arXiv:2108.05197v5 [math.AG] 18 Jan 2024

MIRROR SYMMETRY AND RIGID STRUCTURES OF GENERALIZED K3 SURFACES

ATSUSHI KANAZAWA

Abstract. The present article is concerned with mirror symmetry for generalized K3 surfaces, with particular emphasis on complex and Kähler rigid structures. Inspired by the works of Dolgachev, Aspinwall–Morrison and Huybrechts, we introduce a formulation of mirror symmetry for generalized K3 surfaces by Mukai lattice polarizations, fixing the problems in the conventional formulation of mirror symmetry for K3 surfaces. In particular, we settle the long-standing problem of mirror symmetry for singular K3 surfaces. Along the way, we investigate complex and Kähler rigid structures of generalized K3 surfaces.

1. Introduction

The present article is concerned with mirror symmetry for generalized K3 surfaces, with particular emphasis on complex and Kähler rigid structures. A few important aspects of mirror symmetry for K3 surfaces are unified in the framework of generalized K3 surfaces.

Mirror symmetry for a K3 surface S is a very subtle problem as the complex and Kähler structures are somewhat mixed as they both live in H^2(S, C ). In the foundational article [3], Dolgachev formulated mirror symmetry for lattice polarized K3 surfaces as a certain duality between the algebraic and transcendental cycles. Although his formulation works nicely in many cases, it cannot be a definitive one as there is an assumption which does not hold in general. An obvious exception is a singular K3 surface, which is a K3 surface with the maximal Picard number 20. It is also known as a rigid K3 surface in the sense that it admits no deformation of complex structure keeping the maximal Picard number. A satisfactory formulation of mirror symmetry for K3 surfaces, which in particular should solve the puzzle of mirror symmetry for singular K3 surfaces, has been long-anticipated.

The celebrated work [2] of Aspinwall–Morrison is the key articles explaining mirror symmetry for K3 surfaces from a physics point of view. They discussed SCFTs on a K3 surface S and showed that the moduli space M_{(2,2)} of N = (2, 2) SCFTs fibers over the moduli space M_{(4,4)} of N = (4, 4) SCFTs. Mathematically such moduli spaces are related with space-like 4-spaces in

2020 Mathematics Subject Classification. 14J33, 14J28, 14J32, 53D37. Key words and phrases. mirror symmetry, K3 surfaces, generalized Calabi–Yau manifolds, complex rigidity, Kähler rigidity, B-fields. 1

H^∗(S, R) ∼= R^{4,20} equipped with the Mukai pairing, and M_{(2,2)} and M_{(4,4)} are identified with Gr^{po}_{2,2}(H^∗(M, R)) ∼= O(4, 20)/(SO(2) × SO(2) × O(20)) and Gr^{po}_4 (H^∗(M, R)) ∼= O(4, 20)/(SO(4) × O(20)) respectively. Then mirror symmetry is realized as an involution of these moduli spaces. On the other hand, the moduli space M_{HK} of B-field shifts of hyperKähler metrics can be identified with an open dense subset of M_{(4,4)} by the period map per_{HK}. Inspired by this fact, in the beautiful article [6], Huybrechts showed that the counterpart of M_{(2,2)} is given by the moduli space M_{gK3} of generalized K3 surfaces, which are the K3 version of the generalized Calabi–Yau structures introduced by Hitchin [5]. The moduli space M_{K3} × H^2(M, R) of B-field shifts of K3 surfaces endowed with a Ricci-flat metric are naturally contained in M_{gK3} of real codimension 2. To summarize, we have the following diagram.

M_{K3} × H^2(M, R) Ø

¨_ι // M_{gK3} fflffl

per_{gK3}

// Gr^{po}_{2,2}(H^∗(M, R)) = M_{(2,2)}

fflffl M_{HK}^{perHK} // Gr^{po}_4 (H^∗(M, R)) = M_{(4,4)}

Then, as Huybrechts pointed out, it is natural to expect that points in M_{K3} might be mirror symmetric to points that are no longer in M_{K3}. We will show that this is precisely the source of the problems in the conventional formulation of mirror symmetry for K3 surfaces.

There is a good chemistry between Hitchin’s generalized Calabi-Yau structures and mirror symmetry as they both embrace the A-structures (symplectic) and B-structures (complex) on an equal footing. Inspired by the works of Dolgachev, Aspinwall–Morrison and Huybrechts, we introduce a formulation of mirror symmetry for generalized K3 surfaces (Section 4). The key features of our formulation is twofold, and both are guided by Hitchin’s theory. The first is to extend the scope of lattice polarizations to the Mukai lattice. Mixture of degrees of cycles is indispensable for generalized K3 surfaces. The second is to treat the A- and B-structures on a completely equal footing. The Néron–Severi lattice and transcendental lattice are defined in the same fashion, and moreover the lattice polarizations are imposed on both.

The main advantage of our formulation is that the elements in H^0(M, Z) and H^4(M, Z) are no longer special cycles, and we succeed in removing the artificial assumption in Dolgachev’s formulation of mirror symmetry. In fact, the assumption is a reflection of the hyperbolic lattice U ∼= H^0(M, Z)⊕ H^4(M, Z) under mirror symmetry. Our formulation naturally solves the two fundamental problems in Dolgachev’s formulation (Section 4.2).

Along the way, we investigate complex and Kähler rigid structures of generalized K3 surfaces (Section 3). The notion of a complex rigid structure is enhanced to the level of generalized K3 surfaces. On the other hand, the notion of a rigid Kähler structure has been anticipated for a long time

MIRROR SYMMETRY AND RIGID STRUCTURES OF GENERALIZED K3 SURFACES3

from the viewpoint of mirror symmetry. We define such a notion by using a generalized Calabi-Yau structure, which captures a refined integral structure of the Kähler moduli space.

Structure of article. Section 2 provides a brief summary of generalized K3 structures based on Huybrechts’ work [6]. Section 3 investigates the complex and Kähler rigid structures on generalized K3 surfaces. Section 4 is devoted to mirror symmetry for generalized K3 surfaces in comparison with the classical formulation of that for K3 surfaces. The main problems are described in Section 4.2 and they are solved in Sections 4.5 and 4.6.

Acknowledgement. The author is very grateful to Yu-Wei Fan and Kenji Hashimoto for valuable discussions. He would also like to thank the referees for helpful comments and suggestions, especially pointing out [9]. Some parts of this work was done while the author was affiliated by Kyoto University with Leading Initiative for Excellent Young Researchers Grant. This work is partially supported by the JSPS Grant-in-Aid Wakate(B) 17K17817 and Kiban(C) 22K03296.

2. Generalized K3 surfaces

Hitchin’s invention of generalized Calabi–Yau structures is the key to unify the symplectic and complex structures [5]. Such structures have been extensively studied in 2-dimensions by Huybrechts [6]. In this section, for the sake of completeness, we provide a brief review of Huybrechts’ work [6].

2.1. Generalized Calabi–Yau structures. Let M be a differentiable manifold underlying a K3 surface and A^{2∗}_C (M) = ⊕^2_{i=0}A^{2i}_C (M) the space of even differential forms with C -coefficients. Let φ_i denote the degree i part of φ ∈ A^{2∗}_C (M). We define a pairing on A^{2∗}_C (M) by

⟨φ, φ^′⟩ = φ_2 ∧ φ^′_2 − φ_0 ∧ φ^′_4 − φ_4 ∧ φ^′_0 ∈ A^4_C (M),

which is the Mukai pairing on the level of differential forms.

Definition 2.1 (generalized Calabi–Yau structure). A generalized Calabi– Yau structure on M is a closed form φ ∈ A^{2∗}_C (M) such that ⟨φ, φ⟩ = 0, ⟨φ, φ⟩ > 0. The special appeal of generalized Calabi–Yau manifolds resides in the fact that they embrace complex and symplectic structures on an equal footing. There are two fundamental Calabi–Yau structures:

(1) A symplectic structure ω on M induces a generalized Calabi–Yau structure φ = e^{√−1ω} = 1 + √ −1ω − 1 2 ω^2.

(2) A complex structure J of M makes M a K3 surface M_J . A holomorphic 2-form σ of M_J , which is unique up to scaling, defines a generalized Calabi–Yau structure φ = σ. We also write M_σ = M_J .

For B ∈ A^2_C (M), e^B acts on A^{2∗}_C (M) by exterior product, i.e.

e^B φ = (1 + B + 1 2 B ∧ B) ∧ φ. This action is orthogonal with respect to the Mukai pairing, namely ⟨e^B φ, e^B φ^′⟩ = ⟨φ, φ^′⟩. A real closed 2-form is called a B-field. For a B-field B and a generalized Calabi–Yau structure φ, the B-field transform e^B φ is a generalized Calabi–Yau structure.

We will later show that a B-field is indispensable when we view complex and symplectic structures as special instance of a more general notion. The following shows that a generalized Calabi–Yau structure is a B-field transform of either one of the fundamental Calabi–Yau structures.

Proposition 2.2 ([5]). Let φ be a generalized Calabi–Yau structure.

(A) If φ_0 ≠ 0, then

φ = e^B (φ_0e^{√−1ω}) = φ_0e^{B+√−1ω}

with a symplectic ω and a B-field B. (B) If φ_0 = 0, then

φ = e^B σ = σ + B^{0,2} ∧ σ

with is a holomorphic 2-form σ (for a complex structure) and a Bfield B. B^{0,2} is the (0, 2)-part of B with respect to σ.

Generalized Calabi–Yau structures of (A) and (B) in Proposition 2.2 are called type A and type B respectively.

We consider the group Diff_∗(M) of the diffeomorphisms f of M such that the induced action f^∗ on H^2(M, Z) is trivial. Generalized Calabi–Yau structures φ and φ^′ are called isomorphic if there exist an exact B-field B and a diffeomorphism f ∈ Diff_∗(M) such that φ = e^B f^∗φ^′.

The most fascinating aspects of generalized Calabi–Yau structures is the occurrence of the classical Calabi–Yau structure σ (type B) as well as of symplectic generalized Calabi–Yau structure e^{√−1ω} (type A) in the same moduli space. This allows us to pass from the symplectic to the complex world in a continuous fashion.

Remark 2.3 ([5]). For a complex structure σ, the real and imaginary parts Re(σ), Im(σ) are symplectic forms. A family of generalized Calabi–Yau structures of type A

φ_t = te^{1t (Re(σ)+√−1Im(σ))}

converges, as t goes to 0, to the generalized Calabi–Yau structure σ of type B. In this way, the B-fields interpolate between generalized Calabi–Yau structures of type A and B.

MIRROR SYMMETRY AND RIGID STRUCTURES OF GENERALIZED K3 SURFACES5

2.2. (hyper)Kähler structures.

Definition 2.4. Let φ be a generalized Calabi–Yau structure. We define P_φ ⊂ A^∗(M) and P_{[φ]} ⊂ H^∗(M, R) by P_φ = RReφ ⊕ RImφ ⊂ A^∗(M), P_{[φ]} = R[Reφ] ⊕ R[Imφ] ⊂ H^∗(M, R)

i.e. the vector spaces spanned by the real and imaginary parts of φ and [φ] respectively.

P_φ is positive with respect to the pairing ⟨−, −⟩ at every point. P_{[φ]} ⊂ H^∗(M, R) ∼= R^{4,20} is a positive plane with respect to the Makai pairing.

We say that generalized Calabi–Yau structures φ and φ^′ are orthogonal if P_φ and P_φ′ are pointwise orthogonal. This orthogonality is in general a stronger condition than just ⟨φ, φ^′⟩ = 0.

Definition 2.5 (Kähler). A generalized Calabi–Yau structure φ is called Kähler if there exists another generalized Calabi–Yau structure φ^′ orthogonal to φ. In this case, φ^′ is called a Kähler structure for φ.

Let φ = σ a holomorphic 2-form for a complex structure on M_σ. If φ^′ is a Kähler structure for φ, then it is of the form φ^′ = φ^′_0e^{B+√−1ω} (type A) for some B-field B and symplectic form ω. The orthogonality is equivalent to σ ∧ B = σ ∧ ω = 0. Therefore B is a closed real (1, 1)-form and either ±ω is a Kähler form with respect to σ.

A hyperKähler structure is then defined as a special instance of a Kähler structure. Recall first that a Kähler form ω on a K3 surface is a hyperKähler form if 2ω^2 = Cσ ∧ σ for some C ∈ R, which may be assumed to be 1 by rescaling σ.

Definition 2.6 (hyperKähler). A generalized Calabi–Yau structure φ is hyperKähler if there exists a Kähler structure φ^′ such that ⟨φ, φ⟩ = ⟨φ^′, φ^′⟩. Such φ^′ is called a hyperKähler structure for φ.

Remark 2.7. (1) The definition of a (hyper)Kähler structure is symmetric for φ and φ^′.

(2) Let φ be a generalized Calabi–Yau structure and φ^′ a (hyper)Kähler for φ. Then e^B φ^′ is a (hyper)Kähler structure for e^B φ.

For the later use, we give a classification of the hyperKähler structures for a generalized Calabi–Yau structure φ. By Remark 2.7, we may first assume that φ is either of the form φ = λe^{√−1ω} or φ = σ.

(A) If φ = λe^{√−1ω}, then a hyperKähler structure is either (A) a generalized Calabi–Yau structure φ^′ = λ^′e^{B′+√−1ω′} such that (i) ω ∧ ω^′ = ω ∧ B^′ = ω^′ ∧ B = 0, B^{′2} = ω^2 + ω^{′2}, (ii) |λ|^2ω^2 = |λ^′|^2ω^{′2}, (B) a generalized Calabi–Yau structure φ^′ = σ, where either ±ω is a hyperKähler form such that 2|λ|^2ω^2 = σ ∧ σ.

(B) If φ = σ, then a hyperKähler structure is a generalized Calabi–Yau structure φ^′ = λe^{B+√−1ω}, where B is a closed (1, 1)-form and either ±ω is a hyperKähler form such that 2|λ|^2ω^2 = σ ∧ σ.

Any hyperKähler structure is a B-field transform of one of the above cases. In summary, there are only 3 possible combinations: (type A, type B), (type B, type A), (type A, type A).

2.3. Generalized K3 surfaces.

Definition 2.8 (generalized K3 surface). A generalized K3 surface is a pair (φ, φ^′) of generalized Calabi–Yau structures such that φ is a hyperKähler structure for φ^′.

Remark 2.9. A K3 surface M_σ with a chosen hyperKähler structure ω (which means 2ω^2 = σ ∧ σ) can be identified with a generalized K3 surface (e^{√−1ω}, σ). A B-field transform e^B (φ, φ^′) = (e^B φ, e^B φ^′) of a generalized K3 surface (φ, φ^′) is a generalized K3 surface. Generalized K3 surfaces (φ, φ^′) and (ψ, ψ^′) are called isomorphic if there exist a diffeomorphism f ∈ Diff_∗(M) and an exact B-field B ∈ A^2(M) such that (φ, φ^′) = e^B f^∗(ψ, ψ^′). As indicated in the introduction, the moduli space M_{gK3} of generalized K3 surfaces has a nice description in terms of cohomology groups. Namely, the period map

per_{gK3} : M_{gK3} → Gr^{po}_{2,2}(H^∗(M, R)), (φ, φ^′) → (P_{[φ]}, P_{[φ}′_])

is an immersion with dense image. Here Gr^{po}_{2,2}(H^∗(M, R)) is the Grassmannian parametrizing the orthogonal pairs of positive oriented 2-planes in H^∗(M, R) ∼= R^{4,20} . The details are lengthy to present here and we refer the reader to [6].

2.4. Moduli spaces and Torelli type theorem. We lastly compare the moduli space N_{gCY} = {C φ}/ ∼= of the generalized Calabi–Yau structures of hyperKähler type, and the moduli space N_{K3} = {C σ}/Diff_∗(M) of the classical marked K3 surfaces.

Theorem 2.10 ([6]). The classical period map per_{K3} naturally extends to the period map per_{gCY} for the generalized Calabi–Yau structures of hyperKähler type.

N_{gCY} ⋃ per_{gCY} C φ→[ϕ] // ~D = {[φ] ∈ P(H^∗(M, C )) | ⟨φ, φ⟩ = 0, ⟨φ, φ⟩ > 0} ⋃ N_{K3}^{perK3}_{C σ→[σ]} // D = {[σ] ∈ P(H^2(M, C )) | ⟨σ, σ⟩ = 0, ⟨σ, σ⟩ > 0}

per_{gCY} is étale surjective, and bijective over the complement of the hyperplane section P(H^2(M, C ) ⊕ H^4(M, C )) ∩ ~D.

MIRROR SYMMETRY AND RIGID STRUCTURES OF GENERALIZED K3 SURFACES7

Therefore the generalized K3 surfaces may be considered as geometric realizations of the points in the extended period domain ~D. For this reason, we hereafter regard the generalized Calabi–Yau structures as elements in H^∗(M, C ). The above Torelli type theorem will also serve as a foundation of our formulation of mirror symmetry in Section 4.

Figure 1. Moduli space N_{gCY}

3. Rigid structures

3.1. Lattices and K3 surfaces. In order to fix notation, let us begin with some basics of lattices and K3 surfaces. The hyperbolic lattice U is

the rank 2 even unimodular lattice defined by the Gram matrix [ 0 1 1 0 ] . E_8 is the rank 8 negative-definite even unimodular lattice defined by the corresponding Cartan matrix. We denote by Λ_{K3} = U^{⊕3} ⊕ E^{⊕2}_8 the K3 lattice. For a lattice L, we write L_Q = L ⊗_Z Q, and L_R and L_C are defined in a similar manner.

Let S be a K3 surface. Then H^2(S, Z) with its intersection form is isomorphic to the K3 lattice Λ_{K3}. The Néron-Severi lattice and transcendental lattice are defined respectively by NS(S) = H^{1,1}(S, R) ∩ H^2(S, Z), T (S) = NS(S)^⊥, where the orthogonal complement is taken in H^2(S, Z). The Picard number is ρ(S) = rank(NS(S)). The extended Néron-Severi lattice NS^′(S) is the sublattice NS^′(S) = H^0(S, Z) ⊕ NS(S) ⊕ H^4(S, Z) ∼= NS(S) ⊕ U of the Mukai lattice H^∗(S, Z) ∼= U^{⊕4} ⊕ E^{⊕2}_8 .

3.2. Néron–Severi lattice and transcendental lattice. We introduce the Néron–Severi lattice and the transcendental lattice of a generalized K3 surface X = (φ, φ^′).

Definition 3.1. The Néron–Severi lattice and transcendental lattices of X = (φ, φ^′) are defined respectively by ~NS(X) = {δ ∈ H^∗(M, Z) | ⟨δ, φ^′⟩ = 0}, ~T (X) = {δ ∈ H^∗(M, Z) | ⟨δ, φ⟩ = 0}. It is important that we define ~NS(X) and ~T (X) on a completely equal footing, and our definition of ~T (X) differs from [6] (where it is defined as the orthogonal complement of ~NS(X)). In our setting, the intersection ~NS(X) ∩ ~T (X) is in general non-trivial. Moreover, it is easy to see that φ ∈ ~NS(X)_C , φ^′ ∈ ~T (X)_C , and 2 ≤ rank(~NS(X)) ≤ 22, 2 ≤ rank( ~T (X)) ≤ 22.

For later use, given ψ ∈ H^∗(M, C ), we denote by L_ψ the smallest sublattice L ⊂ H^∗(M, Z) such that ψ ∈ L_C . Then we may write ~NS(X) = L^⊥_{φ′} , ~T (X) = L^⊥_φ . Remark 3.2. In general, H^0(M, Z), H^4(M, Z) ⊄ ~NS(X). This feature has an important consequence in our formulation of mirror symmetry (defined in Section 4).

Example 3.3. Let δ_i denote the degree i part of δ ∈ H^∗(M, Z).

(1) If φ^′ = σ + B^{0,2} ∧ σ, a twist of σ by a B-field B ∈ H^2(M, R), then

~NS(X) = {δ_0 + δ_2 | ∫ M δ_2 ∧ σ = δ_0 ∫ M B^{0,2} ∧ σ} ⊕ H^4(M, Z) = e^B NS^′(M)_Q ∩ H^∗(M, Z). There is a natural inclusion NS(M_σ) ⊕ H^4(M, Z) ⊂ ~NS(X). The inclusion is strict if B ∈ H^2(M, Q) and then ~NS(X) contains the lattice ( Z(1, B, 1 2 B^2) ∩ H^∗(M, Z) ) ⊕ H^4(M, Z) ∼= U(m) for m minimal with m(1, B,^1_2 B^2) ∈ H^∗(M, Z). In particular, for the classical case φ^′ = σ, we recover ~NS(X) = H^0(M, Z) ⊕ NS(M_σ ) ⊕ H^4(M, Z) = NS^′(M_σ ).

MIRROR SYMMETRY AND RIGID STRUCTURES OF GENERALIZED K3 SURFACES9

(2) If φ = e^{B+√−1ω} for B ∈ H^2(M, R) and a symplectic form ω, the condition ⟨δ, φ⟩ = 0 is equivalent to ∫ M δ_2 ∧ B − δ_0 2 ∫ M (B^2 − ω^2) + ∫ M δ_4 = 0, ∫ M δ_2 ∧ ω − δ_0 ∫ M B ∧ ω = 0. In particular, if a B-field is absent, then

~T (X) = H^2(M, Z)_ω ⊕ {δ_0 + δ_4 | δ_0 ∫ M ω^2 = 2 ∫ M δ_4}, where H^2(M, Z)_ω = {δ_2 | ∫ M δ_2 ∧ ω = 0} is the space of ω-primitive classes. Further, if ω^2 /∈ Q, we have ~T (X) = H^2(M, Z)_ω.

3.3. Complex rigidity. The singular K3 surfaces are also known as complex rigid K3 surfaces in the sense that they admit no complex deformation keeping the maximal Picard number 20 (or equivalently, the rank of the transcendental lattice minimal 2). We first give a generalization of complex rigid K3 surfaces.

Definition 3.4. A generalized K3 surface X = (φ, φ^′) is called complex rigid if φ^′ is of type B and rank(~NS(X)) = 22.

Note that the condition rank(~NS(X)) = 22 is equivalent to rank(L_φ′ ) = 2. Theorem 3.5. A complex rigid generalized K3 surface is of the form X = (λe^{B+B′ +√−1ω}, σ + B^′ ∧ σ), where (1) M_σ is a complex rigid K3 surface, (2) B ∈ H^{1,1}(M_σ , R), B^′ ∈ H^2(M, Q), (3) either ±ω is a hyperKähler form for σ.

In other words, X is a rational B-field B^′ shift of a complex rigid K3 surface equipped with a complexified Kähler structure.

Proof. Let X = (φ, φ^′) be complex rigid. By the classification of hyperKähler structures (comments below Remark 2.7), φ must be of type A. Hence we can write X = e^{B′} (λe^{B+√−1ω}, σ), where Y = (λe^{B+√−1ω}, σ) is a generalized K3 surface, i.e. B is a closed real (1, 1)-form and either ±ω is a hyperKähler form for σ. On the other hand, for φ^′ = σ + B^′ ∧ σ, rank(L_φ′ ) = 2 if and only if rank(T (M_σ)) = 2 and B^′ is rational. This can been seen as follows. If rank(L_φ′ ) = 2, considering the degree 2 part, we must have rank(L_σ) = 2. Then we may write σ = αv_1 + √ −1βv_2 for α, β ∈ R and v_1, v_2 ∈ L_σ = T (M_σ). Then

φ^′ = α(v_1 + B^′ ∧ v_1) + √ −1β(v_2 + B^′ ∧ v_2)

and in order for rank(L_φ′ ) = 2, the B-field B^′ must be rational. The converse is also true. □

3.4. Kähler rigidity. In light of mirror symmetry, a rigid Kähler structure has been anticipated for a long time. A Kähler rigidity comparable with a complex rigidity naturally appears in the framework of generalized Calabi– Yau structures.

Here is a key observation. Let S be a K3 surface with Picard number 1. We write NS(S) = ZH with H^2 = 2n > 0, and consider

v_1 = (1, 0, −n), v_2 = (0, H, 0) ∈ NS^′(S).

Then e^{√−1H} = (1, √ −1H, −n) = v_1 + √ −1v_2 ∈ (Zv_1 + Zv_2)_C ⊊ NS^′(S)_C

On the other hand, for ϵ^2 /∈ Q, e^{√−1ϵH} = (1, √ −1ϵH, −ϵ^2n) = (1, 0, −ϵ^2n) + √ −1ϵ(0, H, 0) = (1, 0, 0) − ϵ^2(0, 0, n) + √ −1ϵ(0, H, 0) ∈ NS^′(S)_C . Hence there is no proper sublattice L ⊊ NS^′(S) such that e^{√−1ϵH} ∈ L_C . Therefore the Kähler structure H is not continuously deformable in such a way that rank(L_e^√_{−1ϵH} ) = 2. This calculation illustrates that a generalized Calabi–Yau structure e^{B+√−1ω} is able to detect subtle integral structures of the Kähler moduli space. In other words, by non-linearize a Kähler structure B + √ −1ω by e^{B+√−1ω}, we can make a new interesting lattice L_{eB+}^√_{−1ω} visible.

Definition 3.6. A symplectic manifold (M, ω) is called symplectic rigid if ω^2 ∈ H^4(M, Q).

As the previous calculation shows, (M, ω) is symplectic rigid if and only if rank(L_e^√_{−1ω} ) = 2.

Definition 3.7. A generalized K3 surface X = (φ, φ^′) is called Kähler rigid if φ is of type A and rank( ~T (X)) = 22.

Again, the condition rank( ~T (X)) = 22 is equivalent to rank(L_φ) = 2. We will next provide a characterization of the Kähler rigidity. In contrast to the complex rigidity, the hyperKähler structure φ^′ can be either of type A or B.

Theorem 3.8. A Kähler rigid generalized K3 surface is of the form X = (λe^{B+√−1ω}, φ^′), where B ∈ H^2(M, Q) and ω^2 ∈ H^4(M, Q). In other words, X is a rational B-field B shift of a symplectic rigid manifold equipped with a hyperKähler structure.

MIRROR SYMMETRY AND RIGID STRUCTURES OF GENERALIZED K3 SURFACES11

Proof. Let X = (e^{B+√−1ω}, φ^′) be Kähler rigid. We consider an existence condition of a rank 2 sublattice L ⊂ H^∗(M, Z) such that

e^{B+√−1ω} = 1 + B + 1 2 (B^2 − ω^2) + √ −1(ω + B ∧ ω) ∈ L_C . First, B needs to be rational, and hence so is ω^2. Then we may write the symplectic class ω = κH for κ^2 ∈ Q and H ∈ H^2(M, Z) with H^2 > 0. Indeed, in this case, there exist m, n ∈ N such that mRe(e^{B+√−1κH} ), nIm(e^{B+√−1κH} ) ∈ H^∗(M, Z). Then the complexification L_C of the lattice L = ZmRe(e^{B+√−1κH} ) + ZnIm(e^{B+√−1κH} ) ⊂ H^∗(M, Z) contains e^{B+√−1κH} . □

4. Mirror symmetry for generalized K3 surfaces

Our formulation of mirror symmetry for generalized K3 surfaces builds upon the combination of two novel ideas: (1) lattice polarizations of the cycles (Dolgachev [3]) and (2) generalized K3 structures (Hitchin [5] and Huybrechts [6]).

4.1. Mirror symmetry for K3 surfaces. We begin with a brief review of mirror symmetry for lattice polarized K3 surfaces developed by Dolgachev in [3].

Definition 4.1. For an integer 1 ≤ ρ ≤ 19, let K ⊂ Λ_{K3} be sublattice of signature (1, ρ − 1). A K-polarized K3 surface is a pair (S, i) of a K3 surface S and a primitive lattice embedding i : K → NS(S) such that i(K) contains an ample class.

Two K-polarized K3 surfaces (S, i) and (S^′, i^′) are called isomorphic if there is an isomorphism f : S → S^′ of K3 surfaces such that f^∗ ∘ i^′ = i.

Definition 4.2. For a sublattice K ⊂ Λ_{K3} of signature (1, ρ − 1), assume there exists a lattice L such that K^⊥ = L ⊕ U. Then the family S of K-polarized K3 surfaces and the family S^∨ of L-polarized K3 surfaces are mirror symmetric.

In the above setting, K is of signature (1, 19 − ρ), and for a generic Kpolarized K3 surface S and a generic L-polarized K3 surface S^∨, we have NS^′(S) ∼= K ⊕ U ∼= T (S^∨), T (S) ∼= L ⊕ U ∼= NS^′(S^∨). They are considered as a duality between the algebraic cycles of S and the transcendental cycles of S^∨ as lattices, and vice versa (duality of Yukawa couplings). Mirror symmetry can also be investigated on the level of the moduli spaces.

The crucial assumption in Dolgachev’s formulation is the existence of a decomposition of the form K^⊥ = L ⊕ U, which is a reflection of NS^′(S) =

NS(S) ⊕ U under mirror symmetry. Hence the assumption is unremovable as long as we consider geometry where the point class and fundamental class play special roles.

Remark 4.3. It is also worth noting that there are geometric explanations for such a decomposition; the hyperbolic lattice U corresponds to

(1) a cusp (large complex structure limit) of the Baily–Borel compactification of the period domains [8], (2) the lattice spanned by the fiber and section classes of a special Lagrangian fibration in SYZ mirror symmetry.

4.2. Problems. Although Dolgachev’s formulation works very nicely in many cases, it has some problems and cannot be a definitive formulation. For example, NS^′(S) and T (S) are not really symmetric; the minimal rank of NS^′(S) is 3 (as long as S is algebraic) while the minimal rank of T (S) is 2. Moreover, the assumption K^⊥ = L ⊕ U does not hold in general. There are two types of problems.

(1) There are decompositions of the form K^⊥ = L⊕U(m) but for m ≥ 2.

Then the duality between the algebraic cycles of a K-polarized K3 surface and the transcendental cycles of an L-polarized K3 surface fails. Nevertheless, the duality still holds with Q-coefficients and the moduli correspondence works without problems [3].

(2) The situation is worse if K^⊥ is of signature (2, 0) and hence cannot be of the form U(m) for any m. Such a K is given by K = NS(S) for a singular K3 surface S. The natural question “How can we understand mirror symmetry for singular K3 surfaces?” has been a mysterious problem for a long time. In fact, for a singular K3 surface, the Kähler moduli space is of dimension 20 and complex moduli space is of dimension 0, and there seems no mirror partner as a K3 surface.

singular K3 surface mirror ?? Kähler 20-dim 0-dim complex 0-dim 20-dim

We will provide answers to these problems in the framework of generalized K3 surfaces in Sections 4.5 and 4.6.

Remark 4.4. In [2], Aspinwall–Morrison identified the moduli space of certain non-linear σ-models on a K3 surface with Gr^{po}_{2,2}(H^∗(M, R)) ∼= O(4, 20)/(SO(2)× SO(2) × O(20)). Geometrically, to a K3 surface M_σ with a Kähler class ω, we associate an orthogonal pair of positive oriented 2-planes

(⟨Re(σ), Im(σ)⟩_R, ⟨Re(e^{√−1ω}), Im(e^{√−1ω})⟩_R) ∈ Gr^{po}_{2,2}(H^∗(M, R)).

However, there are “non-geometric points” that are not obtained in this way. Mirror symmetry, which is an involution of Gr^{po}_{2,2}(H^∗(M, R)), does not

MIRROR SYMMETRY AND RIGID STRUCTURES OF GENERALIZED K3 SURFACES13

preserve the geometric points. Therefore it is known that the mirror partner of a K3 surface is not necessarily a K3 surface.

4.3. Mirror symmetry for generalized K3 surfaces. We will first introduce the notion of lattice polarizations of the Mukai lattice. For integers κ, λ ≥ 2 such that κ + λ = 24, let K and L be even lattices of signature (2, κ − 2) and (2, λ − 2) respectively.

Definition 4.5. A (K, L)-polarized generalized K3 surface is a pair (X, i) of a generalized K3 surface X = (φ, φ^′) and a primitive embeddings i : K ⊕ L → H^∗(M, Z) such that i(K) ⊂ ~NS(X) and i(L) ⊂ ~T (X). Two (K, L)-polarized generalized K3 surfaces (X, i) and (Y, j) are called isomorphic if there is a diffeomorphism f ∈ Diff_∗(M) such that X = f^∗Y and f^∗ ∘ j = i. For simplicity, we often omit i from the notation (X, i) when there is no confusion.

There may be several families of (K, L)-polarized generalized K3 surfaces, and we usually choose one for the purpose of mirror symmetry. This remark is particularly important because of symmetry of Definition 4.5. That is, if (φ, φ^′) is a (K, L)-polarized generalized K3 surface, (φ^′, φ) is a (L, K)- polarized generalized K3 surface in a natural way. Nevertheless, as explained in Section 4.6, we may get a non-trivial result by choosing an appropriate family.

Definition 4.6. A family X of (K, L)-polarized generalized K3 surfaces and a family Y of (L, K)-polarized generalized K3 surfaces are mirror symmetric.

As mentioned in Remark 3.2, in general, the elements in H^0(M, Z) and H^4(M, Z) are no longer “algebraic” and there is no natural U ∼= H^0(M, Z)⊕ H^4(M, Z) summand in ~NS(X). Hence there is no assumption on lattices.

Remark 4.7. Our formulation is compatible with Aspinwall–Morrison’s discussion from the viewpoint of N = (2, 2) SCFT (Section 3 of [2]), where they consider arbitrary Ω, ℧ ∈ ~D which are orthogonal, and the mirror map is simply an interchange Ω ↔ ℧. Furthermore, it is explained that choosing U in H^∗(M, Z) amounts to choosing a specific N = (2, 2) SCFT to represent N = (4, 4) SCFT.

Definition 4.8. Let X = (φ, φ^′) be a (K, L)-polarized generalized K3 surface. A deformation of C φ keeping X as a (K, L)-polarized generalized K3 surface is called an A-deformation. The A-moduli space M_A is defined as the space of A-deformations of X. A B-deformation and the B-moduli space M_B are defined similarly.

By the Torelli type theorem (Theorem 2.10), the construction of moduli spaces works in largely the same way as that for lattice polarized K3 surfaces, and hence we will give a brief sketch below (we refer the reader to Dolgachev’s article [3] for details). We first define D_K = {φ ∈ P(K_C ) | ⟨φ, φ⟩ = 0, ⟨φ, φ⟩ > 0} ⊂ ~D.

It is a complex manifold of dimension κ − 2 with two connected components D^+_K and D^−_K , each of which is a symmetric domain of type IV isomorphic to Gr^{po}_2 (K_R) ∼= O(2, κ − 2)/(SO(2) × O(κ − 2)). By a slight modification of the Torelli type theorem, the A-moduli space M_A is identified with an open dense subset of the period domain D^+_K . The construction is parallel for the B-moduli space M_B . Therefore, the full moduli space M_A × M_B of (K, L)- polarized generalized K3 surfaces is always 20-dimensional and identified with an open dense subset of D_{(K,L)} = D^+_K × D^+_L .

4.4. Comparison: classical and new. We will next confirm that our formulation of mirror symmetry naturally includes Dolgachev’s.

Let K^′ ⊂ Λ_{K3} be a sublattice of signature (1, ρ − 1). Assume that there exists a decomposition K^{′⊥} = L^′ ⊕ U for a lattice L^′. Mirror symmetry for lattice polarized K3 surfaces asserts that the K^′-polarized K3 surfaces and the L^′-polarized K3 surfaces are mirror symmetric to each other.

Let M_σ be a generic K^′-polarized K3 surface equipped with a B-field B shift of a hyperKähler form ω (B, ω ∈ NS(M_σ )_R are also taken generically). It defines a generalized K3 surface X = (φ, φ^′) = (e^{B+√−1ω}, σ) and we have ~NS(X) = NS^′(M_σ) ∼= K^′ ⊕ U, ~T (X) = T (M_σ) ∼= L^′ ⊕ U. Similarly, let M_σ∨ be a generic L^′-polarized K3 surface equipped with a Bfield B^∨ shift of a hyperKähler form ω^∨. It defines a generalized K3 surface X^∨ = (φ, φ^′) = (e^{B∨+√−1ω∨} , σ^∨). and we have ~NS(X^∨) = NS^′(M_{σ∨} ) ∼= L^′ ⊕ U, ~T (X^∨) = T (M_{σ∨} ) ∼= K ⊕ U. By setting K = K^′ ⊕ U and L = L^′ ⊕ U, we may think that X is a (K, L)- polarized generalized K3 surface and X^∨ is a (L, K)-polarized generalized K3 surface. Therefore the formulation of mirror symmetry for lattice polarized K3 surfaces is naturally considered as a special case of ours.

4.5. Mirror symmetry and B-fields. Our formulation of mirror symmetry comes into its own when the conventional formulation fails. Let us consider the first problem in Section 4.2.

Let K^′ ⊂ Λ_{K3} be a sublattice of signature (1, ρ − 1). Assume that there exists a decomposition K^{′⊥} = L^′ ⊕ U(m) for a lattice L^′ and m ≥ 2. We set K = K^′ ⊕ U(m) and L = L^′ ⊕ U(m).

A (K, L)-polarized generalized K3 surface can be constructed as follows. First we consider K^′-polarized K3 surface M_σ so that generically T (M_σ ) ∼= L^′ ⊕ U(m). Let e, f be the standard basis of this U(m), i.e. e^2 = f^2 = 0 and (e, f) = m, and consider a B-field B^′ =^1_m e ∈ T (M_σ )_Q . Then, for generic B, ω ∈ NS(M_σ )_R, X = e^{B′} (e^{B+√−1ω}, σ)

MIRROR SYMMETRY AND RIGID STRUCTURES OF GENERALIZED K3 SURFACES15

is a (K, L)-polarized generalized K3 surface. In fact, by the calculation in Example 3.3, ~NS(X) = NS(M_σ) ⊕ Z(m, e, 0) ⊕ H^4(M_σ, Z) ∼= K^′ ⊕ U(m) and by the choice of B^′, ~T (X) = e^{B′} T (M_σ)_Q ∩ H^∗(M_σ, Z) ∼= T (M_σ) ∼= L^′ ⊕ U(m). An (L, K)-polarized K3 surface is defined in the same manner. Note that the elements in H^0(M, Z) are no longer algebraic in this case.

A B-field transform of a complex structure σ is thought of as a noncommutative deformation of a K3 surface M_σ in the sense that the geometric objects are twisted by the Brauer group α associated to the B-field. The corresponding category is the derived category of twisted coherent sheaves D^b(M_σ , α) (cf. Section 4.7).

4.6. Mirror symmetry for singular K3 surfaces. Let us next consider the second problem in Section 4.2, namely mirror symmetry for singular (i.e. complex rigid) K3 surfaces.

For an integer n > 0, we define K = ⟨−2n⟩^{⊕2} ⊕ U ⊕ E^{⊕2}_8 , L = ⟨2n⟩^{⊕2}, where ⟨k⟩ denotes the lattice of rank 1 generated by v with v^2 = k.

(1) A family X of the (K, L)-polarized generalized K3 surfaces is given by {X = (e^{B+√−1ω}, σ)}, where T (M_σ) = L (such a complex structure is unique up to isomorphism) and B, ω ∈ NS(M_σ)_R. In other words, they are singular K3 surfaces with complexified Kähler parameters B + √ −1ω ∈ NS(M_σ)_C . For a generic X, we have K ∼= ~NS(X) = NS^′(M_σ ), L ∼= ~T (X) = T (M_σ) (2) A family Y of the (L, K)-polarized generalized K3 surfaces contains a 19-dimensional subfamily of the K3 surfaces of the form {Y = (e^{√−1H} , σ^∨)}, where NS(M_σ∨ ) = ZH, H^2 = 2n > 0. There is no Kähler deformation (cf. Section 3.4). In fact, for a generic X^∨, we have L ∼= ~NS(Y ) ⊊ NS^′(M_σ∨ ), K ∼= ~T (Y ) ⊋ T (M_σ∨ ). The point is that σ^∨ admits additional 1-dimensional B-deformation as a (L, K)-polarized generalized K3 surface.

We observe that the dimensions of the A- and B-moduli spaces are interchanged between the mirror families.

(K, L)-polarization (L, K)-polarization M_A 20-dim 0-dim M_B 0-dim 20-dim

The discussion above is readily generalized to any singular K3 surfaces. Let S be a singular K3 surface such that NS(S) = K^′ and T (S) = L, and set K = K^′ ⊕ U. Then the mirror is a family Y of (L, K)-polarized generalized K3 surfaces. This family may contain a K3 surface with L_{eB+}^√_{−1ω} ∼= L, but an explicit construction of such a K3 surface is normally very hard.

To summarize, the mirror partner of a singular K3 surfaces is a Kähler rigid generalized K3 surface, which is in general not a classical K3 surface. This solves the long-standing problem of mirror symmetry for singular K3 surfaces.

Remark 4.9. The initial motivation of the present article comes from the attractor mechanisms of the complex and Kähler moduli spaces of Calabi– Yau 3-folds [4]. The connection is given by a Calabi–Yau 3-fold defined by the product of an elliptic curve and a K3 surface. Then the complex (resp. Kähler) attractor mechanism specifies a set of isolated points in the moduli space, called the constellation, and they correspond to the complex (resp. symplectic) rigid K3 surfaces. See [4] for details.

4.7. Comments on relevant works. A generalized Calabi–Yau variety is a Fano variety X whose derived category D^b(X) admits a semi-orthogonal decomposition and a component of it is Calabi–Yau category A_X , which provides a deformation of the derived category of a Calabi–Yau variety of lower dimension. In this sense, A_X is thought to be a non-commutative Calabi–Yau variety.

Therefore, in dimension 2, there are two notions of non-commutative K3 surfaces: A_X for a Fano 4-fold X and the derived category D^b(S, α) of twisted coherent sheaves on a K3 surface S (cf. Section 4.5). The relation between A_X and D^b(S, α) has recently been elucidated and a certain correspondence is given in [1, 7]. However, there are A_X that do not correspond to D^b(S, α) (and there are generalized Calabi–Yau structures that do not correspond to A_X ).

In [9] Sheridan and Smith proved among others homological mirror symmetry for some pairs of a rigid Calabi–Yau manifold and a generalized Calabi–Yau variety. They in particular discussed homological mirror symmetry for a rigid K3 surface and a cubic fourfold X (op.cit. Section 1.7.2). The corresponding A_X is “non-geometric” and not in the above correspondence. Nevertheless it should correspond to a generalized Calabi–Yau structure and be compatible with our result. Note that our formulation is intrinsic and works for all singular K3 surfaces while [9] is concerned with (generalized) Calabi–Yau varieties obtained by the Batyrev-Borisov construction (but in all dimensions).

References

[1] N. Addington and R. Thomas, Hodge theory and derived categories of cubic fourfolds, Duke Math. J. 163, no. 10 (2014), 1885-1927.

MIRROR SYMMETRY AND RIGID STRUCTURES OF GENERALIZED K3 SURFACES17

[2] P. Aspinwall and D. Morrison, String theory on K3 surfaces, Mirror symmetry, II, AMS/IP Stud. Adv. Math. 1 (1997), 703-716.

[3] I. Dolgachev, Mirror symmetry for lattice polarized K3 surfaces, J. Math. Sci. 81 (1996), no. 3, 2599-2630, Algebraic Geometry, 4.

[4] Y.-W. Fan and A. Kanazawa, Attractor mechanisms of moduli spaces of Calabi–Yau 3-folds, J. Geom. Phys. Vol. 185 (2023) 104724.

[5] N. Hitchin, Generalized Calabi–Yau manifolds, Quart. J. Math. Oxford Ser. 54: 281- 308, 2003.

[6] D. Huybrechts, Generalized Calabi–Yau structures, K3 surfaces, and B-fields, Int. J.

Math. 16 (2005), 13-36.

[7] D. Huybrechts, The K3 category of a cubic fourfold, Compos. Math. Vol. 153(3), 2017, 586-620.

[8] F. Scattone, On the compactification of moduli spaces for algebraic K3 surfaces, Mem.

AMS 70 (1987) No.374.

[9] N. Sheridan and I. Smith, Homological mirror symmetry for generalized Greene– Plesser mirrors, Invent. Math. 224 (2021), no. 2, 627-682.

Faculty of Policy Management, Keio University Endo 5322, Fujisawa, Kanagawa, 252-0882, Japan

atsushik@sfc.keio.ac.jp