{ik} ,

(E_i, G) = 1 , (E_i, H) = 1 , (H, H) = 4 .

(3.3)

Having obtained the holomorphic curves and the homology basis explicitly, it is not difficult to determine the action of the discrete symmetry group on the latter. The generating elements (g_1, g_2, A, B) of the group G act as follows:

g_1(E_1, E_2, E_3, E_4, E_5, H) = (E_3, F_{45}, E_1, F_{25}, F_{24}, H) , g_2(E_1, E_2, E_3, E_4, E_5, H) = (E_4, F_{35}, F_{25}, E_1, F_{23}, H) ,

A(E_1, E_2, E_3, E_4, E_5, H) = (F_{12}, G, F_{23}, F_{24}, F_{25}, H) , B(E_1, E_2, E_3, E_4, E_5, H) = (F_{15}, F_{25}, F_{35}, F_{45}, G, H) .

(3.4)

For example, to get g_1(E_2) = F_{45}, we choose for definiteness a_0 = 0, a_1 = 1, a_3 = 3 and a_4 = 4 in eq. (3.1) where the coefficients ε_j are given by Table 1. We find

g_1(E_2) = g_1 { x_2 + √ 6 x_0 − i √ 6 = x_3 − i4x_0 − 3x_1 = x_4 − 3x_0 + 2x_1 = 0 }

= { x_2 + √ 6 x_0 − i √ 6 x_1 = x_3 + i4x_0 + 3x_1 = x_4 + 3x_0 − i2x_1 = 0 } = F_{45} .

(3.5) The curve H is invariant under all these symmetries, whereas each line E_i goes into one of the 16 lines lying in the intersection of quadrics. The symmetry transformations act independently on each factor P^4 in a product P^4 × P^4, so that it is enough to consider only one projective space P^4. The action of the S symmetry of G just replaces each (1, 1) form on Del Pezzo K_x by the corresponding (1, 1) form on K_y . We find the following decompositions: F_{ij} = 1 3 (_5 ∑ i=1 E_i + H ) − E_i − E_j , (3.6) and G = 1 3 ( 2H − 5∑ i=1 E_i ) . (3.7)

For example, to prove eq. (3.6), we begin with a decomposition F_{ij} = 5∑ i=1 c_iE_i + c_6H (3.8)

whose coefficients (c_i, c_6) are to be determined. Let’s now consider the intersections of F_{ij} with H, E_i, E_j and M =

∑_5

i=1 E_i by using the index intersection matrix (3.3). We find (F_{ij} , H) =c_1 + c_2 + c_3 + c_4 + c_5 + 4c_6 = 1 , (F_{ij} , E_i) = − c_i + c_6 = 1 , (F_{ij} , E_j ) = − c_j + c_6 = 1 , (F_{ij} , 5∑ i=1 E_i) = −(c_1 + c_2 + c_3 + c_4 + c_5) + 5c_6 = 2 .

(3.9)

Hence, the coefficients in eq. (3.8) are given by

c_6 = 1/3 and c + i = c_j = −2/3 . (3.10)

Equation (3.7) is obtained similarly.

In the Grand Unification Theories of the Pati-Salam type, based on the gauge group E_6 that is supposed to be broken by Wilson lines as

E_6 → SU(4)_c × SU(2)_L × SU(2)_R × U(1) , (3.11)

the representation 27 of E_6 is decomposed as follows: 27 = [(q, l) = (4c, 2L, 1R)] + [q^c, l^c = (¯4c, 1L, ¯2R)]

+ [H = (1c, 2L, 2R)] + [g, g^c = (6c, 1L, 1R)] + [n = (1c, 1L, 1R)] ,

(3.12)

where (q_{R,L}, l_{R,L}) stand for the quark-lepton families, H are the new leptons, g are the new quarks and n is the singlet.

As was demonstrated in ref. [14], the particle spectrum corresponding to the (2, 1) forms in K is given by

h_{2,1} : 10(n, g, g^c) + 6(f, H) , (3.13)

where f stands for (q, l, q^c, l^c). The anti-particles corresponding to the (1, 1) forms in K are given by h_{1,1} : 6(n̄, ḡ, ḡ^c) + 2(f̄, H) . (3.14)

The transformation properties of the fields, in accordance with the decomposition (3.12), are collected in Table 2.

Equations (3.4) also allow us to identify the special combinations of the basic (1, 1) homology elements that are invariant under the CY symmetry group G_H of eq. (2.11). They are F^{x,y}_i =H^{x,y} + 6E^{x,y}_i − 2 5∑ i=1 E^{x,y}_i , H^± =H^x ± H^y , F^±_i = F^x_i ± F^y_i ,

(3.15)

where i = 1, 2, 3, 4, 5.

In the context of the CY superstring compactification, the invariant elements of the (1, 1) cohomology basis correspond to the physical matter fields transforming in 27 of E_6 [6, 11]. A direct calculation yields the following set of twelve invariant combinations in the given homology basis of H_2(K^x, R) dual to the cohomology group H^{1,1} [14]:

(n̄, ḡ, ḡ^c)_1 = H^x + H^y , (n̄, ḡ, ḡ^c)_2 = F^+_2 , (n̄, ḡ, ḡ^c)_3 = F^+_5 , (n̄, ḡ, ḡ^c)_4 = H^x − H^y ≡ H^− , (n̄, ḡ, ḡ)_5 = F^−_2 , (n̄, ḡ, ḡ^c)_6 = F^−_5 , (ḡ, l̄)_1 = F^+_3 , (ḡ, l̄)_2 = F^−_3 , (ḡ^c, l̄^c)_1 = F^+_4 , (ḡ^c, l̄^c)_2 = F^−_4 ,

H̄_1 = F^+_1 , H̄_2 = F^−_1 ,

(3.16)

where the quark-lepton families (q, l) and extra leptons (H) are merely considered here as the formal notation. There are no two different combinations of the cycles that would have the same transformation properties under the discrete symmetries.

We verified this statement by a straightforward calculation (see Table 2). This means that our identification of cycles is unique.

Table 2. The transformation properties of the (1, 1) forms in 27 of E_6 under the discrete symmetries.

fields g_1 g_2 A B S (n̄, ḡ, ḡ^c)_1 1 1 1 1 1 (n̄, ḡ, ḡ^c)_2 1 1 1 −1 1 (n̄, ḡ, ḡ^c)_3 1 1 −1 1 1 (n̄, ḡ, ḡ^c)_4 1 1 −1 1 −1 (n̄, ḡ, ḡ)_5 1 1 1 −1 −1 (n̄, ḡ, ḡ^c)_6 1 1 −1 1 −1 (ḡ, l̄)_1 −1 1 −1 −1 1 (ḡ, l̄)_2 −1 1 −1 −1 −1 (ḡ^c, l̄^c)_1 1 −1 −1 −1 1 (ḡ, l̄)_2 1 −1 −1 −1 −1 H̄_1 −1 −1 −1 −1 1 H̄_2 −1 −1 −1 −1 −1

The instantons in the Del Pezzo intersection have the form C_x × C_y that yields 16×16 = 256, as it should. The intersection of these 256 surfaces with the hyperplane S in eq. (2.3) yields 128 complex curves of genus zero on one of the Del Pezzo surfaces × point on the other Del Pezzo surface. Accordingly, there are two ways of choosing on which Del Pezzo surface we take the line to lie on, while there are four ways of choosing a point on the other Del Pezzo surface. This yields in total 2 × 4 × 16 = 128 different instantons of the type line × point, and, in addition, 128 different instantons of the type line × line. Unlike ref. [9], where a similar problem was solved in the case of the cubic Del Pezzo intersection in P^3 × P^3, we have a more degenerate (and more symmetric) situation.

Each holomorphic curve corresponding to an instanton is thus given by an intersection of C_x × C_y with the hyperplane S in accordance with eq. (2.3), where C_x are 16 lines in the Del Pezzo surface K_x and similarly for K_y ,

L = (C_x × C_y) ∩ S . (3.17)

There are four classes amongst the 256 instantons that are cyclically connected in our case. To calculate eq. (1.2) we have to choose a representative L from each class. The holomorphic curve L is the image of the string world-sheet in the CY space under the instanton map.

Now, on the one hand side, the integral of any closed form ω of the maximal degree over K_0 = (K_x × K_y ) ∩ S can be represented by the value of the cohomology class of ω on the cycle K_0. On the other hand side, the cycle intersection in the homologies is dual to the exterior multiplication in the cohomologies. Hence, we have ∫ K_0

ω = (w ∧ H)[K_x × K_y ] , (3.18)

where we have introduced the class of cohomologies w of ω, and the image H of the cohomology class of the Kähler form in P^{24} dual to the hyperplane S. The hyperplane S represents the hypersurface S after Segre embedding [16] restricted on K_x × K_y . The Segre embedding in this case means the embedding of a product P^4 × P^4 into the projective space P^{24} by the coordinate identification w_{ij} = x_iy_j where w_{ij} are the homogeneous coordinates of P^{24}.

It is worth mentioning that only one component H^x(H^y ) remains in what follows from H = H^x + H^y . Hence, our problem reduces to a calculation of the intersection indices from the homology group H_2(K_x, Z) only. In general, the Poincaré duality establishes the isomorphism between the closed (DeRham) homologies and compactdual cohomology classes, as well as the isomorphism between compact (DeRham) homologies and cohomologies [17]. In the compact CY case we consider, there is no difference between the closed and compact classes.

Taken together, this allows us to replace the integral of the (1, 1) form b_I along the curve L in eq. (1.2) by the intersection index of this curve L with the cycle F_I that is Poincaré dual to b_I , ∫ L b_I = (F_I · L) . (3.19)

As a result, the instanton correction to the four-fermion correlator in eq. (1.2) is proportional to a product ∫ L b_I ∫ L b_J ∫ L b_K ∫ L b_L = (F_I · L)(F_J · L)(F_K · L)(F_L · L) , (3.20)

where the brackets with dots stand for the intersection indices of the corresponding cycles, which are to be determined from the matrix (3.3) of our basic curves (E^x_i , H^x, E^y_i , H^y) — see the next sect. 4 for some explicit examples.

We label our 256 curves by the corresponding lines in one of the following form: line × line, point × point and line × line in the cover K_0. The validity of the cycle intersection matrix for both Del Pezzo surfaces K_x and K_y is justified by the fundamental commutative diagramm:

−−−−→ p_x −−−−→ p_y

−−−−−−−−→ p_x ∘ i

−−−→ i

−−−−−−−−→ p_y ∘ i K_x K_x × K_y K_y

L In a more explicit notation we just get ∫ L b^x_I ≡ ∫ L p^∗_xb^x_I | | |_L = ∫ L p^∗i^∗b^x_I = ∫ L (p_x ∘ i)^∗b^x_I = ∫ (p_x∘i)_∗L b^x_I x ≡ ∫ L_x b^x_I = (F_x, L_x) , (3.21) where the projection p_x lifts the form b_I on K_x to K_x × K_y with its simultaneous restriction on the curve L_x. The notation (i) in eq. (3.21) stands for the embedding of L into K_x × K_y .

4 Examples

Equations (3.19) and (3.20) reduce a calculation of eq. (1.2) to a calculation of the homology intersection indices. In turn, this can be easily done when instantons are labelled by lines in the intersection of quadrics. As was demonstrated in sect. 3, there are the 128 holomorphic curves of the type point × line and line × point, and the 128 curves of the type line × line. The intersection of these curves with our homology basis is given by eq. (3.3), in agreement with eq. (3.18). The 16 lines on Del Pezzo are divided into three classes: one G, five E^x_i that intersect with G, and ten F^x_{ij} (see Table 1). Hence, each type of lines receives further classification according to its class. It is worth mentioning that the instanton contributions of the type point × line and line × point do not always coincide.

As our first (simple) example, let’s consider the correlator given by ∫ H^+ ∫ H^+ ∫ H^+ ∫ H^+ = (H^+ · L)^4 (4.1)

over L = G^x × G^y . Let’s recall (sect. 3) that H^+ = H^x + H^y, while ∫ G^x ×{point} H^+ = ∫ {point}×G^y H^+ = 1 (4.2)

and ∫ G^x ×{point} H^− = 1 , ∫ {point}×G^y H^− = −1 , ∫ G^x ×G^y H^− = 0 . (4.3) 12

Therefore, we obtain

(H^+ · L)^4 = ⌊⌈(H^x + H^y ) · (G^x + G^y )⌋⌉^4 = (H^x · G^x + H^y · G^y )^4 = (1 + 1)^4 = 2^4 . (4.4)

Similarly, we find ∫ G^x ×G^y H^− ∫ G^x ×G^y H^− ∫ G^x ×G^y H^− ∫ G^x ×G^y H^− = (H^− · [G^x × G^y ])^4 =

= [(H^x − H^y ) · (G^x × G^y )]^4 = (H^x · G^x − H^y · G^y )^4 = (1 − 1)^4 = 0 . (4.5)

In fact, any correlator containing the factor ∫ H^− vanishes. Thus we see that some fermionic correlators are equal to zero despite of the fact that the discrete symmetries allow non-vanishing values for them.

As another (less trivial) example, let’s consider the factor ∫ F_{ij} ×{point} H^+ = ( [H^x + H^y ] · [ 13( ∑ E_i + H) − E_i − E_j ]^x ) = 5 3 + 4 3 − 2 = 1 . (4.6)

Similarly, we find ∫ {point}×F^y_{ij} H^+ = ∫ F^x_{ij} ×{point} H^+ = 1 , ∫ F^x_{ij} ×F^y_{ij} H^+ = 2 , (4.7)

and ∫ F^x_{ij} ×{point} H^− = ∫ {point}×F^y_{ij} H^− = −1 , ∫ F^x_{ij} ×F^y_{ij} H^− = 0 . (4.8)

A more complicated example is given by ∫ G^x ×{point} F^+_5 ≡ (F^+_5 , G^x × {point}) = ((F^x_5 + F^y_5 ), (G^x × {point}))

= (F^x_5 · G^x) = (H^x + 6E^x_5 − 2 ∑ i E^x_i ) · G^x = (H^x + 6E^x_5 − 2 ∑ i E^x_i ) · 1 3 (2H^x − ∑ i E^x_i ) = 2 3 H^x · H^x + 4H^x · E^x_5 − 4 3 ∑ i E^x_i · H^x − 1 3 H^x · ∑ i E^x_i − 2E^x_5 · ∑ E^x_i + 2 3 ∑ i E^x_i · ∑ j E^x_j

= 8 3 + 4 − 20 3 − 5 3 + 2 − 10 3 = −3 .

(4.9)

Similarly, we find ∫ {point}×G^y F^+_5 = −3 , (4.10) 13 and, hence, (∫ G^x ×G^y F^+_5

)_4

= (−3 − 3)^4 = 6^4 . (4.11)

We find, in addition, ∫ G^x ×{point} F^−_i = ∫ G^x ×{point} F^+_i = −3 , (4.12)

and ∫ {point}×G^y F^−_i = − ∫ {point}×G^y F^+_i = +3 . (4.13)

The similar contributions are given by ∫ G^x ×G^y F^−_i = ∫ F^x_{ij} ×F^y_{ij} F^−_i = 0 , (4.14) ∫ {point}×F^y_{ij} F^−_i = − ∫ F^x_{ij} ×{point} F^−_i = −7 + 6δ_{ij} , (4.15)

and ∫ F^x_{ij} ×F^y_{ij} F^+_i = 14 − 12δ_{ij} . (4.16)

The rest of the integrals is given by ∫ F^x_{ij} ×G^y F^+_i = ∫ G^x ×F^y_{ij} F^+_i = 4 − 6δ_{ij} , ∫ {point}×E^y_i F^−_i = − ∫ {point}×E^y_i F^+_i = − ∫ E^x_i ×{point} F^−_i = − ∫ E^x_i ×{point} F^+_i = 3 , ∫ E^x_i ×E^y_i F^+_i = 9 , ∫ E^x_i ×E^y_i F^−_i = 0 , ∫ E^x_j ×E^y_i F^−_i = −6 + 6δ_{ij} , ∫ E^x_j ×{point} F^+_i = − ∫ {point}×E^y_j F^−_i = 3 − 6δ_{ij} , ∫ E^x_j ×E^y_i F^−_i = 6 − 6δ_{ij} , ∫ E^x_i ×{point} H^+ = ∫ {point}×E^y_i H^+ = ∫ E^x_i ×{point} H^− = − ∫ {point}×E^y_j H^− = 1 , ∫ E^x_i ×E^y_j H^+ = ∫ E^x_i ×G^y H^+ = ∫ G^x ×E^y_i H^+ = 2 , ∫ G^x ×F^y_{ij} H^+ = ∫ F^x_{ij} ×E^y_i H^+ = 2 , ∫ G^x ×F^y_{ij} H^− = ∫ E^x_i ×F^y_{ij} H^− = ∫ F^x_{ij} ×E^y_i H^− = 0 . (4.17)

The fermionic correlators in eq. (1.2) are given by various products of four factors calculated above.

5 Conclusion

It is surprising, from the mathematical viewpoint, that the fermionic correlators (1.2) are entirely determined by topology so that they can be explicitly calculated. Their physical significance is yet to be understood. At the very least, however, all the fermionic correlators (1.2) vanish in the (classical) tree approximation by index theorems [5], so that the instanton corrections obtained are actually the leading contributions to these correlators. This leads to the highly non-trivial selection rules for the physical processes described by the fermionic correlators in the CY compactified type-II strings. For example, some correlators exactly vanish (sect. 4) even though the discrete symmetries of CY allow non-vanishing values for them.

Though our geometrical approach is similar to the one used earlier for other string models in refs. [2, 9], there are also some conceptual differences. We find it simpler to consider instantons in the simply connected covering space (CY) manifold K_0 of K, instead of the CY space K. Each instanton in K has four representatives in K_0, which are all equivalent as regards the G-invariant real quantities.

We merely discussed the one-instanton corrections to the four-fermion correlators. One may expect the existence of the multi-instanton corrections from the maps of higher degree (more than one). Unfortunately, the status of multi-instantons in the context of type-IIA superstrings is not quite clear [1] (see, however, ref. [18]).

One might also think that the intersection of Del Pezzo surfaces is the very special case of the type-IIA string/M-Theory compactification. In fact, as was recently noticed in ref. [19], there is a non-trivial duality between toroidal compactifications of M-Theory and del Pezzo surfaces. According to ref. [19], a group of the classical symmetries of Del Pezzo (i.e. the global diffeomorphisms preserving the canonical class of Del Pezzo) corresponds to the U-duality symmetries of the toroidally compactified M-Theory. The M-Theory (BPS) branes are mapped under this ‘mysterious duality’ to rational curves on Del Pezzo, so that the electric-magnetic duality of M-Theory receives a nice geometrical description in terms of the Del Pezzo surfaces [19]. In particular, the bound states of the (1/2)-BPS branes in M-Theory can be related to the intersections of spheres in Del Pezzo [19]. Further developments of this new duality require counting intersections of the holomorphic curves of higher genus in CY [20].

In the context of Horava-Witten theory [21], similar calculations of instanton corrections are needed when one considers a torus-fibered CY threefold Z over the Del Pezzo base, with the non-trivial first homotopy group π_1(Z) = Z_2. When a gauge vacuum on the hidden brane is trivial, the threefold Z admits three families of the semi-stable holomorphic vector bundles associated with an N=1 supersymmetric gauge theory having three (chiral) quark-lepton familes and the GUT group SU(5) in the observable brane [20]. Both five-branes in this Horawa-Witten type construction are wrapped about holomorphic curves in Z whose homology classes are exactly calculable.

Our investigation is also relevant for studying the supersymmetric Pati-Salam-type models from intersecting D-branes (see, e.g., ref. [22]), and the non-perturbative flipped SU(5) vacua in heterotic M-Theory [23, 24].

Acknowledgements

The authors would like to thank R. Manvelyan, A.S. Tichomirov and A.K. Tsikh for useful discussions and suggestions.

References

[1] K. Becker, M. Becker and A. Strominger, Nucl. Phys. B456 (1995) 130

[2] X.-G. Wen and E. Witten, Phys. Lett. 166B (1986) 397;

M. Dine, N. Seiberg, X.-G. Wen and E. Witten, Nucl. Phys. B278 (1986) 769; ibid. B289 (1987) 319;

J. Distler and B.R. Greene, Nucl. Phys. B309 (1988) 295;

Y.I. Kogan, D.G. Markushevich, A. Yu. Morozov, M.A. Olshanetsky, A.M. Perelomov and A.A. Rosly, Int. J. Mod. Phys. A5 (1990) 2053; 2067

[3] E. Witten, Nucl. Phys. B443 (1995) 85

[4] M.J. Duff, P.S. Howe, T. Inami and K.S. Stelle, Phys. Lett. 191B (1987) 70

[5] M. Shifman, ITEP Lectures in Particle Physics and Field Theory, Singapore:

World Scientific, 1999

[6] J. Polchinski, String Theory, Cambridge Univ. Press, V. 2, 1998

[7] P. Candelas, X. de la Ossa, P.S. Green and L. Parkes, Nucl. Phys. B359 (1991) 21; P. S. Aspinwall and D. R. Morrison, Commun. Math. Phys. 151 (1993) 245

[8] Yu.I. Manin, Cubic Forms: Algebra, Geometry, Arithmetic, Elsevier Publishers, Amsterdam, 1986 [9] J. Distler, B. Greene, K. Kirklin and P. Miron, Phys. Lett. 195B (1987) 41;

P. Green and T. Hübsch, Class. and Quantum Grav. 6 (1989) 311 [10] P. Berglund, T. Hübsch and L. Parkes, Mod. Phys. Lett. A5 (1990) 1485;

Commun. Math. Phys. 148 (1992) 57;

P. Berglund and T. Hübsch, Nucl. Phys. B411 (1994) 223 [11] T. Hübsch, Calabi-Yau Manifolds: a Bestiary for Physicists, Singapore: World Scientific, 1992 [12] V.A. Diskovsky, V.V. Rabotin and A.A. Cheshel, Phys. Atom. Nucl. 56 (1993) 1769 [13] B. Greene, C. Vafa and N. Warner, Nucl. Phys. B324 (1989) 371 [14] E. Rusjan and G. Senjanovic, Phys. Lett. 215B (1988) 669;

E. Rusjan, G. Senjanovic and A. Sokorac, Phys. Rev. D40 (1989) 1166 [15] V. V. Batyrev and D. van Straaten, Commun. Math. Phys. 168 (1995) 493 [16] P. Griffiths and J. Harris, Principles of Algebraic Geometry, John Wiley & Sons Publishers, 1978 [17] R. Bott and L. W. Tu, Differential Forms in Algebraic Geometry, Springer, 1997 [18] S.V. Ketov, Summing up D-instantons in N=2 supergravity, hep-th/0209003 [19] A. Iqbal, A. Neitzke and C. Vafa, A mysterious dulaity, hep-th/0111068 [20] R. Donagi, B.A. Ovrut, T. Pantev and D. Waldram, Adv. Theor. Math. Phys.

5 (2002) 93 [21] P. Horava and E. Witten, Nucl. Phys. B460 (1996) 506, ibid. B475 (1996) 94 [22] L.L. Everett, G.L. Kane, S.F. King, S. Rigolin and Lian-Tao Wang, Phys. Lett.

531B (2002) 263 [23] B.A Ovrut, Lectures on heterotic M-Theory, hep-th/0201032 [24] A.E. Farragi, R. Garavuso and J.M. Isidro, Nonperturbative flipped SU(5) vacua in heterotic M-Theory, hep-th/0204080.