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Abstract. We consider Landau-Ginzburg models stemming from groups comprised of non-
diagonal symmetries, and we describe a rule for the mirror LG model. In particular, we
present the non-abelian dual group G*, which serves as the appropriate choice of group
for the mirror LG model. We also describe an explicit mirror map between the A-model
and the B-model state spaces for two examples. Further, we prove that this mirror map is
an isomorphism between the untwisted broad sectors and the narrow diagonal sectors for
Fermat type polynomials.
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1 Introduction

Mirror symmetry is most easily explained for Calabi—Yau manifolds. The physics of string
theory produces an A-model and a B-model for each Calabi—Yau manifold, and these come in
dual pairs. Mirror symmetry essentially says that the A-model for a Calabi—Yau manifold is
“the same” as the B-model on its mirror dual, meaning they produce the same physics.

The same physics can also be modeled with what is called a Landau—Ginzburg model, which
is conjectured to be computationally more efficient. First constructed by physicists in [22],
Landau—Ginzburg models are built from an invertible polynomial W (also called a potential
function), and a group G < G of symmetries of W, both of which we describe later. One of
the important structures of a Landau—Ginzburg model — both for the A-model and B-model — is
that of a vector space called the state space. This can also be given the structure of a Frobenius
algebra or a Frobenius manifold, and comes with invariants in every genus. The Landau—
Ginzburg (LG) mirror symmetry conjecture predicts that for an invertible polynomial W with
a group G of admissible symmetries of W, there is a dual polynomial W7 and dual group G7 of
symmetries of W7 such that the Landau-Ginzburg A-model for the pair (W, G) is isomorphic
to the Landau-Ginzburg B-model for the pair (W7, GT) (see [4] or [23]). In this article, we will
focus on the LG mirror symmetry conjecture only at the level of state spaces.

In the past, mathematicians have primarily studied LG models of pairs (W, G) where G is an
abelian group comprised of so-called diagonal symmetries (see [17]). Mirror theorems at various
levels of structure have been proved in this setting. For example, in [23], Krawitz showed that
the state spaces for a pair (W, G), and its mirror (WT, GT) are isomorphic. In [16], the authors
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showed that the Frobenius algebras associated to (W, G) and its mirror (WT, GT) are isomorphic
for a large class of polynomials and groups.

Chiodo and Ruan in [7] and Chiodo, Iritani, and Ruan in [6] proved an LG mirror theorem
for genus zero invariants for Fermat polynomials W with a certain group that we will later
denote as Jyy. This theorem was extended in [25, 27] to include all groups G satisfying a certain
condition called the Calabi-Yau condition. In [19], Guéré proved an LG mirror theorem for genus
zero invariants for so-called chain potentials, and in [21], He-Li-Shen—Webb proved a mirror
theorem for all genus invariants for pairs (W, G), with G being the maximal group of diagonal
symmetries (see Definition 2.8).

Finally, let us briefly mention the articles [1, 5, 8, 9, 18] wherein the authors show that
in certain cases the Landau-Ginzburg mirror symmetry agrees with more geometric versions of
mirror symmetry, such as mirror symmetry for K3 surfaces and Borcea—Voisin mirror symmetry.

All of the above mentioned results require G to be a group of diagonal symmetries. There
has been much interest in understanding the mirror symmetry for when G is non-abelian, but
until now there has not been a clear way to determine the mirror model, since the dual group
was only defined when G was a group of diagonal symmetries.

In this paper, we give a conjecture for the non-abelian dual group G*, which extends the
Landau—Ginzburg mirror symmetry conjecture to LG models built from non-diagonal symme-
tries. We describe the construction of the A- and B-model state spaces, and for two examples
provide an explicit isomorphism (a mirror map) between them. More generally, we construct
a canonical mirror map on certain natural subspaces of the A- and B-model state spaces for
particular polynomials W and groups G containing non-diagonal symmetries, and we show this
map is an isomorphism of bigraded vector spaces (see Theorem 5.2). This generalizes the mirror
map for abelian LG models defined by Krawitz in [23].

This construction of G* was also discovered independently by Ebeling and Gusein-Zade,
as described in [10, 11, 12]. There, the authors describe the parity condition (PC), which is
a condition on a group G < Gy, They conjecture that if this condition is satisfied, then the
Milnor fibers associated to (W, G) and (WT, G*) have the same orbifold Euler characteristic.
They prove this conjecture in several cases. The Milnor fiber is closely related to the A-model
and B-model subspaces. In contrast to their work, in this article, we will describe the state
spaces explicitly and attempt to find an explicit mirror map.

There are still many hurdles for considering structures beyond vector spaces, the foremost
being the lack of definition of even a Frobenius product on the B-side. This is a possible direction
for future work.

2 Preliminary definitions

In this section, we begin by introducing some definitions that will be vital to the construction
of the LG A- and B-model state spaces. Recall, these are built from a pair (W, G); we will first
describe the potential function W and then the group of symmetries G.

2.1 Invertible polynomials

We begin by describing necessary conditions on the potential function W.

Definition 2.1. A polynomial W: CV — C is quasihomogeneous if there exist positive rational
numbers qi, ..., gy such that for every ¢ € C*, we have

W(cmxl,...,cq]\’xN) =cW(xy,...,zN).

The numbers qy, ..., qy are called the weights of the polynomial W.
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Definition 2.2. A quasihomogeneous polynomial W: CV — C is nondegenerate if it has an
isolated critical point at the origin, and it contains no monomials of the form x;x; for i # j.

Definition 2.3. A quasihomogeneous, nondegenerate polynomial is invertible if the polynomial
has the same number of monomials as variables.

The definition of nondegeneracy implies that the weights ¢y, ..., qy of W are uniquely deter-
mined and ¢; € (O, %) N Q for all 4.

Example 2.4. Consider the polynomial W: C* — C defined by W = z} + 3 +x4+2z]. One can

easily check that W is nondegenerate and that W is quasihomogeneous with weights (%, %, %, %)

Clearly this choice of weights is unique. Also, we can see that W has four monomials and
four variables, hence W is invertible. We will continue to work with this particular polynomial
throughout the first several sections of this article.

Theorem 2.5 (Kreuzer—Skarke [24]). Any invertible quasihomogeneous polynomial is a Thom—
Sebastiani sum of polynomials (meaning no two of the polynomials share a variable) of one of
the following three atomic types:

1) Fermat type: xi*
2) chain type: x{'wo + 25223+ - + a3, N > 1,
3) loop type: x{*xo + x5?x3 + -+ 2Nz, N > 2.

In each case, we require a; > 2 for all 7.

Example 2.6. The polynomial from Example 2.4 defined by W = z} + 23+ 23 + 2] with weights

(4, I 4 1) is a Fermat polynomial. An example of a chain polynomial is z3zs + z3x3 + 23 with

weights (l %, %) and an example of a loop polynomial is 22z + 233 + x%xl, which has weights
111

(3’ 37 5)'

2.2 Maximal symmetry group

Now we describe the conditions on the groups G that we will use to construct the Landau—
Ginzburg models.

Definition 2.7 (Mukai [26]). Let W: CY¥ — C be an invertible polynomial with weights
(q1,-..,qn). Then the mazimal symmetry group of W, denoted Gy, is defined as follows:

G :={9 € GLN(C) | (g - W)(z1,...,2n) = W(x1,...,zNn) and g;; = 0 if ¢; # ¢;}.

The condition g;; = 0 if ¢; # ¢; is equivalent to the condition that each g € Gy commutes
with the action of C* (see [26]) where C* acts on (z1,...,xN) by

¢ (z1,...,xN) = (cqlxl,...,chxN).

Definition 2.8. The diagonal symmetry group of W is the group of diagonal linear transfor-
mations, defined by

G = {(g1,---,9v) € (CON[W(gran,...,gvaey) = W(ar,...,2n)}.

This definition is the standard definition of diagonal symmetries (see, e.g., [17]). Note
that delg can be viewed as a subgroup of G};** via diagonal matrices. It is a standard fact that
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for g = (g1,...,9n) € Gg‘i,ag the entries g; as above are roots of unity (see, e.g., [1]). For sim-
plicity, we will typically represent these symmetries additively as N-tuples of rational numbers
as follows:

(eQﬂial,...,e%TmN) RS (al,,..,aN) S (Q/Z)N

Furthermore, G?,[i,ag is generated by the entries of the inverse of the exponent matriz Ay,
which we define below (see [1, 23]). One can see that the exponential grading operator jy =
(q1,---,qn) is an element of G%l/ag, where ¢q1, ..., qn are the weights of W. We denote the group
generated by jw to be Jyy. _

Two other important subgroups of Gy#* are SLy, and SL%I,ag . These are defined as

SLw = SLy(C) NG, SLG* = SLyy NGye.
Example 2.9. For W = 27 + 73 + x4 + 27, we have
Jw={(153))  and SR = (54 5.4), (1 55.0). (1.1.4.0).

BHK mirror symmetry associates to an LG model (W, G) another LG model (WT,GT),
which we work towards next.

3 Dual polynomials and dual groups

In this section, we will begin by reviewing the construction of (WT, GT), known as BHK mirror
symmetry. This is necessary to understanding the rule for mirror symmetry for nonabelian LG
models. Then we will describe the rule for nonabelian LG models.

The following definition was first given by Berglund and Hiibsch in [4].

N N
Definition 3.1. Let W be an invertible polynomial. If we write W = > [] x?” , then the
i=1j=1
associated exponent matriz is defined to be Ay = (a;;). Notice we have suppressed coefficients
of W, as these can be scaled away. The dual polynomial W7 is the invertible polynomial defined

: T
by the matrix Ay .

Example 3.2. For W =z + 23 + 24§ + 2}, we have

Ay =

SO O
S O = O
O = O O
- O O O

Hence in this case, W1 = W.

Example 3.3. It is generally not the case that W7 = W. If, for example, W is the chain
polynomial W = x3xs + 2373 + x% from Example 2.6, then
310 300
Aw =10 2 1], so  Al,=11 2 0
0 0 2 01 2

In this example, we see that W71 = 23 + 2123 + x023. Notice that W7 is also invertible and that

its weights are (%, %, %)
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Note that the exponent matrix Ay, from Definition 3.1 is only defined up to a reordering of
TOWS.

Definition 3.4. The dual group of a subgroup G < G%i,ag is the set

GT = {g e G¥E | gAwhT € Z for all h € G},

where we consider g and h in their additive form as row vectors.

The definition of the dual group was given initially by Berglund and Henningson in [3] and
independently by Krawitz in [23]. Ebeling and Takahashi proved in [13] that the two definitions
agree. It is an exercise to show that the definition given here is the same as the definition of
Krawitz.

Example 3.5. Recall from Example 2.9 the groups Jy and SL%i/ag for W = o+ 25 +a:§ +af =
WT. These groups are in fact the dual groups of each other. Observe

(Jw)" = {g € Gi¥ | gAwhT € Z for all h € Jyy'}.

Let g € G%i,aﬁ and h € Jy, then g = (“4—1, D a %4) and h = (%, Z, %, %) where a1, a9, as,a4,b €

{0,1,2,3}. Then

4 0 0 0
0400 T ‘
T _ b bbb — :
gAwh _(%’%’%7%) 00 4 0 (Z>Z>Za1) _b(%—i_%_'_%"i_%)'
0 0 0 4

This value is an integer for all b € {0,1,2, 3} if and only if (% + 2+ B+ %) € Z, implying
g € SLg[l/af. Hence (Jyw)? = SLgll/af. In fact, it is true that (Jy)? = SL%lfaf for any choice of
invertible polynomial W (see, e.g., [1]).

Let W be an invertible polynomial and G < G?Ai,ag. We can now define the BHK mirror of
a pair (W, G), as (WT,GT).

As mentioned previously, most of the work done with Landau-Ginzburg models has been
with subgroups of Géll,ag . Next, we consider a group with a permutation as one of its generators,
which is a non-diagonal symmetry. In order to define the dual group we need to define the
non-abelian dual group, which we do in the next section.

3.1 The non-abelian dual group

We begin this section with an example to illustrate the sort of symmetry groups that we will
encounter in the remainder of this article.

Example 3.6. With W = 2] + x5 + 24 + 2] as before, consider the subgroup

G = (jw, (123)) < GR™, where (123) =

o = O O
o O O
O O = O
— o O O

Here (123) permutes the variables x1, x2, and x3 under the action described in Definition 2.7.
Even though G contains non-diagonal matrices, it is actually still abelian since the generators
commute (because jyy lies in the center of GLy (C); see also the remark following Definition 2.7).
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Although G is abelian in the above example, we cannot use the previously mentioned defini-
tion for G7 since G is not a subset of G?/Il/ag, as required by Definition 3.4. This brings us to the
definition of the non-abelian dual group. First we need one more definition.

Definition 3.7. An element of G} is called a pure permutation if it acts on Clz1,...,zn] by
simply permuting the variables.

Notice that because of Definition 2.7 a pure permutation can only permute variables that
have the same weight with respect to W. We are now ready to define the non-abelian dual
group G*.

Definition 3.8. Let G < G be a group of the form

G=H- K,
where K < @G is the subgroup of pure even permutations and H < G N Gg‘i/ag. This product
should be thought of as an interior product in GLy(C). Since K permutes only variables with

the same weight, and is a symmetry of W, we see that K can also be thought of as a subgroup
of Gy7. We define the non-abelian dual group of G to be

G*=HT.K < GLy(C).

Remark 3.9. Ebeling and Gusein—Zade use different notation, but one can check that the
definition given here is equivalent. Notice H is normal in G.

Also notice that since K and H' are both subgroups of Gy, we have G* < Gyr-
Example 3.10. If we consider G = (jw, (123)) < G} from Example 3.6, then
G* = Jk - ((123)) = SL{% ((123)).

Explicitly, the elements of G* are of the form (%, D %4) (123)%, where a1 +as + a3 +ay € 47

and k € {0,1,2}. In this example, we can see that G* is non-abelian. For instance, consider the
products of (%, %, %,O)(123) and (%, %, %,0)(132) € G* in both ways. Observe

(3.5 1.0)023)- (5.3, 2.0)132) = (3.3, 3.0)

(3,1,4,00132) - (4,1,4,00(123) = (2,2,1,0).

Now we have defined a rule relating two LG models (W, G) and (W', G*).

4 Construction of the state space

We are now ready to construct the A- and B-model state spaces. We will begin with the A-model.

4.1 A-model state space

The A-model state space is defined using relative (orbifold) cohomology of the Milnor fiber
(see [15]). For simplicity we will give an alternate equivalent definition in terms of Milnor rings.
First we need to define a few of the ingredients.
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Definition 4.1. The Milnor ring of a polynomial W is defined to be

O — Clzy,...,zN]
W_(rLW AN
ox1’ """ dxN

Definition 4.2. Let W be a nondegenerate, quasihomogenenous polynomial with unique weights
(q1,.--,qn), and let G be a subgroup of Gj**. Then G is A-admissible if G contains jy =

(q1,- -5 qn).

Definition 4.3. Given an element g € G#*, we let Fix(g) denote the subspace of CV which is
fixed by g, i.e.

Fix(g) = {(a1,...,an)|g " (a1,...,an) = (a1,...,an)}.

To find Fix(g), we look for eigenvectors of g with an eigenvalue of 1, and these vectors will
span Fix(g). We also write

Wg - W’Fix(g)
to denote the polynomial W restricted to Fix(g). Let N, = dim(Fix(g)).

Definition 4.4. Let W be an invertible polynomial and G be an A-admissible subgroup of G7;7*.
The state space for the A-model is defined as

G
Aw,g = <€BQWQ 'wg> ,

geG
where w, is a volume form on the fixed locus of g.

As mentioned earlier, the original definition is given in terms of relative cohomologies of
a Milnor fiber of W. This is simply an equivalent definition for LG A-models that is easier to
work with.

When G is abelian, we can rewrite the state space definition as

A = @)@, )"

geG
as the action of GG preserves each summand. This is the definition of the A-model more commonly
seen for the A-model state space when using diagonal symmetries. However, if G is non-abelian,
then for v € G,

7+ (Qw, -wg) C Qw1 Wrgy1- (4.1)

Here the action of v is induced by (VT)*, where if A is a matrix (thought of as a linear transfor-
mation), then A* is the action on the dual vector space. In other words, if ¢ is a permutation,
written in cycle notation, then o - x; = z,-1(;).

We will use the notation | P, g] to denote an element of Qw, -w,, often suppressing the volume
form where convenient. The volume form can be easily determined by g. We can form a basis
of Aw, ¢ using sums of the form

Z £P’9i17

9:€lg]

where g; are the group elements in the same conjugacy class [g] of G, and P € Qng - Wg.

The A-model can also be given a bigrading which in many cases is similar to the Hodge
grading for Calabi—Yau manifolds. Since mirror symmetry for Calabi—Yau manifolds rotates the
Hodge diamond, we expect a similar phenomenon for LG models. In fact, we will see that the
B-model also has a bigrading and that the bigrading is preserved by mirror symmetry under
certain conditions.
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Definition 4.5 (Mukai [26]). Let G be a finite subgroup of the symmetry group of some non-
degenerate quasihomogeneous polynomial in C[xy,...,zN]. We define the age of g € G as

1 N
ageg = %;IOg()\j),

where A1, ..., Ay are the eigenvalues of g and the branch of the logarithmic function for z € C*
is chosen to satisfy 0 < log(z) < 27i. Notice that all eigenvalues of g € G satisfy |A\| = 1, since G
has finite order.

Example 4.6. For g € G%i,ag, we can write g = (aq,...,ay) additively. Then the age of g is

N
just > aj, where a; is chosen so that 0 < a; < 1.

j=1
Definition 4.7 (Krawitz [23]). The A-model bigrading of | P, g] is defined to be the ordered
pair

(deg P + age g — age jw, Ny — deg P + age g — age jw ),

where deg P is the weighted degree of P. In this notation, note that the volume form w,
contributes to deg P. Recall N is the dimension of Fix(g).

4.2 An extended example

Example 4.8. Let W = xf + 23 + 24 + 2] and G = (jw, (123)). We will determine a basis
for Ay, . Since in this case, G is an abelian group, the conjugacy class for each g € G' contains
only g. Hence we can choose a basis of Ay, consisting of elements of the form |P,g] (i.e.,
single terms, instead of sums, although P may have more than one summand). The elements
of G can be expressed as j&,(123)° with a € {0,1,2,3} and b € {0,1,2}. For each g € G, we will
need to find the basis elements of (Qyy, -wy)¥. The choices of g can be broken down into three
different cases.
Case 1: ¢ =(0,0,0,0). When g = (0,0,0,0), then W, = W, and the Milnor ring of Wy is

(C[.Tfl, x2,I3, .%'4]
(4mi’,4x%,4x§,4xi).

Qw, = Qw =

The elements of Qyy are sums of elements in the set {x‘fxg:chj‘f |0 <a,b,c,d < 2}. The volume
form w, in this case is doy Adza AdzsAdzy. To find the elements of (Qw - (dzy AdzaAdzs Adxy))C
we look for p(z) € Qw such that p(z) - (dz; A dzg Adzs Adzy) is invariant under jy and (123),
the generators of G. The volume form is invariant under jy and under (123). Thus, in this case
we only need to be concerned with the actual polynomial p(z).

In order to be invariant under (123), the polynomial must be symmetric with respect to x1, z2,
and x3 and polynomials invariant under jy, must have exponents in each term sum to a multiple
of 4; for example, the polynomial xjzoz32x4 € Quy is invariant under both jir and (123).

One can check that the invariant elements of Qy-w, are spanned by the following polynomials:

1,

T1X2X3L4,
wiziaiad,

wiws + afwd + asad,

2 2 2
T1X2x3 + T{T2x3 + X1T5x3,
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2 2 2
T1X2Ty + T1X3Ty + T2T3Ty,
2 2 2
T1T3%4 + T2T3T4 + TITI T4,

2 2 2
TIXoT4 + THX3T4 + X314,

2,.2 2,2 2,2
riTy + 157y + 137].

The 9-dimensional vector space generated by these elements is called the untwisted broad sector
of Aw.q.

We now turn our attention to the bigrading. Since age jir = 1 as mentioned in Example 4.6,
the bidegree for each element reduces to

(deg P +ageg — 1, Ny —deg P +ageg — 1),

Furthermore, when g is the identity, we get ageg = 0 and N, = 4, so the bidegree simplifies
to

(deg P — 1,3 — deg P).

Recall that there were 9 polynomials in our basis for this choice of g. We will now list the
bidegree for all of the basis elements in this sector:

basis element bidegree
[1,(0,0,0,0)] 2)
|x1292324, (0,0,0,0)]

Lx%x2x3x4, 0,0,0, Oﬂ

| 2325 + zi23 + 2523, (0,0,0,0)]
L.’L’l.ﬁUQZCg + xla:ng + x1x2x3, (0,0,0,0
Lx1x2x4 + x1x3x4 + x2x3m4, (0,0,0,0
i
i
i

2,0

1,1

)| 1,1
)| 1,1
x1x2x4 +x2m3:c4 +x3:cla:4, (0,0,0, 0)] 1,1
x%:rgm +:B2x3x4 +x3x1:r4, (0,0,0 0)] 1,1
202 1,1

x

(0,
(1,1)
(2,0)
(1,1)
(1,1)
(1,1)
(1,1)
(1,1)
zj + 2323 + 2323, (0,0,0,0)] (1,1)

This completes the construction of the untwisted sector. Next we consider the pure permu-
tations.
Case 2: g = (123) or g = (132). Let

= (123) =

o= O O
o O O
O O = O
— o O O

This representation of (123) as a matrix matches the convention that o - x; = x,-1(;). To find
Fix(123), we look for eigenvectors of (123) with an eigenvalue of 1. Diagonalizing (123) gives
(123) = QDQ ™, where

I
2
N
A

1 0 0 Oles' eS‘
01 0 0 2mi ami
_ ) 10 1 e3 e
D=1o 0 ¥ 0 and Q= 01 1 1
00 0 e% 10 0 0



10 N. Priddis, J. Ward and M.M. Williams

Thus the eigenvectors with eigenvalue 1 are (1,1,1,0) and (0,0,0,1), and the span of these
two vectors is Fix(123). If we call the coordinates of these two vectors y; and y4, then we have
W, = c1yi +yji for some constant ¢; whose value does not matter for our purposes. The volume
form here is dy; A dyy = (dx1 + dog + das) A dzy. This is invariant under (123), which acts
trivially when considering only y; and y4. However, this volume form is not invariant under jy
since

Jw - (dy1 Adys) = —(dy1 Adya) # dyr A dya.

To balance this, in order for an element of Qw, -w, to be invariant under jy, the polynomial p(x)
must have degree equal to 2 (mod 4). This gives us three anti-invariant polynomials:

y% = (z1+ 22+ x3)2,

Y1ya = (21 + T2 + 23) 24,
yi = 3.
Each one of these, together with the volume form, is another element in the basis of Ay .

The case of g = (132) is almost identical, so we exclude the work here. The subspaces
produced from non-identity group elements g with Fixg # {0} are known as twisted broad
sectors.

We now consider the bigrading for these elements. The values of age(123) and age(132) are
both 1. There were 3 elements in the G-invariant subspace of the Milnor ring, and their degrees
are all equal to 1.

Thus the bidegree of each of these elements is

(deg P +ageg —1,Ny —deg P +ageg — 1) = (1,1).

Case 3: Other values of g. The eigenvalues of jy are all e%, so g = jw has trivial fixed
locus. Thus Wlgix(j,,) = 0. This implies that for g = jw, we get Qw, - wy = C. This sector
only produces a single basis element of Ay, being |1, jw]. Sectors with Fix(g) = {0}, as is
the case here, are called narrow sectors. The action of G on these narrow sectors is trivial, so
each contributes to the basis for Ay, . Similarly, the group elements (jw)?, (jw)?, jw (123),
(iw)2(123), (iw)3(123), (jw)(132), (jw)?(132), and (jw)3(132) are also narrow sectors. In
total, there are 9 narrow sectors in Ay .

To compute the bidegrees of these elements, we first notice that N, = 0, and deg P = 0 in
the formula for bidegree. Thus formula for bidegree thus reduces to

(age g — age jw,ageg — age jw) = (ageg — 1,ageg — 1).

Hence in this case, the only thing we need to actually compute is age g. When g is a multiple of
(jw), we have

age jw = 1, agej%v =2, and agejgv = 3.

The rest of the elements are non-diagonal, so we must find the eigenvalues as in the previous
case. The resulting age is the same for all of them, which is 2. Thus the bidegree for the rest of
the narrow sectors is (1,1). To conclude this example, we have found that there are 9 narrow
sectors, the untwisted broad sector has dimension 9, and the two twisted broad sectors from
(123) and (132) each contribute dimension 3 to the state space. Hence Ay, has dimension 24.
In following table, Table 1, we can see all basis elements and their bidegree.
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A-model basis elements
A-model basis Bidegree

1,(0,0,0,0)] 0,2)

T1T2X3L4, (0 0 0 0)-|

zia3x3ad, (0,0,0,0)]
%x2+-x1x34-x2x3,u)0 0,0)]

—_
—_

X

331902563 + :L"lxgxg + $1$2$3, (0,0,0,0)
x1x2x4 + x1x3x4 + w2x3x4, (0,0,0,0)
)
)

x1m2x4 + $2$3l’4 + :1:11'31‘4, (0,0,0,0

x%xgm + x2x3x4 + x1x3x4, (0,0,0,0
%@+%@+%%moom]

(z1 + x2 + x3)?, (123)]

(acl + 22 + .’L‘3)w4, (123)~|

1,
I
L
I
L
I
L
L
i
L
I
|23, (123)]
L
i
|23,
I
i
L
i
L
I
i
L
L

1
1
1
1

(z1 + x2 + x3)%, (132)]
(xl + 20 + 1’3)1‘4, (132)1
3, (132)]

,M

9

)

1,

L, (Jw

L, (jw)

1, jw(12

1, (jw)?(123)]
1, (jw)?(123)]
1, 7w (13

1, (jw)?(132)
1, (jw)3(132)

s

9

.
=
A
—_
w

=

)

P~~~ o~~~ o~~~ o~~~ o~ o~ o~~~ o~ o~ o~ o~ o~
M O e e e e N N N N N N N T N

el e e e e e R = R e e e R I N N e e e )
e i e e e i R = T e e e e e N e S e e )

(j 331

s

Table 1. A-model basis elements.

If we arrange these as a Hodge diamond, we have

1
1 20 1
1

The reader may notice that this is the Hodge diamond of a K3 surface. Indeed if we consider
the K3 surface Xy, defined by the polynomial 7 + x5 + 23 + 27 in P3, then one can quotient
by the group action of (123) on Xyy. The minimal resolution of Xy /((123)) is a K3 surface,
corresponding to the LG model we have just considered (the Fermat quartic is a K3 surface
and (123) acts symplectically on it; see, e.g., [8]).

We end this section with a lemma that will be useful for the proof of Theorem 5.2.

Lemma 4.9. Suppose G is of the form G = H - K, where K is a group of pure permutations
and H < G%ﬁ,ag is an A-admissible group. If v € G and | P, g| € Qw, -wy, then v- [P, g] has the
same bidegree as | P, g].

Proof. First, recall the A-model bigrading from Definition 4.7:

(deg P + age g — age jw, N, — deg P + age g — age jw ).
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We also recall (4.1) from right after Definition 4.4, which says that

v-Pgl = [v-Poygv ]

Note that age jy will clearly be unaffected by the action of v on | P, g]. We aim to show that
age (’yg’y‘l) = ageg, that N, ;-1 = Ny, and that deg(y- P) = deg P. Recall from Definition 4.5
that the age of g is dependent only on the eigenvalues of g. Since g and vgy~! are similar
matrices, they must have the same eigenvalues, so age (’yg’y‘l) = ageg. This also gives us
N(ygy-1) = Ny, since Ny is the number of eigenvalues of g which are equal to one. To show
that deg(y - P) = deg P, we will consider two cases for 7: either v is a pure permutation or 7y
is a diagonal symmetry. A third case would be when ~ is a product of a pure permutation and
a diagonal symmetry, but this follows from the previous two cases.

Case 1: Suppose v = o is a pure permutation. Recall from Definition 2.7 that the elements
of G only permute variables with the same weight. The degree of the volume form is also
unaffected for the same reason. Then ¢ - P simply renames the indexes of the variables which
will not change the degree at all. Thus deg(o - P) = deg P.

Case 2: Suppose 7 = h is a diagonal symmetry, and put h = (a1,ag,...,ay), written
additively. Then h- P = c¢P for some ¢ € C*, so deg(h - P) = deg P.
In any case, v - | P, g| has the same bidegree as | P, ¢] in Aw,g. |

4.3 The B-model state space

Having constructed the A-model as a bigraded vector space, we can begin our construction of
the B-model. We expect the B-model for (WT, G*) to be isomorphic to the A-model for (W, G).

Definition 4.10. Let W be a nondegenerate quasihomogenenous polynomial with unique
weights (q1,...,qn), and let G be a subgroup of G}3#*. Then G is B-admissible if G C SLyy.

Definition 4.11. Let W be an invertible polynomial and G a B-admissible group. The state
space for the B-model is defined as

G
BW,G = (@QWQ : wg) )

geG
where w, is a volume form on the fixed locus of g.

This is exactly analogous to Definition 4.4, except that the associated group G has differ-
ent requirements than the group used for the A-model. For the B-model, this is the original
definition, whereas Definition 4.4 for the A-model was only an equivalent definition. While the
state spaces have similar definitions, the grading and product structures are very different —
for example, the multiplicative identity on the B-side lies in the untwisted sector, whereas the
multiplicative identity on the A-side lies in the sector indexed by jy. We won’t discuss the pro-
duct structure any further here, but the interested reader can find the definition of the B-model
multiplication in [2] or [20], and the definition of the A-model product in [14] or [17], when G
and G* are groups of diagonal symmetries. When G and G* are not diagonal, the B-model
product has not yet been defined, as far as we know, whereas the A-model structure comes from
invariants of the associated Gauged Linear Sigma Model (see, e.g., [15], though we are unaware
of the invariants having been computed for any examples). For this article, the most interesting
aspect of this state space is the relationship with the A-model under mirror symmetry.

If we use (W, G) to construct the A-model with G < G?/‘l/ag , then Krawitz [23] showed that

Awa = Byr ar

as bigraded vector spaces.
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For groups of non-diagonal matrices, in order for mirror symmetry to hold we replace GT by
the non-abelian dual group G*, defined in Definition 3.8.
Just like with the A-model, there is also a bigrading on the B-model state space.

Definition 4.12 (Krawitz [23]). The B-model bigrading of | P, g] is defined to be the ordered
pair

(deg P + age g — age jw,deg P +ageg ™' — agejw).

As with the A-model bigrading from Definition 4.7, the volume form w, contributes to deg P.

4.4 An extended example

Example 4.13. Let W = x{ + x5 + 23 + 21, with G = (jw, (123)). From Example 3.10, we
saw that W1 = W and that G* = SL%a:,g-((lQB)). The elements of SL%i/af are of the form
(“741, DR, %4) - (123)*; again, the notation (%, 8, “744) refers to a 4x4 diagonal matrix with
diagonal entries on the complex unit circle. The entries also satisfy 4|(a; + a2 + a3 + a4) — the
requirement to be in SL4(C). Furthermore, (123) € SLyy, since it is an even permutation. The
group G* is generated by (123), jw, K, and L, where jy = (%,i, %, i), K = (%,%, %,0), and
L= (33 1.0)

The A-model had 24 basis elements, with 20 of them having a bidegree of (1,1) and 1 of each
of the following: (0,0), (2,0), (0,2), and (2,2). For the A- and B-models to be isomorphic as
bigraded vector spaces, we should see the same breakdown of elements for the B-model as well.

As we begin to construct Byyr g+, we need to pay attention to centralizers and conjugacy
classes. As on the A side (see (4.1)), we also have the property

v - (BWQT wg) C By L Wygyt (4.2)
Y9y
On the A-side, jy commuted with (123), so the centralizer of every element was G and the
conjugacy class of every element was itself. That is not the case for G*.

Case 1: g = (0,0,0,0). Given that W’ = W, the Milnor ring here will be exactly the
same as in case 1 of Example 4.8. However, the list of polynomials invariant under G* will not
be the same as that for G since G* has different generators. Since (123), jy € G*, this list of
polynomials will be a subset of the 9 from earlier, but we also need to check if those 9 polynomials
are invariant under K = (%, i, %, 0), and L = (i, %, %,O) as well. The only polynomials that
will work are those where each monomial has the same exponent for x1, xo, and x3. This G*-
invariant subspace has dimension 3 spanned by 1, z1xox32z4, and x%m%m%a}i (again suppressing
the volume form).

We now consider the bigrading for these. As with the A-model, we know that age jyr = 1.

Hence the bidegree for all of the elements in the B-model can be reduced to

(deg P +ageg — 1,deg P +ageg ' —1).
In this case, we also have age g = 0, and thus age g~*
in this sector is

= 0. Hence the bidegree for the elements

(deg P — 1,deg P —1).

Thus we have three basis elements with bidegree (0,0), (1,1) and (2, 2), respectively.

Case 2: ¢ is conjugate to (123) or (132). The conjugacy class of (123) contains all
elements of the form L‘K7(123), for 0 < i,5 < 3. Thus there are 16 elements of G in the
conjugacy class.
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Since jy lies in the center of GG, we know that the polynomials in either of these sectors must
be generated by those found in the A-model. Recall there were the same three polynomials for
both (123) and (132). However, recalling (4.2), we will act on each of these three monomials
in B(123) to construct an invariant element for each of these two conjugacy classes. For example,
if we consider the element L(acl + 29 + 3), (123)1 the following table lists each element in

the conjugacy class of (123) together with a monomial in By, | Wy (123)- . If we add up
7(123)5~
each of these monomials, we get an invariant element of Byyr o+. The middle column lists an

eigenvector of the corresponding matrix with eigenvalue 1, so the reader can easily find Fix g.

’ g € [(123)] ‘ eigenvector ‘ monomial ‘
(123) (1,1,1,0) |(z1 + 22 + 23)*(dz1 + dz + das)das, (123)]
L(123)L* (1,4,1,0) —i| (21 + w2 + 23)*(d21 + idwa + dws)das, L(123)L7"]
L*(123)L7? (1,-1,1,0) —|(z1 — z2 + 3)*(dz1 — dwz + dws)dws, L?(123)L7]
L3(123)L (1,—i,1,0) i|(z1 — iz + 23)*(dw1 — idwe + das)dzs, L (123)L]
K(123)K* (1, —1%,—1,0) —|(z1 — im2 — ixs)*(dzy — idwy — idas)das, K (123)K?]
K?(123)K*? (1,-1,-1,0) |(z1 — 22 — 23)*(dw1 — daa — das)dza, K?(123) K7 |
K3(123)K (1,4,4,0) —|(z1 + im2 + ixs)*(dzy + idws + idws)das, (KL)(123)(KL) ']
(KL)(123)(KL)™! (1,1,—i,0) i| (21 + 22 — iws)*(dz1 + dwg — idws)das, (KL)(123)(KL) ™|
(KL)*(123)(K L)? (1,1,-1,0) —|(z1 4+ @2 — x3)*(dw1 + dws — das)das, (KL)?(123)(KL)?]
(KL)*(123)(K L) (1,1,4,0) —i| (z1 4 @2 + izs)*(dwy + dwa + idws)das, (KL)?(123)(KL)|
(K2L)(123)(K2L) ™" | (1,4, —1,0) | —i[(21 — iz2 — 23)?(dzy — idzs — das)das, (K2L)(123)(K2L) ]
(K*L)(123)(K°L) ™" (1,-1, i,()) i| (x1 — @2 + iw3)?(dz1 — dea + idws)das, (K3L)(123) (K3L) ']
(KL?)(123)(KL*) ™" | (1,i,-4,0) | [(21 + w2 —ixs)(dar + idews — ides)das, (KL?)(123)(KL?) ']
(KL*)(123)(KL%) ™" | (1,1, z,O) —i|(z1 — @2 — ix3)?(de1 — dwa — idws)dea, (KL?)(123) (KL?) ']
(K2L2)(123) (K2L%) ' | (1,4,-1,0) | i|(z1 + w2 — x3)?(da1 + ides — das)dza, (K2L?)(123) (K2L%) 7]
(K3L2)(123) (K°L?) " | (1,—4,4,0) | |(z1 — iwa + iw3)? (dzy — idas + ides)das, (K°L?)(123) (K3L?) ']

A similar computation can be made for the two elements |(z1 + 23 + x3)x4, (123)] and
|23, (123)], and again for the conjugacy class of (132).

Recall from the A-model that age (123) = 1 and age (132) = 1. Also, the polynomials in this
case are exactly the same as those from the A-model, where we found deg P = 1 for all such
polynomials. One can check that the bidegree for the basis elements in these sectors is (1,1).

Case 3: g ¢ Gdlag and has a trivial fixed locus. This case means g = (4, %, %, %) for
1 <a; <3. Any sector where a1, az, as, and a4 are all nonzero will be narrow. Furthermore,
one can easily check that for any v € G*, we have = € Fix(g) if and only if y~!-2 € Fix (’ygy‘l),
so the conjugates of narrow group elements remain narrow.

Since the sum of a1, az, a3, and a4 must be a multiple of four, then (a1, as, as, as) will need
to be an ordering of one the following;:

(1,1,1,1),  (2,2,2,2),  (3,3,3,3),  (3,3,1,1),  (3,2,2,1).

The first three lines the above where the components are all equal are powers of jy. In any of
those 3 cases, the conjugacy class is trivial since each of them lies in the center of G7;7*.

There are 12 different orderings of (1, 2, 2, 3). Conjugation by jw, K, or L does nothing,
but conjugation by (123) creates a conjugacy class of size 3, implying there will be 4 conjugacy
classes of this type. There are 6 orderings of (1,1, 3, 3), so this choice gives 2 additional conjugacy
classes. The powers of jy give three more classes. Thus in this case we found a total of 9
conjugacy classes. The sums of the elements in each conjugacy class form a basis vector for
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a narrow sector. A few examples of these are the following;:

U’]W—‘a
LG D+ LG D]+ LG )]
LELLDI L ELLD LG D]

The rest are listed in a table at the end of this section. In Section 5, we will show that these 9
sums of narrow sectors correspond to the 9 untwisted broad sectors from the A-model.

Now we turn to the bigrading of these elements. All of the polynomials in these sectors will
have degree 0, so the bidegree depends just on age g and ageg~'.

When g = (jw)® where i € {1,2,3}, then age(jw)’ = i and age(j) ™" = 4 — i. Hence the
bidegree for these 3 elements is

(i—1,3—4).

Again, we have three basis elements of bidegree (0,2), (1,1) and (2,0), respectively.

For the remaining six (sums of) narrow sectors we found above, the associated g and g
both have an age of 2. Thus the bidegree for all of them will be (2 —-1,2—-1) = (1,1).

Case 4: g is nondiagonal and narrow. Next we consider the narrow sectors coming
from non-diagonal elements of G*. In particular, jy (123), (jw)2(123), (jw)3(123), jw (132),
(5w )?(132), and (5w )3(132) all have trivial fixed locus as we have seen in Case 3 of Example 4.8.
However, on the B-side, these elements have nontrivial conjugacy classes.

For example, one can check that the conjugacy class of jy(123) contains KL/ j;-(123) for any
i,7 € {0,1,2,3}. The same is true for the other five classes mentioned above. Thus we obtain
16 elements in each conjugacy class. There are 6 such conjugacy classes, and these comprise all
of the remaining narrow group elements. Thus we get a contribution of 6 more narrow sectors
to the state space.

We now consider the bidegree of each of these six narrow sectors. Since all of these sectors
are narrow, we have deg P = 0, so once again the bidegree depends solely on age g and age g~ *.
All of these elements appeared in the A-model as well, where we found that they all have an age
of 2. The inverse of (jy)*(123)7 is (jw)*~%(123)3~7, which also has an age of 2. One can check
that each conjugate will also have age 2. Thus the bidegree for all of the elements in this case
s(2-1,2—1)=(1,1).

Case 5: g has non-trivial fixed locus. We are left with 42 elements of G*. One can check
that none of these remaining elements contribute to the state space.

In conclusion, the B-model state space contains three basis elements from the untwisted broad
sector, six basis elements from the two twisted broad sectors coming from (123) and (132), nine
narrow sectors from Case 3, and six more narrow sectors from Case 4, for a total of 24 basis
elements. Recall that there were 24 basis elements in the A-model as well. If we consider the
bigrading, we also see that the dimensions of each graded piece match the A-model.

As with the A-model, we now present of the basis elements in the B-model with their bigra-
ding, seen in Table 2.

If we arrange these as a Hodge diamond, we have

-1

1
1 20 1
1

Notice this is the same diamond as with our A-model example. This is enough to prove that
the given A- and B-models are isomorphic as bigraded vector spaces, however, we would like to
have a canonical isomorphism. This is the goal of the next section.
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B-model basis elements

B-model basis bidegree
[1,(0,0,0,0)] (0,0)
\_.1’1.%2%’3.7}4, (0 0 0 0)—| (1, 1)
|23z32323, (0,0,0,0)] (2,2)
| (z1 4 22 + x3)?, (123)] + (15 elements in conj. class) (1,1)
| (21 + x2 + x3)x4, (123)] + (15 elements in conj. class) (1,1)
|23, (123)] 4 (15 elements in conj. class) (1,1)
|(z1+ 22+ xg) (132)] + (15 elements in conj. class) (1,1)
| (z1 4+ x2 + x3) x4, (132)] 4 (15 elements in conj. class) (1,1)
|23, (132)] + (15 elements in conj. class) (1,1)
11, jw] (0,2)
Ll, (]W)T‘ (17 1)
le (]W)3-| (270)
LG )]+ LG )]+ LG5 1) (1,1)
LG LG D]+ L (51 7)] (1,1)
LG )] LG D]+ 555 )] (1,1)
LG D]+ Ge s D+ G35 )] (1,1)
L (35 e )]+ LG DT+ LG 1) (1,1)
LG D+ LG DT+ LG5 D] (1,1)
|1, jw(123)] + (15 elements in conj. class) (1,1)
|1, (jw)?(123)] + (15 elements in conj. class) (1,1)
|1, (jw)?(123)] + (15 elements in conj. class) (1,1)
|1, 5w (132)] 4 (15 elements in conj. class) (1,1)
|1, (jw)?(132)] + (15 elements in conj. class) (1,1)
|1, (jw)3(132)] + (15 elements in conj. class) (1,1)

Table 2. B-model basis elements.

As with Lemma 4.9, we again want to know that the bigrading of an element is unchanged
when acted upon by a symmetry in G*, so we prove the same fact for B-models.

Lemma 4.14. Given v € GP¥, and |P,g] € QWE - wg, the element - | P, g| has the same

bidegree as | P, g].
Proof. Recall the B-model bigrading from Definition 4.12:
(degP + age g — age jiyr,deg P +ageg ! — agejWT).

This proof follows the same as the proof of Lemma 4.9. We already proved that deg(y-P) = deg P
and age(vgy~!) = ageg in Lemma 4.9. The work to show that age(yg~'v~!) = ageg™' is
the same, since y¢g~'y~! and ¢g~! are similar matrices, implying that they too have the same

eigenvalues. Thus v - | P, g| has the same bidegree as | P, g]. |

5 The mirror map

Thus far in our example from Section 4, we have shown that the specified A- and B-models
have 24 basis elements with the same number of elements for each bidegree. While this in itself
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would be sufficient for claiming that they are isomorphic, we aim to create a canonical map
which will better demonstrate which elements on one side correspond to elements on the other.
In particular, we expect that this map will exchange narrow and broad sectors. This follows the
map given by Krawitz [23] for A- and B-models built from abelian groups. This isomorphism
between A- and B-models is known as the mirror map. Before we describe the mirror map in
general, we will illustrate with our example from Section 4.

Example 5.1. We will continue with the same A- and B-models as in Examples 4.8 and 4.13.
To begin constructing the mirror map, we will first look at the part of the map that is already
laid out for us by matching the 4 elements on either side with unique bidegree.

Mirror map: first elements
bidegree A-model basis B-model basis

(0,0) |1, jWW [1,(0,0,0,0)]

(2,2) |1, (w)?] [xlxgmgxﬁ, (0,0,0,0)]
(0,2) |1 ,(0 0,0,0)] 1, JWW
(2,00 | L, Gw)?]

rix3zia, (0 0,0,0)1

I

This illuminates 2 more corresponding elements:

Mirror map: first elements
bidegree A-model basis B-model basis

(L 1) Ua (JW)2-| Lx1$2$3~7547 (0707070)1
(1,1) |x1292324, (0,0,0,0)] Ll, (jW)T‘

A nice generalization of the six element maps above can be seen by
[ Gw)'] & 217 25 2y T2, (0,0,0,0)].

Recall that the dimension of the untwisted broad sector in the A-model was 9, and since
three of those are seen above, there are still 6 others to account for. These 6 basis elements map
to the 6 narrow sectors in the B-model which have a conjugacy class of size 3. Specifically, we
map the elements on the A-side whose polynomial has the same permutation structure as the
group elements on the B-side. One explicit example is given by mapping the A-model element

| 2123 + 2123 + 2323, (0,0,0,0)]

to the B-model element

INCRRRIEATCES S RAINCE S )}

Notice that the term x222 has a power of 2 for
components of the group element of Ll, ( I %,
spondence can be noticed between z1z3 and |1,
All 6 elements of this type are given below
following elements have a bidegree of (1,1).
Again, notice that the polynomials of the A-model elements have the same permutation
structure of the group elements in the B-model.

=~

and x9, and this corresponds to the first two
] having a larger value by 2 7+ The same corre-
30 101) |, aswellas a3z and [1, (3,4, 7, 1) |-
able 5. The bidegree is left out, but all of the

r T
1
4

(

—

1
4
1

" [ O
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Mirror map: basis elements following permutations structure

A-model

| 2223 + x1x3 + 2323, (0,0,0,0)]
L$1$2x3 + :clxgasg + x1x2x3, (0,0,0 0)1
Lmlazg@ + x1x3x4 + x2m3x4, (0,0,0, O)W
| 212324 +x2x3m4 + x1m3x4, (0,0,0,0)]
L:L’ Toly —I—a:2m3:n4 +z1:n3334, (0,0,0, 0)1
|23a] + 327 + 2327, (0,0,0,0)]

B-model

R g ¢ EU R gt $EN
17 454040 4 + 17 494040 4 + 17 494 40 4
ENEE SRIRSINEE SR RAINCRE S}
ENCAN IERTNCN I PRI ]
NIRRT S
LG EEDT+d DI+ AL

Table 5. The basis elements following permutation structure.

There are now 12 basis elements left to be mapped in both models, with 6 being twisted
broad sectors from g = (123) or g = (132) and 6 being narrow sectors, where ¢ is a product of
a permutation and a power of jyr. While they all have the same bidegree, we expect that the
mirror map will map broad sectors to narrow sectors and narrow sectors to broad sectors, so we
will do the same here. Unlike the previous element mappings, it is not as clear exactly which
A-model and B-model elements below should map to each other. We give the correspondence

in Table 6.

Mirror map, remaining basis elements

A-model

131 + 29 + 1'3) (123)—|

(331 -l- xo + x3)24, (123)]

(24)?,(123)]

(71 + zy + 33)%, (132)]

(wl —|— Tro + .%'3)1‘4, (132)1
132)]

)
xr1 —I— To + 1'3).%‘4, (123)1

),
1 + xo + x3)x4, (132)] +

B-model
1, (123)jw | + (15 others)
1, (123)(jw)?] + (15 others)
,(123)(jw)?| + (15 others)
(132)jw ] + (15 others)
,(132)(]W ] + (15 others)
,(132)(jw)?] + (15 others)

z1 + 22 + 73)2, (123)} (15 others)
(15 others)

x4)%,(123)] + (15 others)

T —l— z9 + x3)?, (132)| + (15 others)

(15 others)

24)%, (132)] + (15 others)

Table 6. Mirror map, remaining basis elements.

This completes the mirror map for this example, and we have explicitly shown in this example
that as bigraded vector spaces, Aw,c = Byyr gs-

We will now generalize what we have seen in this example.

5.1 Proof of the mirror map

In this section we will generalize what we have observed in the previous example to prove
a general theorem, providing a canonical mirror map on certain natural subspaces. Later we will
find under certain conditions the A- and B-models are surprisingly not isomorphic as bigraded
vector spaces. However, the restriction to the subspaces mentioned above holds nevertheless.
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Theorem 5.2. Let W be an invertible Fermat polynomial and G C Gy* be an admissible group
of the form H - K, where K < G is the subgroup of pure even permutations and H < G is the
subgroup of diagonal symmetries. Define Ay C Aw,c and By C By ¢« to be the untwisted
broad sectors for the A- and B-side, respectively. Let nar’ < H be the set of narrow diagonal
symmetries. We will also denote nar’ < HT to be the corresponding set on the B-side. Then
there exist bigraded vector space isomorphisms

Ao = Bar and Aparr — Bo.

Remark 5.3. We have restricted our attention to Fermat polynomials for simplicity. This seems
to be the most natural setting for considering nonabelian symmetry groups, as the permutations
allowed by the structure of G737 are somewhat restrictive. However, we expect a similar theorem
to hold for more general 1nvert1ble polynomials as well.

Proof of Theorem 5.2. Let W =z 4 .- + CL‘dN SO G%i,ag is generated by the set

{(2:0,..4,0), (0, 2+ ,0),.. ., (0,0,..., 7=) }.

Given g = (ai,...,an) € GN G%[i,ag, define I, = {i € {1,...,N}|a; # 0} and consider the

map
B v B Quw
geGNG8 g eG*mdeg
given by
. l b/
N abidag, (2. w {A% Mwﬁ-wﬁ)a (5.1)
Jély Jjely
for g = (%, ceey ?I—x), where 0 = b; + 1 if ¢ ¢ I,, and b, = 0 otherwise. Notice that although

W = W7 in this setting, we will continue to write W7 to keep clear in our minds which side of
the mirror map we are considering.

The map described in (5.1) is known as the map on the unprojected state spaces, where
invariance has not yet been considered. Notice that G* N Gdiaﬁ = GT in this case. This map
was proven to be a bijection by Krawitz in [23]. For completeness, however, we will reprove the

relevant part here, namely we will show that

v~ B Qur-wy (5.2)
g EGdlag
Fix(g')={0}
is a bijection. This is the case in (5.1) for when a; = 0 for all i and (%, e %) is a diagonal

symmetry with nonzero entries. We will also need that fact that

@ ng T Wy — QWT
gEGd1ag
le(g)
is a bijection (this time as a map from the A-model to the B-model). However, the proof of this
exactly mirrors the first one, so we will exclude it here. Before proceeding, note that since W is
Fermat, we know that the Milnor ring of W is

O — Clzi,...,zN]
w = (xih_la x?lVN l)

N
which has a basis of elements of the form [] xfi, where 0 < b; < d; — 2.
i=1
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First, to prove surjectivity of (5.2), let

LG d)e B Qurowy

di
g’EGWaﬁ
Fix(g")={0}

so 1 <, <d; —1. Since each b, # 0, let b; = b, — 1, and notice 0 < b; < d; — 2. The preimage
of |1, (5., )] is

vy

N
{/\ mfidxi, 0,..., 0)-‘ :
i=1

N
Notice W lgix((o,....0)) = W, so ] xfi € Qw, as desired.
i=1
To prove injectivity, let

/ /
[1,(%,...,%)}:p,(%,...,%)]e D Qur-wy
g/GGdiaﬁ !
Fix(g') {0}

be two elements in the image of the given map. This would imply that b, = ¢; (mod d;) for all

n n
i, 50 | $fl = [ 2" in Quw. Thus their preimages are equal:
i=1 i=1

{/"\ w?idxi, ,..., 0)-‘ = {/n\ ziiday, (0, ... ,O)-‘ .
i=1 i=1

So (5.2) is also injective.
Next, we look at the invariant subspaces of the preimage and image of the above map.
Specifically, we aim to show that

AO — Bnar’

is a bijection under (5.2), where

G*
Ay = (QW)G and Bpar = ( @ QWT; : wg’) .

g’EG(;[i;lq%
Fix(¢")={0}

m N )

We will need to show that { > ( A x?”dxi), o,..., 0)—‘ is invariant under G if and only if
r=1 “i=1

its image is fixed by the elements of G*. Since G is generated by K and H, we can consider all

o € K and h € H separately. In other words, we will prove this statement in two parts. First,

m N )
we will show that { > ( A x?“dwi>, ,... 7O)-‘ is fixed by H if and only if its image is fixed
r=1 Vi=1
by H”, and secondly the same element is invariant under K if and only if its image is fixed
by K.
Part 1: Let h € H, so h is a diagonal symmetry of the form (%, cees %) Note that, since h
acts diagonally, it fixes terms of polynomials independently, so we only need to consider P as

a monomial. That is, we need to consider P = A m?"dxi fixed by h.
i=1
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We can see that

N /
The monomial P is fixed by A if and only if ) % € Z, which we can rewrite as
i=1 "

N
hib] v by
> At =hAw (g, ) €2,

By definition, this happens if and only if (Z/

) eHs
HT
b b
Ll’ (i?’ﬁ)—‘ € < @ QWT|FiX(g) Wg)
geGdlag
le() {0}

This proves the first part.

m
Part 2: Let 0 € K, and assume that o fixes L > ( /\ T, ”dxz>,( ,...,0)—‘ € Ap. That is,

r=1

N
if /\ x, ld:rz is a single term of the sum Z < /\ x-”dxi), then

=1 r=1

N N
o - /\ x?ldxi = /\ xi”(z)dxi
i=1 i=1

must be another term in the sum. Note that o fixes the volume form because o is an even
permutation.

m

Now consider ) Ll, (bé’lr s bglvl\fﬂ € Bpar, which is the image of
r=1
m N
\‘Z ( /\ xfzrd.%‘Z) , (0, R ,0)—‘ e Ap.
r=1 i=1
Notice
o[ (G )] = (L (2 22
' \dy» Y dn - o(l) ) da(N)

is the image of
N
o- /\:cf"dacl /\x )dxl
i=1

Thus o fixes Z L ( T bdN ﬂ € B,q if and only if it fixes /\ T, ’dml as well.

=1
The work to show that A4~ — Bp is a bijection follows similarly. Thus we have proved that

the A- and B-models restricted to these important subspaces are isomorphic as vector spaces

via a canonical isomorphism. It remains to show that the corresponding elements from either
side have the same bidegree.
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Recall that the A-model bigrading from Definition 4.7 is
(deg P + age g — age jw, Ny — deg P + age g — age jw ).
If we restrict to Ag, then ageg = 0 and N, = N, so the above definition reduces to
(deg P — age jw, N — deg P — age jw ).
The B-model bigrading from Definition 4.12 was
(deg P' + ageg — age ji,deg P' + age(q’) ' — age jW).
When we consider elements of B,,,,+, we find that deg P’ = 0, so the bigrading becomes
(ageg’ — age jw,age(q) ™" — age jw).
Consider the corresponding elements

m N m ,
{Z </\ :U?i‘Td:z:l-) , (0, ... ,O)—‘ e Ay and Z Ll, (bcll’;,..., bg]\’;)] € Bar-

r=1 =1 r=1

By Lemmas 4.9 and 4.14, we only need to focus on one term in each sum. Thus to show that

bll,r b;\f,r)

N .
the mirror map preserves bidegree, we must prove that deg ( A x?z’rdazi> = age ( T dn
i=1

dn

and N — deg < I x?“dxi) = age( é’f, ol N’”) ! Observe that
i=1

and

-1 . e .
) since if ¢ is narrow, then it

N b b’
It follows that N — deg( A x?l”'dmi) = age ( R RRRE CZ\’;
i=1

is known that ageg = N — ageg~!' (Mukai [26]). This establishes that the first isomorphism
Ao — B, preserves bidegree.

For the other isomorphism, A+ — By, we need to show is that the corresponding elements
from A,,,,+ and By also have the same bidegree. The bigrading of elements from these sectors is

(age g — age jw, age g — age jw) and (deg P’ — age jw,deg P’ — age jw ),

respectively, where ¢ € G and P’ € (Qu)® . This means that all we need to show is that
age g = deg P’, which follows the exact same work as above.
Thus we have shown that the maps

Ao — Bnar/ and BO — .Anar/

are bigraded vector space isomorphisms. This gives us the partial mirror map. |
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6 Two examples

In this section, we give two more examples that are perhaps more illuminating than Example 5.1.
The first is an example where A- and B-models are isomorphic as bigraded vector spaces, and
the second is an example where the bigrading fails.

6.1 Good example

While the example we began in Section 4 was a great starting place, twenty of the 24 basis
elements had the same bidegree of (1,1). Moving up to a higher degree polynomial will create A-
and B-models with larger bases and more variety in their bigrading, illuminating a clearer picture
of the mirror map. With Theorem 5.2, we know what most of the map will look like.

Example 6.1. Let W = 23 + 23 + 23 + 2} + 22 and G = (jw, (12)(34)), where

01000
10000
jw=(%%%%%) and (12)(34)=|0 0 0 1 0
00100
00001

Then W' = W and the non-abelian dual group of G is G* = SLdlag -((12)(34)), where SLglif‘g =
((5:5:5,5:5): (55559 (55550, (555 50) W will denote K = (2.4.1,1,0)
L=(5.35730),and M = (5,5.5,5.0

As with the previous example, the goal is to show that
AWG = BWT,G*

as bigraded vector spaces. This example follows the same recipe as Example 5.1, so we leave
the details to the reader and simply provide the mirror map.

The first eight elements listed in Table 7 correspond to the elements indexed by jy (on either
the A-side or the B-side). Recall that jy lies in the center of G.

Mirror map: first basis elements
bidegree A-model B-model

0,0) |1, jW] |1,(0,0,0,0,0)]
) L W)T‘ Lx1x2m3x4, (0 0 O O 0)~|
) [LGw)?] |ziz32323, (0,0,0,0,0)]
) [LGw)] 29232323, (0,0,0,0,0)]
) [1,(0,0,0,0,0)] 11,5
) L
) L
) L

L1'11E2$3$4, (0 0, 0, 0, 0)-|
Lxlxgxgxi,(o 0,0,0,0ﬂ
|x}adaiad, (0,0,0,0,0)]

Table 7. Mirror map: first few basis elements.

The next two tables contain the basis elements in A and the corresponding narrow sectors
in B4 as in Theorem 5.2. The elements in Table 8 all have a bidegree of (1,2), while those in
Table 9 have a bidegree of (2,1).
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Mirror map: basis elements of degree (1,2)

B-model

A-model
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B-model

Basis elements of degree (1, 2)

A-model

| —
—~
oMo

oML
—hoho
[a\]liala\]|Ya)

Aho—ho
S—

—
_

| 21222322 + 21222472, (0,0,0,0,0)]
| 21232422 + zox32472,(0,0,0,0,0)]

Table 8. Elements of degree (1,2).

Mirror map: basis elements of degree (2, 1)

B-model

A-model
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Basis elements of degree (2,1)

A-model B-model

[ryabedetas + atrasiaten 00,000 [L(E LT+ (L5552
|23 23 zs2422, (0,0,0,0,0)] 11,(%,2,2,2,2)]

Lx1$2x3x4x5,(0 0 O 0 O)-I Lla (%5%7%7%a%)-|

Lx?xngl‘4x5 + $1$25€3I4ZE5, (O O 0 0 O)-‘ Lla (%a %a %a %a %)—‘ + |_17 (%7 %7 %7 %7 g)“
fo$2$3$4x5 + zyadadesa?, (0,0,0,0,0)]  [1,(3,2,2,2,8)]+ |1, (3,4.4.2.9)]
ladranrd + atbea 0.0000] [L(EEETD L ETEERD
L.’lfl.’L’QI‘%.’L’iLL’r + $1$2$3$C4£Er, (O O7Oa 07 0)—‘ Lla (%a %a %a %7 % -| + Lla (%a %7 %7 %7 %)—I
L$z$2$§$4$5 + x1x2x3x4 §7 (O O7Oa 0? 0)—‘ Lla (ga %7 %a %a %)] + L17 (%7 §7 %7 %7 %)-‘
Lx§x2z3x4x5 +xlfﬂﬂi’)% ga (0,0,0,0,0)] |1, (Ea oy Eﬂ + 1, (g 55 iﬂ
L$1£C2$31'4£85 + .’£1Z21’3$4 5 (0 0707 Oa O)-‘ Lla (ga ga Ea ga E)-I + U—v (gv gv %7 %7 §)~|
Lxlx%‘fgqug) + $1$21'3.’L'4{L'§, (0 0707 Oa 0)—‘ Lla (ga 575759 g)-l + U—, (g, 575759 g)—l

Table 9. Basis elements of degree (2,1).

The following basis elements in Table 10 are not described by Theorem 5.2, yet we are still
able to find the same number of each bidegree on either side. Notice the narrow sectors on the
A-side correspond with broad sectors on the B-side and vice versa.

Mirror map: remaining basis elements

bidegree A-model B-model

(1,1) 11, ((12)(34))5w] | (21 + 22) (25 + 24), (1 )(34)1 + (24 others)
(2,2) |1, ((12)(34)) (jw)?] | (21 + 22)2(23 + x4)%23, (12)(34) ] + (24 others)
(1,1) |1, ((12)(34)) (jw)?] |22, (12)(34)] + (24 others)

(2,2) |1, ((12)(34)) (jw)* | (@1 + 22)3 (23 + x4)3x5, (12)(34) ] + (24 others)
(1,2) [(z1 + 22)%, (12)(34)] |1, ((12)(34))7w ] + (24 others)

(1,2) |(z3 + 24)2, (12)(34) ] |1, ((12)(34))5, | + (24 others)

(12) @ + m)( w5+ 1a), (12)(34)] |1, ((12)(34))53 K + (24 others)

(1,2) |22, (12)(34)] |1, ((12)(34))j& L] + (24 others)

(1,2) L(an + 962)3357( 2)(34)] 1, ((12)(34))53 K] + (24 others)

(1,2) (23 +2a)zs, (12)(34)] 1,((12)(34))73,L*] + <24 others)

(2,1) |(z1 + 22)3 (23 + 24)%xs5, (12)(34) | 1,((12)(34))j% | + (24 others)

(2,1) | (21 + x2)3 (23 + x4)%22, (12)(34) ] [1,((12)(34))j3 | + (24 others)

(2,1) |(z1 4 22)2(23 + 24)%22, (12)(34)] |1, ((12)(34))ji, K| + (24 others)

(2,1) |(z1 + 22)3 (23 + za)2d, (12)(34) | [1,((12)(34))j3, L] + (24 others)

(2,1) |(z1 4 @2) (x5 + 24)328, (12)(34)]  [1,((12)(34))5i K*| + (24 others)

(2,1) |(z1 + @2)2 (x5 + z4)%23, (12)(34)] |1, ((12)(34))ji, L*] + (24 others)

Table 10. Remaining basis elements.

6.2 Bad example

Unfortunately, the correspondence previously shown does not hold for all pairs (W,G). In
Example 6.4 we will see an example where the A- and B-model state spaces are isomorphic as
vector spaces, however, the given bidegrees may not match. Ebeling and Gusein-Zade describe
a condition in [11] on subgroups K < G of pure permutations, which we will now describe.
They conjecture that this condition is necessary for the Milnor fibers associated to (W, G) and
(WT, G*) to have the same orbifold Euler characteristic. It appears that this condition must
also hold for Aw,¢ and Byt ¢+« to be isomorphic as bigraded vector spaces.
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Definition 6.2 (Ebeling-Gusein-Zade [11]). Let K be the subgroup of pure permutations in
a group G < G, We say that K satisfies the parity condition (PC) if for each subgroup
T < K one has

dim ((CN)T =N (mod 2),
where (CN)T: {x eCN:gx =z for allaeT}.

Example 6.3. Consider K = ((12)(34)) from Example 6.1. Then ((C5)K has dimension 3

and ((C5){(1)} has dimension 5, which are both equal to 5 (mod 2). Thus K satisfies the parity
condition, and we have seen in Example 6.1 that the bigraded state spaces of Aw,c and Byt
are isomorphic.

Example 6.4. In this example, we will consider the Klein 4 group as our group of permutations.
As we will see, this group does not satisfy PC. We will examine exactly where the mirror map
fails to preserve the bigrading.

Let W = 29 + 23 + 23 + 2 + 23 and G = (jw, (12)(34), (13)(24)), where

01000 00100
10000 00010
jw=(%%%%4),012)349)=]0 0 0 1 0, (13)(24)=[1 0 0 0 O
00100 01000
00001 00001

Then W7 = W and the non-abelian dual group of G is
di

G* = SLI ((12)(34), (13)(24)),

where
di ~ 2111 1211 1121

SLy™® = (w, (0,3, 5,5:5): (0,5 5:5:5): (0,5:5.5:5))-
This choice of group does not satisfy the PC above. Indeed, if K = ((12)(34), (13)(24)), then
(COYK =245 (mod 2).

While the mirror map works for the sectors described in Theorem 5.2, it is not an isomorphism

when considering the entire A- and B-models. We will show this explicitly by computing the
basis elements of Aw,¢ and Byt g+, and then computing their bidegree. However, as proved in

Theorem 5.2, the restricted mirror map is still an isomorphism, which we will list first.
The eight elements listed below in Table 11 are the exact same as those from Example 6.1.

Mirror map: first basis elements

bidegree A-model B-model

(0,0) Lljvﬂ [1,(0,0,0,0,0)]

( ) ) L W)z] Lx1x2x3x4, (O 0,0,0 O)-‘
(2,2) |1, Jw)ﬂ [x%x%xgxﬁ, (0,0,0,0,0)]
(3,3) |1, (jw)?t] | 23232323, (0,0,0,0,0)]
(073) U ( ) 307070)1 Lla]W—|

(1,2) |z1@22324, (0,0,0,0,0)] |1, (jw)?]

(2,1) |z3232323, (0,0,0,0,0)] |1, (jw)?]

(3,0) |z3x3adad, (0,0,0,0,0)] |1, (Giw)?]

Table 11. In our bad example, these are the first elements that match up in the mirror map.
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The following 28 corresponding elements in Table 12 have a bidegree of (1,2). On the A side
these come from untwisted sectors, and on the B side these are from the narrow sectors, again
following the recipe from Theorem 5.2.

Basis elements of degree (1, 2)

A-model B-model
x1x2+x1x2+x3x4+x3z4, 0,0,0,0,0)] INEREN (3 others)
x1x3+x1x3+x2x4 0,0,0,0,0)] 11,(3, 4,2, 4 (3 others)
x1x4+xlx4+x2x3 0,0,0,0,0)] [1,(3, 4,42, 1)] + (3 others)
(w322 + x3a2 + xjad +x4z5, 0,0,0,0,0)] 11,(2, 2,4, 1,2)] + (3 others)
Lx1x5+x2x5+x2x5 +x4z5, (0,0,0,0,0)] 11, (2,5, 1,1, 2)] + (3 others)
x?xgzg + :1719:2354 + xla:3sc4 + x213x4, (0,0,0,0,0)] 1,(2,2,2,1,1)] + (3 others)
$1$2£L'3 + x1x23n4 + x1x3x4 + x2m3x4, (0,0,0,0,0)] 1,(3,35 2,13 (3 others)
x1x2x3 + mlxgx4 + x1x3x4 + x2:c3x4, (0,0,0,0,0)] 11,(3,2,3. 4,3 (3 others)
x1x2x5 + x1x2x5 + x3x4x5 + x3x4x5, (0,0,0,0,0)] [1,(2,2,%,%,2)] + (3 others)
xlxgxg, + $11'3$5 + x2w4x5 + x2x4x5, (0,0,0,0,0)] 1, (2,4, 2,1, 2)] + (3 others)
x1x4x5 + x1x4x5 + zox3ws + 23375, (0,0,0,0,0)] 1,(%,3 8,52 (3 others)
s+ oot 0,0,0,00)] NEERES MY
s+ asra, (0.0,0,0,0) N, MNIERRY
m1x4x§+x2x3x§,(0 0,0,0,0)] 1,(%,3 8,23 |1, (3,2,4,5,%

2

mlxzxd + x1x2m4 + x1x3x4 + 9622105364, (0,0,0,0,0)]
|zfwoad + xlx m4 + a2 x3x4 + x2x3x4, (0,0,0,0,0)]
|#adas + vivdzy + x123ad + 20232, (0,0,0,0,0)]
| #2adas + 2da3ws, (0,0,0,0,0)]
| #2adas + 2da3ws, (0,0,0,0,0)]
| #2afxs + 23a3s, (0,0,0,0,0)]

)] +
)] +
)]+
)]+
)]+
)]+
)]+
)] +
)] +
)] +
)] +
)] +
)] +
I 5 53)] +
_1,(2 3 §7,71)' + (3 others)
)]+
)]+
)]+ |1
)]+
)]+ |1
)]+
)]+
)] +
)] +
)] +
)] +
)] +
)] +

| z123a2 + aixaa? + wsada? + 2waa, (0,0,0,0,0)] 1, (3, %, 51,3 (3 others)
| w2322 + airsa? + vaada? + 23waa, (0,0,0,0,0)] 1,(3,%,8,3, 2 (3 others)
xlwixg + m%mx% + o3zt + w%mgﬂcg, (0,0,0,0,0)] 1,(%,1,3,8, 8 (3 others)
x1x2x3x4 + x1x2x3x4 + x1x2x3x4 + x1x2x3x4, (0,0,0,0, O)] 1, (%, %, %, %, % (3 others)
x1x2x3x5 + x1x2x4x5 + x1x3ax4x5 + x2x3x4x5, (0,0,0,0,0)] [1,(2,2,2,¢,2 (3 others)
_x1x2x3x5 + 23wox4 w5 + T12375T5 + T27EW475, (0,0,0,0, Oﬂ |1, (%, %, %, %, % 1 + (3 others)
xlxgmgxg; + xlmgaﬁ% + x§x3x4x5 + x%x3x4m5 (0,0,0,0,0)] [1,(2,2,2,%,2)] + (3 others)
| 120w322 + T1@ow42? + Ty w1422 + Wow3247E,(0,0,0,0,0)]  [1,(3,2,2, 1,2 (3 others)

Table 12. In our bad example, the mirror map works on these basis
Theorem 5.2.

The following 28 corresponding elements in Table 13 have a bidegree of (2,
previous page, the basis elements on the A-side come from the untwisted broad sector and the

elements on the B side are narrow, also following the recipe from Theorem 5.2.

Basis elements of degree (2, 1)

T

30
2
w33
3
2

3,..3,..3

T

3
2
2.3
2
2,2
2

)]
)]
T x3x5 + xlxgmwg) + x1x§m4az5 + m2w3x4x5, 0,0,0, 0,0ﬂ
)]
)]

x2x3x5 + x1x2x4x5 + x1x3x4:1:5 + :r2:r3m4m5,
(0,0,0,0,0)]
(0,0,0,0,0)]
(0,0,0,0, 0)}

1T m3x4 +x1x2x3x4,

3
1
3
1 (
3
i (
3 3 3
Tixaxsxs + 1:1;t2x4x5 + x1x3x4x5 + x2x3x4x5, (0,0,0,0,0
1 (
3
1
3
1 C53554 + T1T2T3TY,
3
1

1T :v3:c4 + zrixrsr37],

3

3:104 + w1x2x3x4 + x1x2x3x4 + x1x2x3x4, (0,0,0,0,0
3 3

1‘31‘5 + 1‘11‘2.’1‘4CK5 + $1$2$41'5 + 1'21'5234"E5

0,0,0,0,0

0,0,0,0,0

B-model

11 (5: 5+ 55 5. 5)] + (3 others)
[1,(5: 5,53, 3)] + (3 others)

1, (5: 5, %5, 5)] + (3 others)
[1,(5: 3.5+ 5. 5)] + (8 others)

11, (3, 5+ 5- 50 5)] + (8 others)

1L (5555 5) 1 +[L(5 3553
1L (5:3:5:5:5) ] +

L5555 )+ [1(335:553

elements of degree (1,2) by

1). As with the
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A-model B-model
afrdaiad + piadaizd + 2fafadad + 23232d3, (0,0,0,0,0)] 1,(%,2,2,L,2)] + (3 others)
wizdeda? + 22adada? 4+ 23ada2a? + x%x%xix%, (0,0,0,0,0)] 1,(%,2,2,1,2)] + (3 others)
wixsade? + ededada? 4+ o3adaial + x2x5a¢4 z2,(0,0,0, 0,0ﬂ 1, (g, %, %, é7 g) (3 others)
rixieiad + x1x§x4m5 + 23xd3ziad + 23xdadad, (0,0,0, 0,0ﬂ 1, (%, %, %, é7 %) (3 others)
rixsxias + x1m2x4x5 + 23r3ziad + 23232323, (0,0,0, 0,0)-‘ 1, (%, %, %, é, %) (3 others)
x x§x§x5 + afziziad + afziaiad + a3z3aiad, (0,0,0,0,0)] J(2,2,4,1,2)] + (3 others)
eizdedalns + piadalaes + a2adadadns + m1$§m3m4x5, 0,0,0,0, 0)-| 1, %, g, %, %, %) (3 others)
rixdadrial + :rlxgxgmxg) + x1x2x§x4x5 + x1x2x3m4w57 (0,0,0,0, 0)-| 1, (%, %, g, %7 g) (3 others)
T x§x3x4x5 + afadrdxia? + madriaie? + aivex3aia?, (0,0,0,0, 0)] 1, (%, %, %, §7 %) (3 others)
2 3 ( )] (3 others)
rixsrdraxt + eixdaesaiad + atwondziald + x1x2x3x4xg, (0,0,0,0, 0)1 1, (%, %, %, %, %) (3 others)
wirairaxs + aiadrsaies + wivexdaies + m1x2x3x4x5, (0,0,0,0, 0)-| 1, %, %, %, %, %) (3 others)
ririxiraxs + :Elxgxgmxs + 2droaiaies + x1x2m3m4m5, (0,0,0,0, 0)-| 1, (%, g, %, %, %) (3 others)
T x§x3x4x5 + fadaizias + madriaies + adrexdades, (0,0,0,0, O)] 1, (%, %, %, %7 %) (3 others)
3
2

wirdrsrax? + rizaxdaia?, (0,0,0,0, O)]

r3raxiraxt + rixdraxied, (0,0,0,0, 0)-|

1,(%,4,2 2 3)

I

I

I

I

I

I

I

|

Lx roxixia? +x1x2x3x4x5 —|—x1x2m§x4a)5 + z?xdesaiz?, (0,0,0,0,0
I

I

I

I

I 5050505
L 17(é 2 4 2 3
I

I

I

I

3
1
3
1
2
1
3
1
2
1
2
1
3
1
3
1
3
1
3
1
2
1
3
1
3
1
3
1
3
1
3
1
3
1
3
1
3
1
3
1

I 1+
I 1+
I 1+
I 1+
I |+
I 1+
I 1+
I 1+
I 1+
1L(3:35 3]+
I |+
I 1+
I 1+
I 1+
I |+
I 1+
I 1+
I 1+
I 1+

1+

515757575 2824201
w3xexsaic? + xirizizaa?, (0,0,0,0, 0)] 1,(3,3%,%,%) 1, %,5,%,%,%)]
wirdwaxans + alrirsxand + viwoadaiad + xixoadaiad, (0,0,0,0, 0)-| 1, (%, %, %, %, %) (3 others)
wixexizart + xiarhrsaiaed + adwoadvaxd + xixdasaiad, (0,0,0,0, 0)-| 1, (%, %, g, §7 %) (3 others)
rixewsairs + xirdrdzad + ixdadvand + aizonsaiad, (0,0,0,0, O)] |_17 (%, %, %, %7 %) (3 others)

Table 13. In our bad example, the mirror map works on these basis elements of degree (2, 1) by
Theorem 5.2.

While everything has followed as expected in the previous tables, the mirror map doesn’t
hold when we look at sectors generated by permutation matrices, as we can see in the following
table. The total number of basis elements is the same on both the A- and B-side, but there
is no way to make the bidegrees match up. In the bottom half of the table, we have made an
appropriate change of variables, in order to express the polynomials in a more succinct manner.
For example, in the sector indexed by (12)(34), we make the change of variables y; = z1 + x2,
y2 = x3 + x4 and y3 = x5, and in the sector indexed by (13)(24), we use the (slightly abusive
notation) change of variables y; = x1 + x3, yo = x2 + 24 and y3 = x5, etc.

bidegree A-model bidegree B-model

L1 L ((12)(30)w] (1L,2)  [1,((12)(34))jw] + (24 others)
22 [1L(12)6Y)6w)?] 21)  [1(12)34)(w)?] + (24 others)
LY (L2696 (1L2)  [1((12)349)(w)*] + (24 others)
22 [1L(12)69)6w)! (21)  [1L((12)(34) Gw)!] + (24 others)
(L) [L(13)4))w (1L,2)  [1,((13)(24))jw] + (24 others)
22)  [1((13))Gw)?] (21)  [1L((13)24) (w)?] + (24 others)
L1 [1((3)E)Gw)? (1L2)  [1,((13)24) Gw)*| + (24 others)
22 [1((13)@4)Gw)? (21)  [1L((13)24) Gw)!] + (24 others)
LY L )E)w] (1L,2)  [1((14)(23))jw] + (24 others)
22 [1(09E3)6w)?] (21)  [1,((14)(23))(w)?] + (24 others)
L1 [L9E)Gw)? (1L,2)  [1,((14)(23))Gw)*] + (24 others)
22 [1(14923)w)! (21)  [1,((14)(23))Gw)"] + (24 others)
(1L2) [ -3 (12)(39)] (1L,2)  [1,((12)(34))3 K] + (49 others)
(L2 L - 2)ys, (12)(34)] (1L,2)  [1,(12)(34))3 L] + (49 others)
21 [ —ned)d, 12069 (1) [1((12)(34))% K| + (49 others)
(2,1) [(viy3 —viv3)v3, (12)(34)]  (2,1) |1, ((12)(34)) i L] + (49 others)
(L2 [vi-u3(3)(20)] (L2)  [L(03)@0)3 K] + (49 others)
L2 (o -wus(19)29]  (12)  [1,((13)(24)53L] + (49 others)
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bidegree  A-model bidegree B-model

21 [ —wd)ed )] (21 [1,((13)24)5% K] + (49 others)
@21 [ - ) 09e0] (21)  [1.(013)(24))% L] + (49 others)
(1L2)  |y? - o3 (14)(23)] (L,2)  [1((14)(28))53 K] + (49 others)
(L2 L — o)y, (14)(23)] (1L,2)  [1,((14)(23))73 L] + (49 others)
21 [l —ned)ud, 03] (1) [1((14)(23))% K| + (49 others)
1) [ —v2d)ed (193] (1) [1(14)(23))5% L] + (49 others)

Table 14. In our bad example, the mirror map works on these basis elements of degree (2, 1) by
Theorem 5.2. In the sector indexed by (12)(34), we make the change of variables y; = x1 + w2,
y2 = x3 + x4 and y3 = xs5; in the sector indexed by (13)(24), we use the (slightly abusive
notation) change of variables y; = x1 + =3, y2 = 22 + x4 and y3 = z5; and in the sector indexed
by (13)(24), we use the (slightly abusive notation) change of variables y; = x1 + x4, y2 = 2+ 3
and y3 = 5.

Thus we see exactly in these places, the mirror map does not hold in full generality. So
although the restricted mirror map is always an isomorphism, the entire state spaces are not
always isomorphic as bigraded vector spaces.
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