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Abstract

In this thesis, we study the type II string vacua on asymmetric orbifolds compact-
ified by the twists with the orbifold group generated by a single element by means of
worldsheet conformal field theory approach. We focus on the non-supersymmetric
string vacua with vanishing cosmological constant, which are difficult to be con-
structed by symmetric orbifolds. These orbifolds are analyzed by evaluating the
partition function of the worldsheet corresponding to one-loop vacuum amplitude of
the string. We find these partition functions by requiring the modular invariance of
two-dimensional torus of the worldsheet. It is not obvious whether the spectrum of
the string is unitary for asymmetric orbifolds generally. We confirm that the asym-
metric orbifolds discussed in this thesis are consistent. In addition, we show the
stability of these vacua, namely, the tachyonic states do not arise when the vacuum
energy density vanishes by the bose-fermi degeneracy.
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1 Introduction

In string theory, we observe the phenomena which cannot be explained from a point
particle viewpoint, which are called ”stringy” effects. This is because string theory is
the only framework for addressing quantum gravity, and a structure of string geometry
is richer than that of the ordinary Riemannian geometry in many aspects.

A simple example is provided by orbifolds [1-3], which are defined as the quotient
of space by a discrete group. The orbifold is consistent with the modular invariance
owing to the existence of the twisted sectors in string theory. Although the geometry of
orbifold generally includes singular points, we can evaluate the physical states, which is
impossible in the ordinary manifold.

In addition, the string geometry allows an asymmetric structure where the right and
left-movers of the string can propagate on different spaces. For example, in heterotic
superstring theory [4], right-movers propagate on ten-dimensional supersymmetric space,
and left-movers on 26-dimensional non-supersymmetric space. We may consider the
transformation of coordinates separately on the right and left on certain geometries.
This conception makes it possible to find that the string theory for specific toroidal
compactification [5] exhibits an isomorphism between the large radius and small radius
tori, which is known as T-duality. There is no geometrical interpretation classically.

The asymmetric orbifolds are also studied in string description, combing two stringy
phenomena mentioned above [6]. For asymmetric orbifold, the orbifold group acts asym-
metrically on the geometries where the right and left-movers live. This does not mean
that the string spectrum is considered separately. The spectrum is the product of the
states of the right and left-movers. They are restricted by the level matching condition
and by the orbifold group. Thus, the orbifold action on the right-movers affects the
left-moving sector as well as the right-moving one, and the spectrum of string are not
obvious, especially in the twisted sectors.

A typical asymmetric orbifold is defined by the twist including the simple T-duality
transformation, namely, the chiral reflection. This type of the string vacua have been
studied by worldsheet conformal field theory (CFT) approach e.g. in [7-14]. In this
method, we can accurately evaluate o’-corrections of the strings, namely, this is not the
low energy effective theory o/ — 0, where the parameter o' is the slope of the Regge
trajectory. This analysis is suitable for investigation of the string vacuum with the
stringy phenomena.

In this paper, we focus on the type II string vacua with interesting characteristics
realized by stringy effects: the one-loop vacuum energy density vanishes by the bose-
fermi cancellations in spite of the absence of the spacetime supersymmetry. Superstring
models with such characteristics have already been found in the earlier studies [15-20]!.
These string vacua are realized in asymmetric orbifolds constructed by the twist with
two non-commutative elements, which are called ”non-abelian orbifolds”. Therefore, it
would be almost too complicated to investigate them in detail, and hard to extend them
to the other more realistic models or the other applications. On the other hand, the

! In heterotic string theory, there are also the studies of non-supersymmetric model building [21-24].



orbifold models studied in this paper are defined by the orbifold groups with a singe
element [25,26], which are simpler than those of the previous works.

Instead, we introduce the ”Zg4-chiral reflection” as well as Zg as orbifold action [27].
Here, ” Z4-chiral reflection” means the chiral reflection of order four in untwisted sector?.
A chiral reflection must act on the worldsheet fermions as well as the bosons in order to
preserve the symmetry of the worldsheet CF'T in superstring theory. Then, the chiral
reflection also acts unclearly on the spin fields. The square of this Z4-chiral reflection
becomes the action of the sign inversion of the states of the right or left-moving Ramond
sector. Therefore, when the orbifold action includes the right (left)-moving Z4-chiral
reflection, the right (left)-moving supercurrents of the spacetime are not constructed by
the spin fields that exist in the original space at least®. In our method, this Zj4-chiral
reflection is necessary to construct the non-supersymmetric string vacuum keeping the
bose-fermi degeneracy.

When the orbifold action includes the certain action such as the sign inversion of
spacetime fermions, the GSO projection potentially remains the tachyonic states in
twisted sectors even if the vacuum is stable in the original background before orbifolding.
Therefore, it is important to check the lightest excitations in the twisted sectors. The
construction of the orbifolds we study are so simple that we can explicitly calculate the
partition functions of the worldsheet corresponding to one-loop vacuum amplitude of
the string. The suitable partition functions can be obtained by requiring the modular
invariance. From these results, we directly investigate the spectra of the strings in these
string vacua in detail. We actually confirm the presence or absence of the tachyonic
states and the spacetime supercurrents composed by the massless fermions in twisted
sectors from the results of the partition functions.

One of the motivation of studying such models is that these models may provide the
hints of the solutions of the physical problems such as cosmological constant problem [28].
It would be important to show that the variety of such vacua can be constructed in string
geometry, especially due to the stringy effects. We expect that there is still a lot of room
for improvement or new directions regarding this discussion. Of course, these models
still do not overcome primordial problem, namely, the number of fermionic fields is the
same as bosonic one in each mass level. However, the bose-fermi degeneracy might be
necessary for the vacuum energy to vanish perturbatively in the flamework of string
theory.

Nevertheless, these vacua are interesting. For example, when we consider the cer-
tain particle physics with the mechanism of the mass gaps in the low energy region in
vacua derived from these string models, we do not have to find the superpartners of
the particles. In addition, it is simple to picture the scenario of the cosmological con-
stant vanishing completely in the perturbative analysis, but small cosmological constant
arising from the contribution of non-perturbative effects.

2 In general, the chiral reflection of order two or four in untwisted sector becomes the action of order
more than four in twisted sectors, which relates to the level matching condition.

3 The right (left)-moving supercurrents are potentially constructed by the spin fields in the twisted
sectors.



Organization of the thesis

The structure of the present paper is summarized as follows:

In section 2, we review the calculations of the partition function of the orbifold
defined by the twist of the translation acting on a single boson, and explain the basic
concept of our method to construct the asymmetric orbifolds in this paper. In addition,
we introduce the chiral reflection acting on the coordinates of certain tori and the sign
inversion of the right or left-moving fermionic states there.

In section 3, we study the type II string vacua on various asymmetric orbifolds.
Combining the building blocks introduced in subsection 3.1, we practically calculate
the partition functions of asymmetric orbifolds in the remaining subsections. In sub-
section 3.2, we mainly investigate the non-supersymmetric asymmetric orbifolds with
vanishing cosmological constant based on [25], comparing them with supersymmetric
ones and with the case of non-vanishing cosmological constant. In order to consider
how to break the supersymmetry on these orbifolds, we investigate some other types of
non-supersymmetric asymmetric orbifolds in subsection 3.3. Furthermore, a variety of
such asymmetric orbifolds are constructed. We consider the way to efficiently calculate
the partition function of these asymmetric orbfolds in subsection 3.4. Writing down the
g-expansions of the partition function explicitly, we can confirm that these orbifolds we
study are consistent with unitarity. In addition, we can find that the tachyonic states
do not arise if the vacuum energy vanishes by bose-fermi cancellation in each twisted
sectors. We make these reasons clear in subsection 3.5.

2 String analysis by the calculation of partition functions

We discuss the compactifications on the backgrounds that have the remarkable charac-
teristic of string geometry, which are not described in the flame of the ordinary Rieman-
nian geometry. In order to study these string vacua, we use the traditional way of string
theory, the world-sheet CFT approach.

We study the string vacua by calculating the one-loop amplitudes for the closed
string, especially ones that have no vertex operators, that is, the partition functions on
the SCFTs for two-dimensional torus. The results of these calculations are helpful to
evaluate the physical states for the string vacua more than the vacuum energy density. In
this section, we introduce the methods to calculate the partition functions on worldsheet
to make preparations for the analyses of the string vacua discussed later.

2.1 Partition function for worldsheet

We describe the two-dimensional torus of the worldsheet as complex plane z with metric
ds?> = dzdz and identifications

z o~ 2421~ 2 4 27T, (2.1)

where 7 = 7 + iy (71,72 € R) is the modular parameter. Two moduli 71 and 7o
parametrize the family of distinct tori, and they have the physical degree of freedom for



string theory. In addition, the identifications (2.1) means that the complex structure
given by 7 is equivalent to ones given by

; _ar+b a b
cr+d’ d

) € SL(2,Z). (2.2)

Above 7 — 7' is called modular transformation, and generated by two elements

T:7—71+1, (2.3)
1

S:7— ——. (2.4)
T

Reversing the sign of all of a,b, ¢,d in (2.2) does not change 7, so the modular group is
SL(2,Z)/Zy. Modular transformation is regarded as discrete gauge transformation, and
useful to lead to the correct physical quantity for string amplitudes.

As a first example of the partition function, we shall discuss S' compact boson
X (z,z) with radius R living on the worldsheet. The partition function is given by the
path integral

/DXe—S[X], (2.5)

where the action of the free boson S = 5= [0X0X (0 := 0/9z,0 := 9/0%). Through
this paper, we use the self-dual radius o/ = 1 convention.

by path integral

We can directly calculate the partition function of S' boson by means of a Lagrangian
formulation. For this functional integration, we need to consider all instanton sectors
labeled by the spatial and temporal winding numbers w,m € Z. We define them so
that, with the identifications (2.1), the boson of the (w, m)-sector satisfies the boundary
condition

X(z+2m,z24271) = (Tonr)" X (2,2) := X(2,2) + 27 Rw, (2.6)
X(z+2n1, 24 277) = (Tarr) " X (2, 2) := X(2,2) + 27 Rm, (2.7)

where Torgr is defined as translation operator X — X + 27 R. It is easy to understand
this condition intuitively by string picture. For example, fig.1 shows the time-slice of
the worldsheet corresponding to a string with winding number w = 2 living on S*.

)

The classical solution Xc(lw "™ to equations of motion dOX = 0 is

(m,w) i = - =
Xg = %iry (m(z —2)+w(rz —72)). (2.8)
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Figure 1: A string with winding number w = 2 on S*.

The partition function is obtained by calculating the determinant —d9 from the gaussian
functional integral. The result of the integral of (2.5) is 4

1 TR m — wr|?
Z8 () =2mR- ———— . E e S —
R (T? T) TR 27T\/7'>2|77(T)|2 exXp < 05/7_2 > 5

m,weZ

= > Zpwm) (1,7, (2.9)

w,meZ

where we write the partition function as the summation of the partition blocks sorted
by (w, m)-sector

2
R 77‘:2 JwT+m|?

Z Rw,m) (T, T) = me (w,m € Z). (2.10)

Then, this is transformed as follows under the modular transformation (2.3) and (2.4),

ZR(w,m) (7, 7)|r = ZR(w,erw) (1, 7), (2.11)
ZR(w,m) (Ta 7__)|S = ZR(m,—w) (T7 7__)7 (212)

though the partition function (2.9) is invariant by the summation over w, m. This result
seems natural by the definition of modular transformation and winding numbers, and is
important when we consider the construction of orbifold. Remember that each (w,m)-
sector is defined by the boundary condition (2.3) and (2.4). From these conditions, we

4Using the normalization conventions of [29], an overall normalization is consistent with the result in
Hamiltonian formalism.



obtain
X(z4+2m7 + 27,2+ 277 + 27) = (T2zr) " (T2xr) " X (2, 2). (2.13)

Defining the modular parameter as 7/ = 741, we can regard (2.13) as (2.7) in (w, m+w)-
sector, namely,

X(z 427, 2+ 217) = (Tarr) " T X (2, 2). (2.14)

Therefore, (w, m+w)-sector is obtained by the transformation 7 — 741 of (w, m)-sector.
This is consistent with (2.11).

Similarly, we would like to consider the redefinition 7/ = —1/7. The modular trans-
formation S :7 — —1/7 means not only switching the boundary conditions in spacial
and temporal directions but also rescaling coordinate z by 7. The total system should
not be changed by rescaling of z on CF'T, but generic fields are potentially changed.
Defining X'(z,2) = X(72,7Z), we can guess that

X'(z+2m,z2+27) = (Torr)" X' (2, 2), (2.15)
X'(z+2n7, 2+ 2r07") = (Tanr) " X'(2,2), (2.16)

from the boundary condition (2.6) and (2.7). Rather from (2.12), we confirm that the
transformation 7 — —1/7 of (w, m)-sector gives (m, —w)-sector defined by the boundary
condition (2.6) and (2.7). As a result, we might define (w, m)-sector so that (w, 0)-sector
is decided by (2.6), and (m,—w) and (w, m + w)-sectors are defined as (w, m)-sectors
transformed by the S and T-modular transformation (2.4), (2.3).

by Hilbert space

In order to observe a spectrum of the string, we shall shift the interpretation of the
partition function (2.5) from path integral to Hilbert space. In operator formalism, a
partition function of a bosonic field with the temporal boundary condition X (z+277, z+
27T) = BX(z,z) can be schematically written as
Tr [ B~ figh 4| = 1|2Tr g7 girk] (2.17)
n
where L,(n € Z) is Virasoro algebra, c is central charge, and py, pr are left and right-

moving momentum zero modes. Performing a Poisson resummation (B.1), we can rewrite
(2.9) as

1 2
ZIS; (1,7) = O Z exp |:7TT2 (22 + w2R2> + 2m’7’1nw]
w,neZ
1 n n
= 2 iR R, (218)
w,neZ



The summation over the temporal winding m in (2.9) can be exchanged for a sum over
a Kaluza-Klein momentum n in operator formalism. Comparing (2.17) with (2.18), the
momentum zero modes are

pL = % +wR, (2.19)
PR = % —wR. (2.20)

Thus the contribution from zero modes to the square of the mass of string is

1(2+ 2)—"ier?R? (2.21)
2 L TPRr) = R2 ) .
in string theory. This is invariant under
1
R— —,n—ww—n. (2.22)

R

In other words, p;, — pr, Pr — —pPR, S0 separating left and right -movings, this trans-
formation acts as

X(2,2) = Xp(2) + Xg(2) = X'(2,2) = X(2) — Xg(2). (2.23)

Obviously, the partition function Z ]5;;1 (7,7) is also invariant under this transformation.
It is known as ”T-duality” in string theory.

In ordinary particle physics, S' compact boson with any radius R has U(1)-gauge
symmetry. Otherwise, there are special compactification radii R at which the gauge
symmetry is enhanced in string theory. If we fix the radius to self-dual R = 1, the
partition function is

1
Zi\(1,7) = P Z g (wtn)? gz lw—n)® (2.24)
w,nEL
1 1 1.2 1.2
~ nl? Y 5 L+ (=)™ ) g2 (2:25)
w,NEZL
1 1 n2 _m2 (n+l)2 _(m+1)2
ZWZ5(qq g (2.26)
w,NEZL
60,1(7) 2 01,1(7) 2 2 2
= B + B = Ixo(T)” + [x2(7)[", (2.27)

where xo(7), x1(7) are characters of a level one SU(2) current algebra with spin 0, 3. We
emphasize that this implication of SU(2)-gauge symmetry is easily given by deforming
the expression of the partition function.



In addition, we look at the product of two Z }%1:1(7', 7).

2 2\ 2
785 (1,7) x 28 (7, 7) = (; 93(37) % 92(57) ) (2.28)
1 (les(n)[t [0a() [t |60 [*
=5 ( ; | ) (2.29)
— 7T?[SO0(4)] (1,7), (2.30)

where we use the relation (A.2), (A.3), (A.4). ZT*ISO™I(7, 7) is the partition function of
the two-dimensional torus with the SO(4)-symmetry enhancement. From this, we can
conform the equivalence T2[SO(4)] ~ S* [SU(?)J x S1[SU(2)].

We can also derive the partition function Z% (7, 7) directly from the momentum zero
modes if we can find the appropriate ones in operator formalism. However, the modular
invariance is not obvious such as (2.18).

by twisting

Actually, we can mechanically compute the partition function by the method other than
investigating the momentum zero modes in operator formalism. We start with non-
compact theory X € R, and consider the identification X ~ X +2xwR. This identification
causes Hilbert spaces of which spacial boundary conditions are different from a original
CFT. We call them "twisted sector”. These correspond to the sectors such that w # 0
in Lagrangian formalism.

At first, we consider the states for original sector w = 0, called ”untwisted sector”.
The identification X ~ X + 27 R means that the spectrum of string must be invariant
under m times 27 R translation

X = X' =X +2rRm =: (Torr)" X. (2.31)

To realize that, we insert the projection operator of these translation in the trace (2.17),
and we obtain the partition function for untwisted sector,

Truntwisted z:<7-27rR)quo_i(jLO_i = Z ZR(O,m)(7_77__)7 (232)

MEZ meZ

where Zg () (7,7) is in (2.10), and we regulate the infinite order of the projection.
Next, we consider the twisted sector. In order to make modular invariance clear, we
define w-twisted sector as the Hilbert space defined by S : 7 — —1/7 of (0, w)-sector
in terms of Lagrangian formalism. We can find w-twisted sector’s counterpart of the
identification (2.31) by the relation (2.14), that is, we can know the relevant projection
operator by reading the variation of the temporal boundary condition under 7 — 7+ 1.
In the current case, the projection for any w-twisted sector is the same as untwisted

10



sector. Therefore, we can write the partition function for w-twisted sector as

Try—twisted Z(EﬂR)quO_iqLo_i = Z ZR(w,m) (7—777—)~ (233)
meZ mEZL

Eventually, once we calculate Zg(g,)(7,7) by introducing the projection, we can
calculate the partition function of other sectors by the modular transformation (2.11) and
(2.12). The total partition function (2.9) is obtained by the summation over them. The
partition function derived in this way is necessarily modular invariant. This construction
is known as ”twisting”.

2.2 Partition function of orbifold
2.2.1 Twisting for orbifold

We would like to consider a calculation method of the partition function of a general
orbifold by an identification of spacetime coordinate. It is useful to apply an idea of
twisting to orbifold construction. We call it ”orbifolding”. We express the identification
by using the operator B acting on spacetime coordinate X on M as follows.

X ~X' =BX (2.34)

We think of B as an element of a discrete group action B : M — M. We investigate
the orbifold M/B.

At first, we consider the untwisted sector. We assume that the partition function of
the original coordinate before the identification is described as

Z<7—7 77_) = Truntwisted qLOiiqi@ii] , 4= eXp(27riT) (235)

which satisfies modular invariance Z(7,7) = Z(t + 1,7+ 1) = Z(—-1/7,-1/7). The
identification (2.34) means that the spectrum of string must be invariant under X —
BX. By inserting the orbifold projection P, in this trace, we can remove the states
variant under the action of B in untwisted sector such that the partition function of the
orbifold for untwisted sector is

_< _fo_< 1 A —< _Ja—=X
Truntwisted [PorquO 24 qLO 24} = Truntwisted M Z (B)quO 24 qLO 24 (2'36)
bEZ s
1 _
= M Z Z(O,b) (T, 'T), (237)

bGZIW

where M is the order of the action of B.
Modular invariance requires the twisted sectors in compensation for the orbifold pro-
jection. If an original coordinate is non-compact X € R, the term Z ) (7,7) corresponds

11



to the boson with the boundary conditions

X(z+2m 24 271) = X(2,2), (2.38)
X(z 4 277,24+ 277) = (B)? X (2, 2), (2.39)

in terms of Lagrangian formalism. However, we cannot say that for a generic original X.
For example, when X is expressed by fermion description, the modular transformations
of Z(o)(7,7) is non-obvious from the boundary condition. It is difficult to define the
twisted sectors by the spacial boundary conditions of the fields on worldsheet, though it
is important to investigate them. Then, we define a-twisted sector as a Hilbert space for
which the partition function is written as Z(, )(7, ), where Z(, )(7,T) denotes the one
obtained by the S-modular transformation (2.4) of Z q)(7,7). In general, Z, o) (7, T)
is potentially not invariant under the T-modular transformation (2.3). This means that
the states in a-twisted sector are incomplete or missing to satisfy the identification (2.34)
or the consistency, so we need to find the other terms. We also define Z(, j44)(7,7) and
Z(p,—a)(7,7) as the T and S-modular transformation (2.3), (2.4) of Z, (7, 7). We write
the partition function for a-twisted sector as

1 A < _[a—2< 1 _
Tr—twisted i Z (Ba)quO 21 g0~ 2 = Z Z(a7b)(7',7), (2.40)

bEZy, bEZ 1y,

where M, is the order of the action of Ea. We actually meet the situation that M # M,
in our convention of Z,;(7,7) in calculating asymmetric orbifolds. This is because
difference between the left and right-moving zero point energy causes the phase factor in
the trace under the T-modular transformation (2.3). Eventually, the extra action of the
order % in B, corresponds to the restriction on the level matching condition. In our
method, any terms which possess an order more than M periodicity cancel each other.
Thus we can easily write the partition function in a-twisted sector as

Y Zap(nT) = Z (T 7) (2.41)

beZ beZ

after summing over the phase factors. In this way, we can take appropriate matching
with a coefficient 7 in (2.40). However, it is helpful to use the fact that the B’-variant
states are removed when we actually investigate the states as string excitations in w-
twisted sector. This procedure is similar to studying the Gepner model related to spectral
flow [30].

As a simple example of orbifold by twisting, we compute the partition function of
orbifold S'/Zsy from the original manifold S' by an identification X ~ X’ = —X as
explained above. This identification is realized by the discrete group Zo : S' — S!
defined by the generator —1|x : X — —X. This group action has fixed points at X = 0
and X = 7wR. The partition function of the original S! is (2.18). Inserting the orbifold

12



projection operator in untwisted sector, we obtain

I+ (-1 X < _[a—X
Truntwisted (QHQLO 24 qLO 24:| (242)
1 St = 1 Lo—= —Eo—i
= 5 (7_7 7—) + §Truntwisted [(—1\)()(1 24q 24] (243)
1 1
S A (2.44)

~ 97R(0,0) T 97R(0,1)"

1
The momentum zero modes in Z}g(é% are pr, = 0, pr = 0, and other terms cancel each
other, so the second term in (2.44) is

Stz _<c _[a—=X
ZR(({J; = Truntwisted [(—1|X)QL° 202 (2.45)
1
= q g (2.46)

[z (T +a) = (A +3™)

=2|-1], (2.47)

n
B2

where 7 is eta function, 0y := 02(7,0) is theta function explained in appendix A. Once

we calculate (2.47), we can immediately investigate the terms in twisted sector Z}iz{%
and Z;zl/% by the S and T-modular transformation (2.4), (2.3) as follows,
SYZy _ S8V Zay S| M
ZR(]_,(S = ZR(O,];‘S - 2 ’94 5 (248)
SYZy _ S8V Za o | T
Zpany = Zraoylr =2 ‘93‘ : (2.49)
The total partition function is
styz, 1 S/Z
Zp ' =5 z ZR(a,b§ (2.50)
a,bEZ2
L st |7 n 1
=—Z5 4+ |1+ ||+ || 2.51
271 5, T o] T |6 (2:51)

This result is the same as calculated on path integral or trace.

2.2.2 Asymmetric twist

Next, we consider the orbifold twist which acts on left and right-movers asymmetrically.
At first, we introduce the chiral reflection, namely, a simple T-duality transformation

—1L:X:XL+XR—>X/:—XL—|—XR, (252)
—1R2X:XL+XR—>X,:XL—XR. (253)

13



We shall apply it to the two-dimensional torus with the SO(4)-symmetry enhancement
T?[SO(4)]. As confirmed in (2.30), T%[SO(4)] is the product of two circles with self-dual
radius S*[SU(2)]1 x SY[SU(2)]2. We express the two coordinates by

X'=X] + X, € SHSUQ2Q)1, X? = X7 + X3 € SYSU(2)a. (2.54)
We would like to consider the action of right chiral reflection on X!, X2-directions

(-1p)®?: X% - - X% (a=1,2). (2.55)
{(—1p)%2}? =1, (2.56)
where 1 is identity operator, so we assume that the chiral reflection has the order two

periodicity here. Another type of chiral reflection is discussed later. We focus on X7,
and define a sub-sector of X; such that

Trsub X1 qLo—inO—i = Z]%I:1<T77_—)7 (257)

where Z}%l:l(T, 7) is the partition function of a circle with self-dual radius R = 1 in
(2.27). The momentum zero mode is changed such that p;, — pr,pr — —pr, namely,
n — w,w — n under the action (—1g). Inserting (—1pg) in the trace, the terms are
removed except for w = n, and we obtain
-1 _—1
_e fo_e q2q 1(2n)2
Treuw x, |(—1gr)g0 21gl0721| = ; qs (2.58)
. TN AN TP

= 93(7727) \@<\/Z> (2.59)
_ 5:(21) (,/9394) (2.60)
0 1

Similarly, we define an untwisted sector of (X7, X3) such that

c T _ c _ 2
Truntwisted |:qL07ﬂqL0 24] = {Zglzl(Ta T)} . (261)

By the result of (2.60), we obtain

—_—\ 2
c 7 c 2

Truntwisted [(*1R)®2qL0_ﬁ(iL°_ﬁ} — {93(777-) . \/5 937704> (2.62)

() = (5) (%)
=< (=) +(= i 2.63
2 (77 n n? (263)

2[SO _

= Z[Q;] (Of)*” (1, 7). (2.64)



In this way, the asymmetric twists can act on certain string geometries.

When we examine the action of the asymmetric twists, the other descriptions of
bosonic fields can give the aspects which it is difficult to find in original one as the
coordinates of spacetime. For example, a description of T2[SO(4)] is also given by
the fermionization introducing free fermions, which correspond to compact bosons with
radius v/2 as follows.

We introduce the bosons Y!, Y? so that

(YLY?) = (Y 4+ YA Y2 +YE) e T?[SO(4)], (2.65)

and Y* ~ Y* 4+ 2v/271 (u = 1,2). They can be described as Majorana fermions AiL, )\ZR
(1 =1,2,3,4). In these fermion description, we can immediately derive the result (2.64)
from the original (2.30). On the other hand, the coordinates of Sk 4 . xSl , . are
given by

1

Xt (Y1 +1?), (2.66)

X2 (Y!—-v?), (2.67)

S|

which are compactified as X ~ X%+ 27 (a = 1,2). This is matching with the result of
(2.30).

In considering the action of right chiral reflection in (2.56), it is assumed that the
square of the chiral reflection (—1g) acts as the identity over the Hilbert space of the
untwisted sectors of bosons. However, it is not necessary in this case.

The chiral reflection (—15)%? : (Xj, X3) — (—Xh, —X3), equivalently, (YA, Y3) —
(=Y2,—Y7), is interpretable as the sign inversion of two of )\}%,...,)\ﬁ‘% in terms of the
fermion description. Moreover, when we consider the bosonization of these fermions,
we have two options of {(—=15)®?}? = 1 or {(=15)®%}? = (=1)F7|, as follows. Here,
(—1)F®| acts as the sign inversion of any states in the Ramond sector of A, in T2[SO(4)].

(a) {(-1p)**}? =1
In this case, we bosonize A% such that

A+ A% = V2et R A%+ A = Vet R, (2.68)

and define the spin fields such that

Sepe, = €2 Zim SR (g = £1). (2.69)
When (—15)%? acts as
(=1r)%% : (AR, AR AR AR) = (AR ARy = ARy —AR), (2.70)
we find
(—1r)*?: (Hk, H) — (—Hp, —Hp), (2.71)

so {(—15)®2}2 = 1 for all the states in the untwisted sector.
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(b) {(—1r)%*}* = (-1)""|y
In this case, we bosonize A% such that

AL £22 = Vet H' R 23 42 = 2T R (2.72)

and define the spin fields such that

Sl =esiim el (= 1), (2.73)
When (—15)%? acts as
(—1r)%%: (AL, AR A5, 0%) — (AL A%, 2% 2%, (2.74)
we find
(—1r)®?: (Hp, H) — (Hp, Hi + ), (2.75)

so {(=15)®2}2 = —1 for the R sector, while {(—1)®?}? = 1 for the NS sector in
the fermion description. We express this action by (—1)"%|y. Namely,

4

} . (2.76)

In this way, we can define (—15)®? as Z4 action on the untwisted R sector in the
fermionized bosonic sector as well as the Zy action. Then, the orbifold projection can
be written as

4 4

O3
1

ba
1

02

(1R = (~)F]y : 2T50W) () { )

L+ (1) + (=) + (1) (=1)")s
: |

(2.77)

We can also define (—11)®?% as Z4 action as well as Zy similarly.

Next, we shall attempt to apply twisting by {(—1)"%[,}®? to four-dimensional torus
T?[SO(4)]1 x T?[SO(4)]2. At first, the partition function of T?[SO(4)]1 x T?[SO(4)]2 is
the square of T2[SO(4)]’s one as follows.

ZTﬁSOMﬂIXTﬁSO“”2@3%)z;{ZT%SO@”@g%)}Q (2.78)

4
}, (279

where ZT'1S0®) s the partition function of four dimensional torus with the SO(8)-
symmetry enhancement T4[SO(8)],

8

} : (2.80)

4 4

0304
772

60402
772

0203
772

= é {ZT4[SO(8)} (r.7) +

8 8

Os
77

01
0

0

ZT150®) (7 7y = L {
n

2
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This implies T2[SO(4)] x T?[SO(4)] ~ T*[SO(8)]/Zs. Inserting the orbifold projection,
by (2.76), the partition function for untwisted sector can be written as

4

} . (2.81)

By the modular transformation of the second term, we can find the partition function
for twisted sectors.

4 4

0304
772

0402
772

0203
772

1 2 1 1
s {zmeEeenn )+ 22 {ZT4[SO(8” (7,7) +

4 4 4
L] griso®, 7y 4 |%04] | 0ab2 )" | 0205
2 ’ n? n? Uk
1 03041 104051 16205
ﬁ} _ ZT4[SO(8)] (7-’ 7*-) _ 3724 + 4722 _ 2723
2 n n n
4 4 4
v 1 rasomn, oo | 0304 0,405 0505
—)2{2 [ ()](T,T)— 7 — F + UT

Summing over them, we find the partition function of this orbifold is ZT'S0@)] (1,7)
eventually. Namely, the partition function of T#[SO(8)] can be derived from T2[SO(4)] x
T?[SO(4)] by asymmetric twisting (—1)¥%|, [19].

3 Asymmetric orbifolds on string theory

We discuss type II string vacua constructed from asymmetric orbifolds of the ten-
dimensional flat background given by

M3 x M, (3.1)

where M3 (X%1.23_directions) is the four-dimensional Minkowski spacetime. In this
paper, we mainly address the simple cases M =R x T° or M = T°. In the former case,
we consider the orbifolding defined by the twist operator 7o, r acting on R together with
something acting on the other directions in the torus T° at the same time.

We schematically write the one-loop vacuum energy density for type II string vacua
as

drdr 4 _ _
| ol 2t 1) 25,7, (32)
F AT2
F denotes the fundamental region for the moduli space of the torus, and Z;(r,T) as the
partition function of the contribution from a temporal direction X° and a spacial direc-
tion X! of the spacetime. The factor CIZL%T In(T)|* Z(7,7) in (3.2) is modular invariant,
so the remaining part Z(7,7) must also be invariant. Moreover, we consider Z(7,7) to
decompose it into the non-compact bosonic sector ZX > (7,7) for the transverse contri-

bution for four-dimensional Minkovski coordinate and others as follows.

Z(r,7) = 257 (7,7) 250 (7, 7) 2V (1) 2R (7). (3.3)
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Here, ZXM (1,7) corresponds to the compact bosonic part, but this original coordinates
before orbifolding do not have to be compact. Z¥L(7), Z¥%(7) denote left and right-
moving fermionic partition functions.

When we analyze the partition function of the orbifold, we need mainly calculate the
twisting of ZXM (7, 7), Z¥L(1) and Z¥%(7). In this paper, we take the orbifold twists as
the combinations of the left and right-chiral reflection —1, —1p, the sign flip of Ramond
sector (—1)F R and translation Torpr. Such a orbifold twist acts on each sector at the
same time, so it is convenient to investigate the behavior of the partition function under
the modular transformation for each. In computing the partition function of the orbifold
defined by a twisting o acting on M, we start with the calculation of the building blocks
for each sector Z()i f‘b’ﬁ (1,7), Z"% (1) and Z¥E (7). We assume that M is a maximal order

(a,) (a,b)
of ¢ in all sectors, and require the modular covariance such as

208 (7 7)s = 23 (1. 7), (3.4)
2 (7, ) = 20 (1. 7). (3.5)

The partition function of the orbifold can be written as

1
2(rm) =55 >, 2 DG,

o A (T)Zg{;ffb) (7). (3.6)

aJ)EZ]\{
This is clearly modular invariant. Therefore, we shall calculate the building blocks before
investigating the orbifolds.
3.1 Building blocks
3.1.1 Bosonic sector

We begin with the building block of the translation T2rr acting on a non-compact R.
Actually, we have already calculated it in (2.10)-(2.12). Namely, this building block is
written as

_ R —ﬁ|w'r—|—m|2
ZR(w,m) (T, T) = W@ B (U}, m € Z), (37)
Z Rw,m) (T DIT = ZRwm+w) (T T)s  ZRwm) (T T)ls = Zr(m,—uw) (T, T)- (3.8)
T?[SO(4)]

Next, we consider the building block Z(a b) (1,7) which corresponds to the twist

(—1)Fr|, acting on the two-dimensional torus with the SO(4)-symmetry enhancement
2
T?[SO(4)] as mentioned in subsection 2.2. We define yANdl (1,7) = ZT*[SOM(7, 7),

(0,0)
and from (2.76),
4}

4 4

03

Ui

ba
0

b2
0

T2[S0(4)],_ —y _ 1
Z(O,l) (1,7) = 5 {
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Then, calculating the modular transformation

T?[SO(4 - T?[SO(4 _
Z(a,z[)) 4)] (1,7)|s = Z(b7[_a)( )](7.77.)’ (3.9)
T2[SO(4 - T2[SO(4 _
Z(a,l[)) (4)] (1, 7)1 = Z(a,([z+b§ )](777), (3.10)
we obtain
4 4 4
1) e 0 9
3] R R (a € 2Z,b € 27)
4 4 4
Laffa) 4|0 — |2 (a €27,b€2Z +1)
T2SOM)] (. =) = K ! !
Z,y (nT)= ot et (et (3.11)
L) 031" _ |6 02
5915 ARk (a €2Z+1,b€27Z)
4 4 4
1 0 0 0
2{_7]3 + 5 |2 } (a€2Z+1,b€2Z +1).
We can also consider N-dimensional ones ZZ;[)SO(QN)](T, 7) as follows.
TN[SO(2N _
Ziagy )
2N 2N 2N
1) e 0 0
s B R R (a € 2Z,b € 27)
2N 2N 2N
9B e - (a €2Z,be2Z+1)
= 102N 102N (6, 12N 7L be 2z (3.12)
1B %+ B (a €2Z+1,b € 27Z)
. 0 2N 10 2N [ 2N
1B +|E & (a€2Z+1,be2Z+1).

N

Next, we introduce the notation of the partition function, Zr‘; 5[]‘?(%)2 al (1,7). This

denotes the building blocks obtained by the asymmetric action o% the sign inversion
a8 lrvisoeny = (=10)%* ® (=18)*P |y so@n): (3.13)

acting on TV[SO(2N)] bosonic sector with assumption a[2a 5 = 1. At first, we introduce

1 (112N 0, 12N 0, 12N
ZTNIS0CN)] (o 2y 2 ‘3 4 ‘4 + '2 : 3.14
[«,8](0,0) (r.7) 2 1|n n n (3.14)
Then, we define
TN[SO(2N _ TN[SO(2N _
7T7[SO(2N)] (r,7) = Z[a,ﬂ[](o,(—l) )](7_’ 7) (3.15)

[e,8](0,1)

HONORNEG
2 \n n n

[N
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and

TN[SO@2N)], _ -\ _ ,TN[SO@N)],_ -
Zia o) (T = 2 g C10) (T57) (3.16)
1 <93>§ (92);(2N—a) (93>§ (92>§(2N—5)+ (92)3 (93>§(2N—a) <92)§ <03>;(2N_5)
2 n n n n n n n n
TN[SO(2N)]

We may also define Z[a Bl(a.b) (7,7) as the building blocks obtained by the twist oper-

ator (3.13) with assumption a[2a 5= (=1)Fr|5. It can be written as

i Z(TJV,[%S)O(QN Nr7) (a€22,be27)
7T [SO(QN)](T’ 7) = (3.17)

[o,B8](ab)
TN[SO(2N _
o 7) (a€2Z+1orbe2L+1).

(SIS

Here, we look at building blocks corresponding to twist operator ojg9 acting on
T?[SO(4)] as mentioned in subsection 2.2. Now we have two options 0[20 g = Llor

0[20 5 = (—=1)Fr|y. By the modular transformation, the building block corresponding to
0[20 9 = 1 is described as

T2[SO(4)] (r,7)

Z[O,Q](a,b)

4
} (a €2Z,b e 27)

= i ob [ 0505 \ 1 7; 2 b (0.2 (3.18)
e—Fa ( 72723)5 {(;’) +(-1)2 (?) } (a €2Z+1,b € 2Z)
_im, 2 . ath 2
| o b(220)1 {(‘i;‘) —i(-1)" (2) } (a€2Z+1,b€2Z+1).
The building blocks corresponding to 0[20 9 = (_]_)FR‘ ) are
T?2[SO4)], _ -
0.2(ap) (727
20,5 (r,7) (ae2Zbez)
= (3.19)
T?[SO(4)]

[0,2)(a,b) (1,7) (a€2Z+1orbe2Z+1).

Similarly, the building blocks corresponding to twist operator o7y 4 acting on T4[SO(8)]

20



are as follows,

T4[SO(8)]
[0,4](a,b) (1,7)

(a € 2Z,b € 27)

a 2 4 4
bi(%E) 4 {@3) (%) } o c2mb e (3.20)
= 2 4 4 .
(-1)3 <037§s) 3 {(";’) + (%) } (a € 2Z +1,b € 27)
1T 2 4 4
\ e*gab("%) 3 {(f;‘) - (%) } (a€2Z+1,be2Z+1),
or
T4[SO(8)], _ -
Z[OA}(a,b) (1,7)
Zf;[f)o(g)] (r,7) (a € 2Z,b€ 22)
272
- (3.21)
T4SO(8)]

0dlap) (17) (@€2Z+1orbe2Z+1).

We can also consider the building blocks corresponding to the twist operator oy 4
acting on T4[SO(8)]. Namely,

O0[2,4] * (X67 X77 X%v X%) - (_Xﬁv _X77 _X}83’ _X%) (322)

It gives the building blocks (C.8) and (C.9). These building blocks are independent of
which two bosons of four on T#[SO(8)] the action of the left chiral flips (—17)®? acts
on.

In addition, the building blocks defined by the twist operator oy y) which acts on

TN[SO(2N)] are as follows,

ZTN[SO(QN)} (CL c 227 be 2Z)
N
TN[SO(2N)) 0?% (a €2Z,b€2Z+1)
7 )= N 3.23
020, |
> (a€2Z+1,be2Z+1)
or
TN[SO(2N)],_ _
Zin Nap) (1T
ZTEN[Qso(zN)J (r.7) (a€2Z,be27)
= (3.24)

Z[pr\fjfiﬁg(,i)]v)](ﬂﬂ (@€2Z+1orbe2Z+1).
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1

In this notation, the building block Z;(é % in (2.51) can be written as

78 (1,7)  (a € 2Z,be 27)
1
73 /%2 = (3.25)

R(a,b) = TSO()
Wi(ap) (@ €2Z+1orbe2Z+1).

It may be convenient to utilize these results in our notation when we consider the
variety of these products. For example, the twist (0799)®? acting on T?[SO(4)]; X
T?[SO(4)]2 has three cases. These building blocks can be written as follows.

(1) {(0[0,2])®2}2 =1

2SO, 2
(Zoaien (D) (3.26)
4 4 4
: [ZT4[SO(8>}(T,%) + |l 4 Bl (02 } (a € 2Z,b € 27.)
T4[SO(8)],_ - T4[SO(8)],_ -
i (Z[OA](a,b) (1,7) + 24 4](ap) (T,T)) (a€2Z+1orbe2Z+1)

(3.27)
(i) {(010,2)%*}* = (=) Rlr25000); © Ur2so@), o Lr2iso), © (=1 12500,

T2[SO(4)],_ -\ ,T?[SO@)],_ -
Zio2)an) (T 1) Z g 0)(ap) (T:7) (3.28)

(iii) {(o10,2)%%} = (=D |12 5000, @ (=1 |72504),

T2[50(4)] 1 ~\?
(Z[o,zl(a,w (7, T>> (3.29)

Next, we consider the building blocks defined by the twist operator
a12.9)m2150(2)], ® (0,2 IT2[SO(4)]2> (3.30)
such that for left-moving,
(~12)%%: (XD, X[, X}, X7) = (=XP, - X[, X[, X}). (3.31)

One can find

T2(S0(4)],_ _ ,T2[S0)],_ — _ (0304
Znal0) T 00, (T7) = ( > >

0304
772

i (93(7727)>2 : (3.32)

and obtain three building blocks (C.11), (C.12), and (C.13).

22



Similarly, we can consider the twist operator

o2l s0@), ® o2l som). (3.33)
such that for left-moving,
(—10)®%: (XP, X[, X7, X?) = (X[, - X[, X}, —X1). (3.34)
We find
2 2
T2504)], 2 _ (0304 |0304]" (0s(47)
{Z[I,Z}(O,l) (T,T)} = < = = p (3.35)
2 2 2
1 2 2
_ <93§4> bsts " 1 (93( T)> + <64( T)> . (3.36)
n n 2 n n

and obtain three building blocks (C.15), (C.16), and (C.17).

The difference between the choice of the coordinates (3.31) and (3.34) the reflection
acts on yields different results (3.32) and (3.36). In considering Zo-twist, (3.32) corre-
sponds to T2 /Zy x T? and (3.36) does T2 /7o x T? /74 respectively. This relation reflects
(3.36) ~ (3.32)/Z,.

In this way, there are many variations of the building blocks by the twisting with
Oqp- Practically, it is helpful to use the following relation in calculating the building
block of some twisting on the product of TN[SO(2N)].

[a1,61](ab) [oe2,82](a,b)
ZTMISOCN] (1 7) 7T [SOCN)] (7 7) (a € 2Z,b € 2Z)
= 1 (,TN1N: [SO(2N1+2N2)}( . TN1+N2[SO(2N; +2N))] ( _)) (3.37)
2 ( a1 4az,B814B2](a,b) ) [2N1 —a1+a2,2N1 —B1+82](a,b) 7T

(a€2Z+1orbe2Z+1)

except for a; = B1 = 0 or ag = B3 = 0. We use more building blocks in this paper, but
they are given by the similar way above. The remaining building blocks are summarized
in appendix C.

3.1.2 Fermionic Sector
Fermion Partition Function

We next consider the fermionic sector. The fermionic part of the partition function of
the type II string on ten-dimensional Minkowski coordinate is

typell

- @)@ e

23

Ziin(r,7) = 1T ()P, (3.38)

where



We can confirm the modular covariance

J()lr = -5 J(7) (3.40)
J(1)|s = T (1), (3.41)

so (3.38) is modular invariant.
Desired free fermion chiral blocks are given by having some chiral twist operator act
on J(7), and requiring the modular covariance.

Chiral Reflection on Fermionic Sector

In subsubsection 3.1.1, (—17) is defined as chiral reflection for bosonic sector
X, — —Xr.

In superstring theory, we have to take care of superconformal symmetry of the world-
sheet. This means that the chiral reflection (—1;) acting on worldsheet bosons should
be defined as the chiral reflection of the worldsheet fermions which are partners of each
boson at the same time,

YL — —Yr.

We also have two ways to define the chiral reflection (—1y) similarly to the fermions
in bosonic sector discussed in subsection 2.2. For example, we have to choose between
the two, {(—=17)®%}2 =1 and {(—11)®?}? = (—1)'|,. Here, (—1)|, acts as the sign
inversion of all the states of the left-moving R sector in fermionic sector.

Chiral blocks

For fermionic sector, the partition function (3.38) consists of the product of the left
and right-moving part, so one can construct the building blocks to consider the left and
right-parts separately, and it is enough to do the one of them.

Let us study the chiral blocks, namely the left-parts of the building blocks on
fermionic sector. It is convenient to first define the chiral block J(q3)(7), which is defined
by (—1)Fz|, like (3.11). We find

J(7) (be27)
@) v

Requiring the modular covariance

36y T@) Is = [J0- ()T @) (3.43)
[J(a,m(TU (T Ir= [J(a,a+b)(T)J (7)} : (3.44)




we obtain

a € 2Z,b € 27)

(

(%3)4 - (%) + (92)4 (a €2Z,b€ 27+ 1)

Jap) (1) = %3) ( > ) (0 €22 +1,b € 27) (3.45)
(

)+ (3)+ (3)) eempisemey

A modular covariant form of the left-chiral block always arises the phase — exp(%i)
under the modular transformation 7' : 7 — 7 + 1 such as (3.40), and the phase should
be counteracted with right-chiral ones like (3.44). J(,4) (a € 2Z +1, or b € 2Z + 1) are
non-vanishing, which signals the SUSY breaking in the left-moving sector.

In the same way as bosonic T sector, we define fo}l J(ab) 3 the chiral blocks of fermion

)

obtained by Zs-chiral reflection (—17)®%, and ZI[/;] (ab) (1) as

Jiany(r)  (be22)
Zi o () = (3.46)
Zigany(T) (DE2Z+1).

wle
SIS

Let us look at the chiral block which is defined by Zs-chiral reflection (—17)®* such
that

(71L)®4 : (sz)ga ¢za ¢§n ¢%) - (*’(b%v *d)za *7/}%» *d}%)a |S> - |S,> (347)
and {(-17)®1}? =1, (3.48)

where we express the Ramond vacuum by

4
11 1 1
= ' v = (L, Lo, =5, E£2). 4
s) exp(z;sa >,s (F5, 45, %5,%5) (3.49)

(—17)®* acting on J, we find
J(T) (be27)

e?ab{<9ﬁa>2 (%f _ (%4)2 (%)2 +0} (be2Z+1),

Zinon(T) = (3.50)
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and by requiring modular covariance, we obtain the chiral block

J(7) (a € 2Z,b € 2Z)

) - (a) (8
2)2 (%

0—
(8- () (3)) wemerpermon

(3.51)
Vanishing z¥ 1(a b) ) for any a,b implies that supersymmetry of spacetime potentially
survives in tLe left- movmg sector.

If we modify the chiral reflection so that (3.48) — {(—1.)®*}2 = (=1)f%|,, (3.50) is
modified so that

) +0Y (a€2Z,be2Z+1)

+

n

(
Y =
Zig(ap(T) = ( (03>2 (a €2Z+1,b€2Z)

— d‘m

Jou(r) (be22)

Z o () = (3.52)
Zion(T) (bE2Z+1),

SISy

so we obtain the chiral block (C.32).
Similarly, one can also obtain the chiral blocks which are defined by (—17)%2. The
chiral block corresponding to {(—1.)®2}? = 1 is (C.33), and the one corresponding to

{(=10)%2}2 = (1) |y is (C.34).

3.2 Non-supersymmetric asymmetric orbifolds
Orbifolds defined by Targlr ® (—1)f%|y, @ (—1r)%*| 14

Recently, the asymmetric orbifolds defined by twisting with Zg4-chiral reflection have
begun to be studied to attempt to construct non-supersymmetric string vacua with
vanishing cosmological constant [25,26]. It may be worth investigating them more.
Then, referring to [25], we begin with study of the twists written by

7-27rR‘]R & (_1)FL |1ZJL & (_1R)®4|T4a (353)

where Torp acts on R ( X5-direction ), (—1)fZ on left-moving fermionic sector and
(—1)®* on T4[SO(8)] (X®789-direction). Now, M in (3.1) is

M =St xR x THSO(8)]. (3.54)
The twist can be defined by four ways from the description of (3.53) as follows.
{(—1r)®*' =1 (3.53a)
{(—1R)%*}? = (—1)"|y, (3.53b)
{(=18)%"} = (=1)"|1u150)] (3.53¢c)
{(—1)®*F = (=) | pas0(s) ® (1) lyy (3.53d)
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where (—1)F ®|rai50(8)) acts as the sign inversion of any states in the Ramond sector by
the fermion description of bosonic sector T#[SO(8)]. These twists construct the different
orbifolds respectively. We call them model (a), (b), (c), (d) sorted by (3.53a)-(3.53d).

The twist (3.53) includes the translation, so the order of this action is infinite. In-
serting the m-th power of twist operator (3.53) into the trace in the untwisted sector,
we obtain

Z(0,m) (7, T) = Truntwisted |:(7§ﬂR ® (-1t (_1R)®4)m qLo—iqLo—i} (3.55)

= ZR(0,m) Truntwisted [((—UFL ® (—l}z)‘g"l)m qLO_iqLo_i] , (3.56)

where Zg( ) is a part of building block of S 1in (2.10). Requiring the modular covari-
ance of (3.56), we obtain the partition function of the general winding sector Z, (7, 7).
The partition function is given by summing over the winding numbers w, m € Z along
the X°-direction,

Z(T7 77—) ~ Z Z(w,m) (7—7 77_)‘ (357)

w,meZ

Thus, the partition functions of (a)-(d) are written as follows respectively.

_ 1, . _ _\ ,T4[SO _ VRN
Z(r,7) = 1 Ziiesi () D Zrtaom) (1) Zig oy ()T ) () 2y gy (7)
w,meEZ

(3.57a)

_ 1 _ _\ ,T4[SO - N
Z(1,7) = 2280 (1 7) S Zrpwm) (1, 7) Zg 5o (7, )3 () (T) Ly oy (T)
1 10,4](w,m) (4] (w,m)

7
w,meZ
(3.57b)
_ 1, . _ —\T4[SO _ .
Z(r,7) = 1 235 (0 7) D Zrgaom) (1) i iy (7 I ) (D Z ) (7)
w,meZ
(3.57¢)
I _ _\,T4[SO _ o
Z(T7 7-) = 12}5\44 x S1 (7-7 7_) Z ZR(w,m) (7_7 T)Z?é,i](wfg% (7_3 T)J(w,m) (T)Zq[i](wﬁn) (T)
w,meEZ
(3.57d)

Here, the overall factor i is due to the chiral GSO projections, and Z}\fﬂx g1 (7, T) denotes
ZX" (1, 7) 25 (7,7) in (3.6).

In order to evaluate the partition function in operator formalism, we rewrite them by
the Poisson resummation of the relevant partition function with respect to the temporal
winding m along X°-direction. Then, we can make sure that any tachyonic states do not
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appear in twisted sectors as well as the untwisted sector and that there are not negative
norm states by writing down the explicit form of the partition function. Moreover, it is
convenient to decompose the partition function with respect to the spatial winding w

and the spin structures, and factor out the component of Z! MAx Sl

_ 1 T — 05,05 -
Z(1,7) = ZZJtWixSl(T?T) Z ZG:ZZSU 5s) (7, 7), (3.58)
where (05,65) = (NS,NS), (NS,R), (R,NS), (R,R) denote the spin structures. We

calculate the partition function (3.58) to divide into each of sectors, and investigate the
states of each vacuum (a)-(d).

Orbifold model (a)

The total partition function (3.57a) vanishes because of Z[4]( )(7') = 0 in any w-

sector. This reflects the bose-fermi cancellation Z4™ S)( ,T) = — 7R (1,7) caused
by the right-moving supersymmetry of spacetime in each w-sector. The twist operator
commutes with 16 supercharges of the spacetime from the right-mover, so this vacuum
preserves 1/4 of the spacetime supersymmetry.

The explicit form of the partition function (3.57a) is as follows.

w € 27

2NN (7, 7) = — 2N (1, 7) = 20D (r,7) = ~ 2 (7, 7)

1 1 1 (w22 1 (Rw—2)21 051° |0
= pE Z§q4(R +3%) q4(R o7) { ;3 + 7 } (3.59)
nez
we2+1
NS,NS) (. - NS,R)( = 1 Lo yan, H(Rutsx)’ oL (Ru—22)°
7 (NS, )(7— )— Z,(U ’)(T,T): T 5(_1) q* 2R/ 14 2R

7 N
D
N
—~
\]
S~—
\Q)w >
o
[\GliS}
N—
~_
S
N =
——
|
—_
R
7 N
>
w
o
[\GliS}
N~—
~~_
+

(9;)4}{@:@4}

n

(D o (552 (3)) (3 o

We can easily investigate the massless states in untwisted sector by looking for the
combinations of left and right-mover which commute with the orbifold action. We exhibit
such massless states on table 1. We find 64 bosons and 64 fermions, and confirm bose-
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Table 1: Massless spectrum in untwisted sector in model (a)

’ spin structure \ left right ‘ 4D fields (d.o.f) ‘
(NS, NS) wﬁl/z |0) ® P 10) graviton (2), 8 vectors (16),
(n=2,..,9) (v=2,...,5) 14 (pseudo) scalars (14)
(R, NS) |s) ® AP 16 Weyl fermions (32)
(v =6,...,9)
(NS, R) 1/”11/2 ® |S) 4 gravitini (8)
(n=2,..9) (53+54=0) 12 Weyl spinor (24)
(R, R) |s) ® |S) 8 vectors (16)
(53 — 84 =0) 16 (pseudo) scalar (16)

fermi cancellation with the same number of bosons and their superpartners (fermions)
at massless level as expected.

Naively, we can guess the massless spectrum does not arise in w-twisted sectors
(w # 0) since non-zero winding w contributes to mass. On the other hand, the orbifold
defined by the twist (3.57) is the same type as Scherk-Schwarz compactification [31,32],
where the tachyonic states potentially arise in twisted sectors. Then, we focus on the
terms of w = +1-sector in the partition function (3.60), where the lightest excitations
appear. Moreover, the leading contribution from the #-part comes from 63(7,5) =
1+ (—1)“q% + ..., and the related part in (3.60) is [03]® — (—1)™ |64]® after summing over
a = 1,2. Thus any states are massive when n = 0. The lightest excitation exists when
n = +1, and then the lowest conformal weight is

1 1\?2 1 1 1\?2

The mass formula is given by

1, 1 1 1,, 9 1 1\?2
. + = —|R— — > (. .
= Pr PR) 4 < 2R> >0 (3 63)

The lowest mode is not tachyonic. It is interesting that the massless winding states exist
at the special radius R = 1//2.

Orbifold model (b)

The partition function vanishes for each winding sector with w, m € Z since Zﬁ’q (w,m) (1) =
0 for Yw € 2Z + 1 or Ym € 2Z + 1, while Zé](w m) (1) = 0 for Yw,m € 2Z. On the other

hand, ((—15)%%)? = (—1)FR\1L, so any supercharges of the spacetime do not commute
with the twist operator. This result means that this orbifold space loses all the spacetime
supersymmetry in the same way that an orbifold R/Zy defined by the reflection twist
loses the translational symmetry.
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The explicit form of the partition function (3.57b) is as follows.
w € 47

Z1(UNS,NS) (1,7) = —Zl(UR’NS)(T, ) (3.64)
8

1 1 1 02 1 w21 [0 s 6P\ |05\t 0\
= LS L) g L 0 0a 7 00 <3) _<4>
nl* £ 2 2 In U U U U
2§ (r,7) = =230 (7, 7)
2 2
1 1 %(Rw—&-n;é) _i (Rw—n;R%) 1 93 0,4 8 0 8 0o 8
=13 254 q Sl o Y (3.65)
nl? £, 2 2 |In U n

w €47 + 2

1 1\? 2
2NN (1,7) = 2 ) = 3 g (it ) i (met)

8 8 8 4 4 4

CL[|8° (0a] |02 (6) _ <0> <0> . (9) (3.66)
2 11n n n n n n n
248 (7, 7) = —205 W) (7, 7)

1 a2l 8 8 8 8

’22 3 (Rot35)" i (Rw-35) 2{9773 - 67;‘ + 6:72 } 0772 (3.67)
we2+1
Zq(UNS,NS)(T’ 7—_) _ —ZT(UNS’R)(T,T') — LQ %(_Dan 4(Rw+27;2)2q%(1{w7%)2

) 1) () o

. (W)g oo (M22) 5 (%) 1 (%) oo

The massless spectrum is displayed in table 2. Indeed, the contribution of 32 bosons
and 32 fermions cancel each other at massless level. However, they do not have super-
partners, which is different characteristic from model (a). This is non-supersymmetric
asymmetric orbifold with vanishing cosmological constant.

In the twisted sector, any tachyonic state do not appear, but the massless winding
states exist at two special radii. One radius is the same as (a), namely, the massless
point is R = 1/v/2 in w = +1. Another is R = 1/2v/2 in w = £2 as seen in (3.66).
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Table 2: Massless spectrum in untwisted sector in model (b)

’ spin structure \

4D fields \

(NS, NS)

graviton, 8 vectors,
14 (pseudo) scalars

(R, NS)

16 Weyl fermions

Orbifold model (c)

The partition function vanishes, and the spacetime supersymmetry exists for the same
reasons as model (a). The explicit form of the partition function (3.57¢c) is as follows.

w € 47
Z(N&m( 7) = —ZEN) (. 7) = ZEW (7,7) = — 2NV () (3.70)
Zl 1(Rw+3g) i(wai) — 9—3 % ) 02 8
TP & 2t Tl i
! 12
Rw+ +3 1 _ntsg
‘ ‘2 Z q ) 7 2R) ‘ (3.71)
n nGZ
w €47 + 2
Z(NS,NS) (7771) Z(R NS) Z(R R)( ) — _ZQ(UNS’R) (7_’ 7*_)
8 8 8
B o (e R L S LT LY L
nl? =2 2 |In U n
2 1\ 2
1 1 1 Rw+n+% L Rw-"t2 1 16
L ) et 1 .
n nez n
we2Z+1
Z(NS,NS)( ’7*.) Z(Nsz)(ij) — % 1(—1)6”1 4(Rw+%)2qi(1{w %)2
a=0,1 Il nez 2
0o(7)03(T, )\ * 1 05(m, \* /@ 4 0s\*  [/0,\*
><< 2 (T) 3;( 2)) 2{(_1)a< 3(T 2)) +< 2(7)) <3> n <> (3.73)
n n n n
1 1 n n
200 7) = ~Z0Nr7) = 3 g 3 gy gt )
a=0,1 N ne”Z
f2(7)b( ,;>>41 (93@%))4 (%(7))4 (92>4
v 2 (=1)° + —= 3.74
< n? 21V U " o



The action of (—1)F%|z4 (So(8)] impinges on the massive states in bosonic sector, so the
massless states in untwisted sector are the same as (a) though the massive are not. In
twisted sector, the lightest excitation is same as (a), that is, massive except at a massless

point R = 1//2.

Orbifold model (d)

The partition function vanishes for the same reasons as (b). The explicit form of the
partition function (3.57d) is as follows.

w € 47
ZWNSNS) (- 2y = _ Z(RNS) (7 =) (3.75)
8 8 8
L T (L R Y LA L e
nl? 2= 2 2 \In U U
2 2
s Ly L () (i) 1)
In|2 &= 2 21
EZL
Zl(UR,R)(Tﬂ:) — _Z&NS,R)(T’ 7*-) (3.76)
1 1 l(Rw+i)2—l(waL) 16 16
e — 7q4 2R q4 - | —
!77!27%2 2{n
1\ 2 1\2
1 1 i(Rw+"2+—R7) _i(wan;Rf) 1 03 8 04 8 02 8
4+ —q q 2+ 1= —= 3.77
y 12%2 2 In U n 370
w €47 + 2
Z1(UNS,NS) (r,7) = _Z&R,NS) (1,7) (3.78)
8 8 4 4 4
e N R O N O
nl? =2 2 |In U U U U n
2 2
1 1 i(RWF%) i(Rw—n;R%> 116 ° [ 05\ [04)* 05\ | (05}
e — = =) (= =) +(=
5 q q
nl? =2 2| n U U U
ZRRB) (£ 7) = —Z(NSR) (7 ) (3.79)
B 1 1 L(Rw_‘_L)Q,l(Rw_L)Ql 02 10
= |,,7|2 7%2q4 2R q 4 2R 2 ,'7
2 2
Lo L) a(mest) 1100 o
nl? 2 2 |In U U
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PN
—
Jav}

S
E
S~—
[ V]

ZER) (7, 7) = — 23N (7 7) = § ?Z;(—l)“"qi(m%fq

(D o (552 () 2) o

In the twisted sectors, the lightest excitation is the same as (a). On the other hand,
further massless point in w = £2 does not exist, which is different from (b) due to

(=) R |pagso(s))-

[

Orbifold model on M = S x R x T2[SO(4)] x T?[SO(4)]

Replacing T4[SO(8)] with T?[SO(4)] x T?[SO(4)] in (3.54), we consider the orbifold
model defined by (3.53) but acting on the background M = S' x R x T?[SO(4)] x
T?[SO(4)]. This corresponds to the replacement of building blocks for bosonic sector as
follows.

( ST2[SO(4)], _ -\ T} SO, _ -
[0,2](a,b) (7, 7) [0,2](a,b) (7, 7)

\1

ZT4[SO(8)]( 7) or 7T [SO®)]

o) o) (7, 7) — 7 T*150(4)] (r,7) ZT?[S0(4)] (1, 7) (3.82)

[0,2](a,b) [0,2](a,b)

T2[SO4)] ;. =\ T?[SO4)], _ -
Zio 20y (T 7)o g)(ap) (T57)
These building blocks are calculated in subsection 3.1.

Here, for simplicity, we focus on the orbifold such that {(—1x)®*}? = (—1)I%|,,
compared with model (b). Instead of (3.57b), we consider the following partition fucn-
tion.

_ 1 T2S04)],_ —\\?2 N
Z(Ta T) = 4 M4><Sl 7_7 Z ZR (w,m) Ta (Z[()’Q[}(w’(m))} (7_77_)) J(uum) (T)Zii}(w’m) (7—)

w,meZ

(3.57b")

T2[S0(4)]
[0,2)(w,m)

T[SO(8)]

2
As seen in (3.27), (Z (7,7")) is divided into 210 4] (w,m) (1,7) and another part
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T4[SO(8)]

Z[4,4] (w,m)

(7,7). The former has been calculated, and we do only the latter part, namely,

1
Z(T, 77') :ZZ};\;ALXSI (7', 77_)

_ (1 _ 1508 _
X Z ZR(w,m)(TaT) <2Z[474[](w7(n2)](7'7 7')) J(w,m)(T)Zl[i](w,m)(ﬂ- (3-83)

w,meZ

The explicit form of this part (3.83) is as follows.

w € 47
Z5SN) (v, 7) = —ZN) (7, 7)
2
Z1 (Rt 2)? g (R 35)° { | 830 L10405% | 0,05]" (9;;)4_ <e4>4
In? & Uk Uk R n U
(3.84)
Z50(r,7) = =200 (7, 7)
n 1 2 n
_ 1 1 Z(R + ;Rj) _i(Rw* - ) 0304 0105 |"  |6205|") |62 3.5
2 94 q 2 2 2 —| (389)
nl* %, U U U n
w e AZ + 1
Z(NS,NS) (7_’ 7—_) Z(NS7R)(7_7 7—_)

{5 om

1\ 2 1\ 2
1 1 1 gy ita 1 Ruw_"t2
_ - (_1\a(n+1) 4 2R _1 2R
3 L5 g (e g (o)
a=0,1 nez
02(7)05(7,3)|" (02\" (02(7)0(7. %) \* 287
. R n 0> (3.87)
w €47 + 2
n+l 2 'rH—l 2
Z(NS NS)(T 7_) _ _Z(R,NS) (7_ 7—_) _ i lq% (Rw""TRQ) qi (Rw— 2R2>
’ Y ’ |17|2 2
nez
050,14 10,051 10205 0 05\ AN
X - - 5 =) - (= =) +(= (3.88)
n n n n n n n
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Z&R’m (r,7) = — 205N (7, 7)

Lt (Rut )2 L (Rw—g2)? ) | 0304 Y0405t [0205]1 | |62
S35 )’ gt (R ’ . 22 (3.89)
|77’ nGZ n n n n
w e 47 + 3
2NN (7,7) = 7SR 7, 7)

e (ORON G

2 1\ 2
n+% 1 n+3
(m 4(Rw+ 2R ) _1 (Rw— 2R )
Sy Ly ;

a=0,1 nEZ
OFE

|0 9)

n2
The difference between T4[SO(8)] and T?[SO(4)] x T?[SO(4)] arises in massive spectrum
of original background before orbifolding, so the massless states in untwisted sector are
the same as model (b). In twisted sector, further massless point exists in addition to
ones in model (b). As seen in (3.86) and (3.90), the massless states arise in w = £1 at
special radius R = 1/2.

3.3 Supersymmetry on asymmetric orbifold

We examine how to construct a non-supersymmetric orbifold with vanishing cosmological
constant based on the result of the orbifold models (a)-(d). These all are asymmetric
orbifolds where the partition function is zero in each w-twisted sector. The models (a)
and (c) are supersymmetric orbifolds, and the others are not as follows.
In (b) and (d), the partition functions for the winding sectors have the relations
summarized in table 3. These relations mean breaking supersymmetry in all sectors.
On the other hand, in (a) and (c), for each sector,

Z’EUN&NS) L F) = _ZQ(UNS,R) 7).
(R,R) ( - ) (R,NS) ( _ ) (3.92)
Zy N1, T) = —Zu (1,7).

The relations (3.92) indicate the existence of the right-moving supersymmetry in the
twisted sectors.
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Table 3: Relations among the winding sectors in (b) and (d). (Yw' € Z)

wE 272 +1
Z(NS:NS) y _Z;g,NS) ZINSNS) __ S(NSR)
Zq(UNS,R) ) _ZS,{,R) Zl(UR’NS) _ _Z&R,R)
w € 27
ZI(UNS,NS) _ _Zl(UR,NS) Zl(UNS,NS) _valjs,R)
Z&NS’R) _ —Zvv(uR7R) Zz(uR’NS) # _ZS?MR)

For (b) and (d), the left-moving supercharges of the original background are removed
by (—1)F%|y, in the orbifold twist, and the right-moving ones are removed by (—1)%|, .
in the square of the orbifold twist. If (—1)f%|y, and (—1)®|,,, are included in the same
power of a twist operator, the total partition function does not vanish.

It is expected that (—1)fZ|,, is not only the operator breaking the left-moving
supersymmetry to construct such orbifolds. Then, (i) we would like to examine if any
other operator serves a similar role as (—1)f%|,,. For example, the chiral reflection
(—11)%2|p4 acting on two coordinates of four-dimensional torus breaks at least the left-
moving supersymmetry of the original background.

Moreover, in order to understand the supersymmmetry in such orbifolds, we should
pay attention to the other supercharges potentially arising in twisted sectors as well as
untwisted sector. For models (a)-(d), such possibility is related to Toxgr|r and (—1)F% |4
in (3.53). Then, (ii) we consider the similar orbifolds to (b) and (d) but without 72, r|r.

Therefore, we study the following orbifold models in this subsection.

(i) The orbifolds defined by the twist operator schematically written as

TorrlR ® (—11)%%|74 ® (—15)®* |74 = Torrlr ® oy

T4 (3.93)
(ii) The orbifolds defined by the twist operator schematically written as
(=1, ® (=18) | (3.94)
3.3 (i) Orbifolds defined by Tarr|r ® 0[2274]
We study the construction of the string vacua defined by the twist operator °
Torr|R @ 02 4|74, (3.93)

acting on the same background as (a)-(d), namely, M = S! x R x T4[SO(8)]. The form
of (3.93) also still does not specify a twist operator. We completely determine the twist

® This type might be less general than the models defined by the twist (—1)®?|r2 ® (—1r)®?|72 acting
on M = S' xRxT? x T?[SO(4)], where —1 is ordinary reflection X — —X as discussed later. However,
we examine the former here in order to explicitly calculate the partition function and to compare with

(a)-(d).
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operators by the distinction of their square 0[22 4 3 folows.

‘7[22,4} =1 (3.93a)
otoa = (1) |y, (3.93b")
otya) = (1) [y (3.93¢")
oty = (D) y, @ (=1) |y, (3.93)
‘7[22,4} = (=)™ |pa (3.93¢”)
0[22,4] = (1) ® (—1)FL\¢;L (3.93f)
‘7[22,4] = (1) s © (1), (3.93¢g”)
0[22,4} = (=1 |7 ® (1) [y, @ (=1) 7|y, (3.93h7)

These twists construct the different orbifolds respectively. We name them model (a’)-(h’)
sorted by (3.93a’)-(3.93h’).

Supersymmetric type (a’), (b’), (e’), (f*)

The partition function of (a’) is as follows.

_ 1 _ _\ ,TYSO(8 _ PETEEEN
Z(r,7) = { i (7)Y Zrgum)(1.7) 2, T o VAN CO VNN COR
w,meZ
(3.95)
This partition function vanishes because of Zfﬁ] (w,m) (1), and 1/4 spacetime supersym-

metry remain in untwisted sector. The same can be said of (b’), (¢’), (f’).

Non-supersymmetric type but non-zero vacuum energy (d’), (h’)

The orbifold projection of this type removes all the (R, NS) and (NS, R)-sectors at least
in untwisted sector. The partition function of (d’) is as follows.

N _ _\ ,THSO®)] -
Z(r,7) = Dy (1, 7) ZZ Z i) (7 Z st (7 )y o (D) By (7)
w,me
(3.96)
This partition function does not vanish since Zé] (w,m) # 0 and ZEZ] (w,m) £ 0 for "w €

47 + 2 or Ym € 47 + 2. Thus we immediately find that this is non-supersymmetric
orbifold model because of non-zero vacuum energy density perturbatively. The same
can be said of (h’).
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Non-supersymmetric type and zero vacuum energy (c’), (g’)

We focus on (c¢’). The partition function of (c’) is as follows.

N G _ _\ ,T4SO(8) ,  _ o N
Z2(r,7) = {23 (7,7) ZZZR(wm) (1.7 2y a7 ) 21y (T 2o ) ()
w,me
(3.97)
As in the case with (b) or (d), Zﬁ](w m) (1) = 0 for Yw € 2Z + 1 or Ym € 27 + 1, while

Z[lg} (w,m) (1) = 0 for Yw,m € 2Z. Thus this is the non-supersymmetric orbifold model
with vanishing cosmological constant.

Table 4: massless spectrum in untwisted sector of (c’)

spin structure left right 4D fields (d.o.f)
%—1/2 |0) ® 1/1’;2’_1/2 |0) | graviton (2), 6 vectors (12),
(NS, NS) (n=2,..,7) (n=2,..,5) 10 (pseudo) scalars (10)
¢Z,—1/2 |0) ® 1/1%7_1/2 |0) 8 scalars (8)
(k=28,9) (b=26,...,9)
1+ (-1.)%%]|s), ® %251/2 |0) 2 Rarita-Schwinger (4),
(R, NS) (n=2,..,5) 6 Weyl fermions (12)
1—(=1.)%?]s), ® ¢‘é7_1/2 |0) 8 Weyl fermions (16)
(b=26,..,9)

Let us check the massless states. The massless spectrum in untwisted sector of (c’)
is displayed on table 4. Of course, these are different from (b). The left moving R
sectors are slightly complicated. Although we cannot construct any supercharge in the
left mover, there are the linear combinations of R sector in the right mover that are not
removed. We consider the two distinguishable R sectors |s1), |s2) such that |s;) — [s2)
and [sg) — |s1) under (—17)®2. In fact, there are such pairs |s1), |sz), for example,

1
S| = 5(+,+, +,+) and s = -(+,+,—,—). (3.98)
Thus, we can find [s1) + |s2) and |s1) — [s2) where the phase 1 arise under the twist

(—11)%®? respectively, and they compose the left moving R sector in (R, NS).
Next, we find the explicit form of the partition function of (c’).
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w € 47 + 1:

Z&NS’NS)(T» 7) = —Z0SR (1, 7)
ntel\2 nel\ 2
13 (moesd) 3 (me-5)
Z |,7,2 Z 51 q
a€Zs nez
—_—2
o (_1yon |25 ) |1 (93@,’;))4 <93<T, §>02>
n? 2 n n?
1 n 2 n \2 ]. 9 0 ;m 8
. Z ‘2 S g (e i) g A ) (qyen ba(7)65(r, 3) SQ(T 2) (3.99)
a€Zo nEZ n
Z8R) (1,7) = —ZFN) (1, 7)
ntd)?
_ Z Z q4(Rw+ 2R ) qi(Rw—%R?)
- 1|2
a€Zs |77| nEZ
2
(et |2 B[ 1 (%)4 sy
n? 2\ n U
1 1 Rw _L(Rw—)? anl 62(7-)93(7-’%) ’
+ 3 . |2 Z +35) gt (Re=31)" (1) ol —— (3.100)

a€Zs nEZ

In w = 47 + 3, we obtain the result by replacing (—1)®" in the first term of (3.99)
with (—1)2(+1) | and by replacing (—1)*"*+1 in the first term of (3.100) with (—1)%".
Actually, the partition function in w € 2Z + 1 is common in (a’)-(h’). The partition
function of (¢’) in w € 27Z is the same as (b). Similarly, the partition function of (g’) in
w € 27 corresponds to (d). As seen in above results, any tachyonic state does not arise,
but the place where the lightest excitation live depends on the radius of translation
operator Torr. In w = £2; the massless points of (c¢’) are same as (b). The other
massless states appear at the special radius R = 1/2 in w = £1 (see (3.99)).

In addition, we mention the case of the twist (—17)®?|ps ® (—15)®*|p4 acting on
T?[SO(4)] x T?[SO(4)] instead of T[SO(8)]. In this case, the twist acts in several ways
related to (C.11)-(C.17). We need the following calculation like (a)-(d).

0s,5s) T2 [SO®)] v 7Y
DD 2T = D Zhwm) s D)) 2w Bt wm)- (3.101)
05,05 WEZL w,meZ
In w=27Z+1,
Z(NS,NS)( —) _ _Z(NS,R) (7_’ 7_)

=2 e

a€Za

S sk (=)’ (ke f1 g i o o

|77!2 8
2 <93(;’ g)> <6;72) (3.102)

y 02(7)05(7, %) |°

2

93 (Ta %)
n




Z30(r,7) = =2 (7, 7)

— Zi i Ru+gg) q%(waé)Q(—l)%a(n_gw) {1+(— )% n—3v) }{1 - (="}
a€Zs 77 TLGZ
04(7)0 ay |6 7 0-(T. 2\
|22 :;( D020 <92> (3(72)> (3.103)
n n n n
Especially, in w € 8Z + 1,
Z(NS NS) (T 7_) _ _Zi(UNS,R) (7_’ 77_)
n+d 2 1\?2
o Lo (reeE) (Rt
= WZ*Q g
a€Zo nez
02(7)05(7, 2) [®|05(r, 2)|* [ 03(7, &
x (—1)™ 2(7) S;(Ta 5)|63(7. 3) < 3(7, 2>) (02> (3.104)
n n n n

We can find the additional massless point at the radius R = 1/2 in w = £1 (see (3.104)).

Eventually, we can find the non-supersymmetric asymmetric orbifold with vanishing
cosmological constant by the twist (3.93) instead of (3.53) as expected. Of course, the
spectra of these models of (3.93) are different from (3.53). Especially in (¢’) and (g’),
massless Rarita-Schwinger fields arise even though they are not superpartners of the
graviton.

3.3 (ii) Orbifolds defined by (—1)Z|,, ® (—1g)%4|p

We study the construction of the string vacua defined by the twist operator

(=) |y, ® (=15) %4 (3.94)

acting on M = T? x T4[SO(8)] instead of M = S! x R x T*[SO(8)], where T? is an
arbitrary two-dimensional torus. This twist can be defined by four ways by distinction
(3.53a) - (3.53d). It’s not hard to anticipate the appearance of the supersymmetry in the
models related to (3.53a) or (3.53c). Then, we discuss the cases of (3.53b) and (3.53d).
Orbifolds defined by (3.94) with {(—1g)®*}? = (—1)I%|,,

At first, we investigate the orbifold defined by the twist (3.94) with (3.53b). The order
of this twist is four. The partition function of this orbifold is written as

1 T4 so P N
2(1.7) = { Zigapa (7.7) ) Y. 2 7,703 (a) (D Z {3 0 (7)- (3.105)
a,bEZy
Here, we reset the notation such that

N
2(1,7) = s Darrem D D 27 (T T) (3.106)

a€Zy 05,05
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where the overall factor % = i X % is due to the Z4-orbifolding as well as the chiral GSO
projection. We can find the following results by calculating (3.112) directly.

NS,NS _ R,NS _ R.R _ NS,R _
Z(() )(7—7 T) = - é )(7—77_) = Zé )(Ta T) = _Zé )(7_77—)
0:15 041° 16913 |69]®
— 7280 () = —zEN e 5 = 2] £ 2] + 2] 2 3.107
13 (1,7) 13 (T7) » » » » ( )
NS,NS _ NS,R _
Z0N N (7, 7) = — 205 (1, 7)
XONERTONO)
n n n n n

8 4 4 4 4
SECIRE -G e
n n n n n
285N (r,7) = =2 (r,7) = 28V (0 7) = 20V (@ =0 (3.109)

As seen above, no tachyonic state arises in this orbifold. The orbifold projection removes
the left-moving supercharges in all sectors, which reflects the following relation.

205 (1, 7) £ — 28N (1, 7) (Ta € ) (3.110)

On the other hand, the orbifold projection does not remove the right-moving massless
Ramond states in a = 2 twisted sector though the orbifold projection removes ones in
untwisted sector. Thus the right-moving supercharges potentially exist in the twisted
sector. In the current case, we actually confirm that some right-moving supercharges
exist in a = 2 twisted sector by realizing the equalities

25N (1 7) = =2 woa (1 T) (0 € Z4). (3111)

If the original background belongs to the type ITA (IIB) string theory, we find 8 super-
charges that possess the reverse chirality to an original as in type IIB (ITA) theory in
a = 2 sector, as mentioned e.g. in [33,34].

The massless spectrum in the untwisted sector is the same as displayed in table 2.
In addition, the massless states in the a = 2 sector is summarized in table 5. These
states are combined into the super-multiplets in an N = 2 supersymmetric theory in
4-dimension.

This phenomenon is not seen in model (b). Compared with model (b), (NS, NS) and
(R, NS) sector in @ = 2 and (R, R) and (NS, R) sector in @ = 0 cannot exist due to
the level matching condition without translation twist. On the other hand, the winding
excitations make (NS, NS) and (R, NS) sector in w = 4Z + 2 and (R, R) and (NS, R)
sector in w = 4Z level matching in model (b) as seen in (3.66) and (3.65), and they
cause breaking supersymmetry.
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Table 5: Massless spectrum in the a = 2 sector for (b) without translation twist.

’ spin structure ‘ 4D fields ‘
(NS, R) 2 gravitini,
14 Weyl fermions
(R, R) 8 vectors,
16 (pseudo)scalars

Orbifolds defined by (3.94) with {(—15)®*}? = (—1)FR\T4[SO(8)] ® (—1)FR |y,

Next, we investigate the orbifold defined by the twist (3.94) with (3.53d). The partition
function of this orbifold is written as

1 T so .~
Z(1,7) = 1 Z3pr2(T.7) >z [ 7,703 (0. (T) 3y (- (3.112)
a,b€EZ4

The explicit partition functions are

0 ’ 0 ’ n n nl’
255 (7, 7) = =25 (7, 7)
(- (@6
n n n n n ’
R.R NS.R 0o |1
2850 (7, 7) = 280 () = I (3.113)

for the even sectors, and

7}
ng,NS)(T’ = _Z(NSR)( ) {

8}{ ()}

0, |® 9
n 77 77
8
(RR),_ _ (RNS),_ _ 03 04° |62 02
Z T, T)=—Z T)=941—| +|—| +|— — 5 3.114
13 (1,7) 13 (1,7) {77 7 " }7] ( )

for the odd sectors.

These relations are different from the supersymmetric case of the previous model. We
never find the equalities of cancellation such as (3.111). Instead, we find the relations as
displayed in table 3. Thus we can obtain the non-supersymmetric orbifold with vanishing
cosmological constant without translation twist.
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The massless spectrum in the untwisted sector is the same as model (b). In the
twisted sectors, additional massless states also appear, but there are not the massless
Ramond states which potentially compose the right-moving supercharges. This is be-
cause (—1)FR |4 (So(8)) in the square of the twist causes level mismatching to such mass-
less Ramond states in the twisted sectors, alternatively, the other states appear with
level matching.

3.4 Further torus asymmetric orbifolds

We have seen some non-supersymmetric orbifold models with vanishing cosmological
constant compared with supersymmetric ones in previous subsection. In those models,
the right-chiral reflection (—1)®%|74 acts on the four coordinates of the four-dimensional
torus of the background with symmetry enhancement which can be written in fermion
description. However, fixing moduli of ”four”-dimensional torus is not absolutely neces-
sary to construct such non-supersymmetric orbifold.

For example, the discussion of the orbifold models (a’)-(h’) in subsection 3.3 (i) is
almost the same as the orbifolds defined by the twist

Tarrlre © (—1)%%|7s @ (—1R)®*|12(50(4] (3.115)
acting on
M =R x T3 x T*[SO(4)], (3.116)

as displayed on table 6, where —1 is ordinary reflection X — —X.

Table 6: Action of (3.115)

space R T3 T?[SO(4)]

direction X4 X° | X6 | X7 x8| Xx?
Left translation | —1 | —1

Right TorRr -1 -1 -1] -1

T3 in (3.116) is an arbitrary three-dimensional torus, while two directions of T2[SO(4)]
must be fixed due to the definition of chiral reflection. Of course, we may choose
SHSO(2)] x SYSO(2)] instead of T?[SO(4)].

In addition, we can consider the similar orbifolds defined by the twist

Torrlr ® (—1)[51 ® o1 3174 [50(8)] (3.117)
acting on

M =R x 8t x T*[SO(8)], (3.118)
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Table 7: Action of (3.117)

space R St T4[SO(8)]
direction x4 X X0 XT | X% X9
Left translation | —1 | —1

Right TorRr -1 —1|-1]-1

as displayed on table 7. If 0[22 g = (=1)FR|,,., the partition function of this orbifold can

be written as

1
Z(1,T) = ZZIt\Z‘* (1,7)

—\ S22 ,THSO®)] =\ P
X Y Zpawm) (T ) Z ) 211 8t T T 25 ) T Loy () (3:119)
w,meZ
where Z}iz{v an) is defined in (2.51) or (3.25). In calculation of the partition function

(3.119), non-obvious terms are in w € 2Z + 1, or m € 2Z + 1, especially for the building

SY/7y . T4SO(8)]
block Zp 0 Zi1 31 m)

S1/Zs,  _\ ,TASO®)], -
Z(a,b) (T, T)Z[1,3](a,b) (1,7)

Z8' (r,7)27150®) (2, 7) (a € 2Z,b € 27)
- (3.120)

T°[SO(10 _
Z[2,4[](a,z(;) )}( \T) (a€2Z+1orbe2Z+1).

(1,7). Then, we describe this part as

T5[SO(10)]

12,4)(10,m) (7,7) under the modular trans-

The phases arising from the building block Z

formation is similar to ZESZH?S%B; (1,7) in (3.18), so we can calculate the explicit form of

this building blocks immediately as follows.
ZT5[SO(10)] (r,7)

2,4](a,b)
( ZT° 15000 (7 7) (a €2Z,be2Z)
i 2 2 a 2 2
eﬂb(e;o%) %724 5{(@;) %3 +(=1)2 (%4) %4 } (a €2Z,b€2Z+1)
= i 2 2 2 b 2 2
effab(972723> 9727g3 %{(fw %3 +(—=1)2 <%> %2 } (a €2Z+1,b€27)
in 2 2 2 a+b 2 2
—imab (0204 ) | 020471 ) (0 0 ath (g 0
() [ () [ o (8) |5} @emarczmey
(3.121)
TN[SO(2N))

More generally, the building block Z[a at 2] (w,m) (1,7) can be explicitly written as (C.20).

Therefore, we can easily obtain the explicit form of the partition function (3.119) from
the partition function (3.97) for the model (¢’).
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Furthermore, there are several similar orbifolds to replace T4[SO(8)] with the prod-
ucts of tori with SO(N)-symmetry enhancement in (3.118), which are displayed on table
8.

Table 8: Variety of the backgrounds 7% where (—17)%' ® (—1)®3 can act

T4 building block
direction X6 X7 X8 X9
Left -1
Right -1 -1 -1
SHSO(2)] | SYSO(2)] | S[SO(2)] | S [SO(2)] (C.22)
S1SO(2)] | SYSO(2)] T2[SO(4)] (C.23)
S1SO(2)] T3[S0(6)] (C.24)
space T2[SO(4)] SHSO(2)] | SHSO(2)] (C.25)
T%[SO(4)] T%[SO(4)) (C.26)
T3[SO(6)] S1SO(2)] (C.27)
T4SO(8)] 25 500N, 7)

They all are non-supersymmetric orbifolds with vanishing cosmological constant,
but the partition functions of these orbifolds are different. Then, we introduce the

further building blocks (C.22)-(C.27) to efficiently calculate those partition functions.

It is too hard to directly calculate some simplex building blocks such as Z 51[50(2)]( ,T)

[1,0](a,b)
Z[j(;33;[ﬁ¢?l(7?)] (1,7) because of the small phases, but these products may become easy to

calculate. Indeed, the building blocks (C.22)-(C.27) arrive at the sum of the combination
1
of (C.19), (C.20) and (C.21) for a or b € 2Z + 1. We combine them with Z(Sa 1{)22 (1,7) as

(C.28). Eventually, we find the terms proportional to the following forms.

_ 5 _ <
Y Zrewam) (T 7) Zgs 61w (T T B ) T Lo sy (7) (3.122)
w,me”Z
> Zrtwam) (™) Zjo o110 (T ) 251 ) (T B ) (7) (3.123)
w,meZ
_ 5 _ —h <
> Zreuwm) T D) 2 a0 (T D231y (D L 00, (7) (3.124)
w,meZ
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The new type of calculation arises in (3.122) for w € 2Z + 1. The others are similar
to ones in previous subsection. The explicit form are as follows in w € 27 + 1.

ZI(UNS,NS) (1, 7) _ZI(UNS,R)(T’ 7)

~ ZZ:|771|2%;qi(waLs’k)gqi(Rw—s’k)Q(_1)i“("+w) {1+( 1)2 ”*w)}{l— (="}
ST () G PR e (42 )

(3.125)

ZBR) (1 7y = — Z(BNS) (7 7)

« |771| Sat (s gh (o)’ (Cpydetne) [y 4 (s b oy

a€Zso nez

SO (SR GG 152 e (52 )

(3.126)

The new massless states do not appear.
Next, we also consider the similar orbifolds to model (b), defined by the twist

Tanrlr ® (=1)" |y, @ (—1g)®*|pa  with {(—1R)®4}2 = (=1)FR[y,.

Again, (—15)®* can act on several T* as displayed on table 9. We have already inves-

Table 9: Variety of the backgrounds 7% where (—15)®?* can act

T4 building block
direction X6 X7 X8 X9
Left
Right -1 -1 ~1 -1
S1[S0(2)] | $'[SO(2)] | S'[SO(2)] | S'[SO(2)] (C.29)
S1SO(2)] | SSO(2)] T%[SO(4)] (C.30)
space | S'[SO(2)] [SO(6)] (C.31)
T?[SO(4)] T2[SO(4)] (3.27)
T'SO(8) Zp o (. 7)
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tigated the case that T% is T4[SO(8)] or T?[SO(4)] x T?[SO(4)] in previous subsection.

The building blocks (C.29)-(C.31) can also be written as the sum of the combination of
4 —

Z[€4](a b)(T T), 7, [2 4](a b)(T 7) and Z[4 4(a, b)(T, 7) for a or b € 2Z + 1. Then, we find the

terms proportional to the following forms.

_ 4 _ Y
Z ZR(U},m) (7, 7—)Z[Z(JjA](w,m) (T, 7—)J(w,m) (T)Zq[ﬁ](mm) (1) (3.127)
w,meZ

_ 4 _ <
Y Zrwm) (T 7) Zs g0y (T )T ) () By ) () (3.128)
w,meZ

_ 4 _ ., <
> Zrm) (D) Z g wm) (T ) wm) (T By .y (7) (3.129)
w,meZ

The new type of calculation arises in (3.128) for w € 2Z + 1. The others are similar
to ones in previous subsection. The explicit form are as follows in w € 27 + 1.

Z(NS NS)( ) Z(NS R)( )

Z quz Ruw+5%) q%(Rw—é)Q(—l)i“("f?’w){1+( )%" Sw) }{1—(— )"}

Q%W
PR (R (5 {0 ()

X Z ‘ |2 Z 1 1 Rw+ qi(Rw*sLR)Q(_l)%a(n—w) {1 + (_1)%(n—w)} {1 _ (_1)n}

a€Zs nGZ

1|62(7)03(7, 5)

- ZLZ %qi(Rw+&)2q%(Rw,#)2(_1)%a(n—3w) {1 + (_ )% n—3w) }{1 _ (_ ) }

a€Zo

+ ZmﬁQZ;qMRw%)Zqi(Rw—gz)%1>ia<n—w>{1+< e N G
a\ |2 a 3
1 16(7)05( 3) <92(7)i?;(772)> (027(77))6 (3.131)

X —
2 n?
In the current case, tachyonic states do not arise, but some massless points appear. From
the first term in (3.130), the massless states exist at R = @ inw =41, and R = 26

in w = £3. From the second term in (3.130), they exist at R = ? inw==+1.
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3.5 Generality
Unitarity

The unitarity is not obvious for asymmetric orbifolds. For example, the building blocks
defined by asymmetric twists have non-trivial phases as seen in subsection 3.1. The
orbifolds we have studied are consistent with unitarity. We have directly checked that
by writing down the partition functions explicitly in previous subsection.

Here, we would like to find the explanation of the unitarity, namely, the absence of the
negative norm states of such asymmetric orbifolds without writing down all the terms of
the partition function. We have calculated the partition functions of the orbifolds using
the conception of twisting introduced in section 2. Let us organize this procedure again.
At the beginning, we have inserted the projection operator of the orbifold Py, in the
trace corresponding to the original space naming "untwisted”,

Truntwisted [(1:)orb)qLO_2%1(?[/0_i 5 (3132)

and have decomposed it into the terms as follows.

1 _
o > Zio(r.7), (3.133)
bEZ

where M is the order of the orbifold action. We have regarded (0, b)-terms as the trace
where the twists are inserted respectively, and have described the partition function in
untwisted sector as the sum over them with the coefficient 1/M. We assume that M is
finite temporarily for the discussion. We have found the partition function in a-twisted
sectors by the modular transformations. Then, expressing each terms of the partition
function by g-expansions, the partition function of a-twisted sector can be interpreted
as the trace of (a,0) where a projection operator P, is inserted as follows.

1 1 _e _fo_c
M Z Z(avb) (T’ 77—) = M Z ZEa,b) (T7 77—) = Tro—twisted (Pa>qLO 24 qLO 24 |, (3134)
bGZMa bGZ]W

where we use the relation of (2.41). Therefore, we can confirm the unitarity by checking
the coefficients of Z(,)(7, T) before the projection.

In the models we have studied, we should firstly look at the building blocks (C.19)-
(C.21), and (3.12). For all b = 0, these building blocks do not have the phase, so there
are no negative norm states in the orbifold whose partition function is composed of these
combinations.

This can be extended to the case that the twists include the translation 7o,g. In
this case, it is useful to separate out the translation of infinite order and the other parts
of order M. The building block of translation is written as Zg(,y) seen in (2.10). We
assume that the phases from the other parts do not arise when b = 0, and these phases
can be written as

exp (2mibL) , (3.135)
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where L € ﬁZ. The Poisson resummation of this partition function relates to the
following part.

> Zp(wm) exp (2mimL) (3.136)
MEZ

Separating this infinite sum such that

Z Z Z R(w,m) €xp (2mimL) (3.137)

beZrr meMZAb

we obtain

Y % exp |2rib (% +1)] gt (Rw=75)" g (Rw+t 57)° (3.138)
bEZpr nEZ

In this way, the phases are something to the power of b again. Eventually, negative norm
states do not arise in the asymmetric orbifolds defined by the twist of the translation of
one direction in addition to asymmetric twists as we have confirmed directly.

Stability for asymmetric orbifolds with vanishing cosmological constant

The tachyonic states do not arise in the orbifolds with vanishing cosmological constant
we have studied regardless of the presence or absence of supersymmetry of spacetime.
We would like to explain that clearly. Obviously, no tachyonic states appear in untwisted
sector, which is inherited from the original coordinates, so we focus on twisted sectors.
In order to observe the physical states on the asymetric orbifolds, it is convenient to
check the level-matching condition as follows.

We begin to consider the conformal weights from each building blocks. When the
partition function vanishes in our models, the partition function for each a-twisted sector

includes the building blocks J(7) or Zfﬁ](a b) (1) or these conjugates. We can read the

confomal weight 1/2 from the leading of J(7), and 1/4 from that of Zfﬁ](a ) (7). When

the right-moving fermionic sector’s building block is Z Efl](a ) (1), the building block of the

bosonic sector includes Z[:g i\,;’](a,b) (1,7), (8 > 2), where the minimum conformal weight
is more than 1/4. Therefore, the conformal weight is more than 1/2 in the left or
right-moving sector at least when the partition function is zero by these building blocks.

In the case that the twist does not include the translation, we can immediately find
that all the states in the orbifolds with these building blocks are not tachyonic by level
matching condition

hi —hg € Z, (3.139)

where hr, hg denote the conformal weights in left and right movers.
Next, we consider the case that the twist includes the translation to use the result of
(3.138) again. We assume that the phase exp (2mibL) in (3.135) arises from the building
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blocks of the directions other than the translation in w-twisted sector. This means that
the phase exp (2miwL) arises under the modular transformation 7 — 7+ 1, so wL is the
difference between the contributions of the zero point every from the left and right-mover
of these building blocks. Therefore, zero point energy from these building blocks is more
than |w|L, where 0 < L < 1. Furthermore, when the total partition function vanishes,
and |w|L < i, the contribution of this zero point vacuum energy to mass squared is
more than

1 1
5+ <2 — ,w|L> , (3.140)

by the discussion about the conformal weight above.

On the other hand, this phase influences the excitations from the direction where
the translation acts. As seen in (3.138), the Kaluza-Klein momentum in this direction
is shifted by L such that

n
— e Z— L. 3.141
=e (3.141)

The contribution of the mass squared from this direction is

1 n \2 n

54 (B + (=) >‘ f‘. 3.142

2 {( W+ \am) § 2V (8.142)
Let us consider the mass squared of the lightest excitation in twisted sectors.

e If 1 <L <1, the lightest contribution from this direction is [w| (1 — L). Then, the
mass squared is more than

lw|(1—L)+ |w|L—-1=|w—12>0, (3.143)
in twisted sectors.

e [fO<L L %, the lightest contribution from the direction where the translation
acts is |w| L. Then, the mass squared is more than

lw| L + |w|L — 1 =2|w|L — 1. (3.144)

e In additionto 0 < L < %, if the partition function vanishes due to certain building

blocks such as J(7), Z[lﬁ](a b) (1), the mass squared is more than

lw| L + {; + (; - |w|L>} —1=0. (3.145)

As a result, the tachyonic states do not appear in the asymmetric orbifolds where
the partition function vanishes in each w-twisted sector. Otherwise, the tachyonic states
potentially exist in the case of (3.144) when the partition function does not vanish.

50



4 Summary

We have discussed the spectra of the strings on various asymmetric orbifolds by means
of twisting construction mentioned in section 2. At the beginning, we have investigated
the building blocks of the bosonic and fermionic sectors in order to efficiently calculate
the partition functions of variety of the orbifolds in section 3. The orders of periodicity
of some building blocks in twisted sectors are larger than those of the corresponding
twists, which is related to the restriction on the level of the spectra to match them on
right and left-movers.

We have studied the non-supersymmetric orbifolds with vanishing vacuum energy
density at one-loop by using these building blocks. In subsection 3.2, we actually inves-
tigate the orbifold defined by the twist

Tanrlr ® (=1)"% |y, @ (—1g)®* |74, (3.53)

acting on M = S! x R x T4[SO(8)] as a first example. We find the desired non-
supersymmetric orbifold models when the square of (—1g)®?4|74 in this twist is (—1)f% |,
or (—1)FR]T4[SO(8)} ® (—1)FR|y,, which we call "model (b)”, "model (d)” respectively.
The Z4-chiral reflection (—1g)|y, in twists plays an important part in constructing such
orbifolds, keeping bose-fermi cancellation but breaking supersymmetry of the spacetime
in untwisted sector. However, the supercharges are potentially constructed by the spin
fields in the twisted sectors even if the twist includes the Z4-chiral reflection. Thus, we
have considered the twists with the translation 72,r|r as well as the Z4-chiral reflection.
In order to study how to break the supersymmetry of orbifold in spite of bose-fermi
cancellation in detail, in subsection 3.3, we have studied two modifications as follows.

(i) We consider the orbifolds defined by the twist operator schematically written as
Torrlr ® (—10)%%|74 @ (—=1R)®*|74 = Torrlr ® ojp.4)|74. (3.93)
Namely, the twist includes (—11)%2|74 instead of (—1)F%|y, in (3.53).

(ii)We consider the orbifolds defined by the twist operator schematically written as
(=), @ (=1R)®|pa. (3.94)

As a result, the models obtained by these modifications include the non-supersymmetric
orbifolds with vanishing cosmological constant. For the modification (i), we obtain the
similar results to the models of (3.53), but the parts of the left-moving spin fields remain,
which do not construct the supercharges of the spacetime. For the modification (ii),
supercharges are not constructed in the twisted sectors when the square of (3.94) includes
(—=1)fR| ;4 even if the translation To,g is not used. This is because level matching
condition removes the states that construct the supercurrents.

In subsection 3.4, we have investigated the various models, changing the coordinates
which the twists act on. In calculating these partition functions, we can use the same

o1



building blocks for fermionic sector. For bosonic sector, we can reduce the calculation
of the building blocks to some results.

In subsection 3.5, we check that these orbifold models are consistent with unitarity.
In addition, we confirm that the tachyonic states do not appear if the vacuum energy
density vanishes the bose-fermi cancellation in each a-twisted sector regardless of the
presence or absence of supersymmetry.

There are some interesting subjects left unsolved. Firstly, we analyze the string vacua
on asymmetric orbifolds at one-loop level, but it is important to reveal whether we obtain
the similar results of the vacuum energy density at more than two-loop to at one-loop.
However, it become very hard to calculate the more than two-loop partition function.
There are attempts to calculate the two-loop partition function on non-supersymmetric
asymmetric orbifolds, but the conclusion has not been reached this matter [35].

Secondly, we do not study what the non-supersymmetric toroidal types of the asym-
metric orbifolds are constructed with consistency. For example, it is simple problem
whether the orbifolds defined by the twist with the chiral reflection oy, g) for a—p € 2Z+1
can be constructed consistently or technically. This seems to be similar to the case of
Oa,8) for a — 3 € 27, but, for example, we cannot easily calculate the building blocks
related to oy 4 in the same way of oy 4. We have not confirmed the presence of the
modular invariant partition function yet though the partition function may be easily
calculated by combining the building blocks of bosonic and fermionic sectors practically.
Another example is the extension of the chiral reflection. There may be the discrete
rotations which assume the same role of breaking supersymmetry as Zs or Zy-chiral
reflection.
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A Notational Convention

Theta functions

o0
0u(r,2) =1 Z (_1)nq%(n7§)2yn 2 = 2sin(7z) qé H 1—¢™

n=—00 m=1

oo
br(7,2) = > 22y = 2cos(mz)gs [[(1— ™)1 +ya™)(1+y g™

n=-—0o m=1

In2 n _ - m m—2 -1 m
O3(r2) = > 2"yt = [[A—a") (1 +yd™ 2)(1+y g

Oa(r2)i= 30 (-1"¢2ym = [T =™ - pa™ 51 -

We have set q := e2™7 y := ¢¥™* (Y7 € H* Y 2 € C), and used abbreviations, 6;(7)

0;(7,0).
In this paper, we use Jacobi’s abstruse identity,

03(7, 2)* — 04(7, 2)* — Oz(7, 2)* + 01(7, 2)*

and other identities as follows;

o(2r) = [ L1872 — 0112,

05(27) = \/;{(93(7)2 +04(r)2),

04(27) = \/03(7)04(T).

B Poisson Resummation Formula

For a partition function f on R, one can use the relation

Y Sy =Y fk)

neL kEZ

where the Fourier transform f(k) is defined as
fo) = [ dze g (),
R

93

)1 —yg™ (1 —y ™)

,%)

=0,

(B.1)

(B.2)



Proof:
Let F'(x) be the periodic function given by
Fz)=3" fl@+n).
nez
Then, the Fourier coefficients of F' are

1 ) 1 )
Ck :/0 dxF(x)e™2ke — / dxz f(x + n)e 2mike (B.3)

0 nez

n+1
_ oz 6—2m’k’x _ xe—Qﬂkx ) = R ) )
—Z/n drf(z) /Rd f(2) = f(k) (B.4)

ne”

Evaluating at = 0, we obtain (B.1).

Useful Form:

Practically, the following relation is often used, derived from (B.1),

(67

) 1 ma(n —b)? )
Z exp (—ma(n + a)? + 27ib(n + a)) = NG Z exp <—() + 27mma> , (B.5)
(> 0,a,b €R),

but in this paper, it is more useful to introduce the explicit description as follows,

Z Z R(w,m) €xXPp (2mimL)
meZ

1 n Y2 n 32
= Z ZM(—l)%%qi(Rw_MiR) (ﬁ(R“H‘W) exp (2mibL) , (B.6)
bEZpr nEZ

1
MbeZ, Le—7Z
(M,b € Z, EM),

where Zg(,,m) is defined in (2.10).
C Building blocks
We summarize the building blocks of the partition function in this paper.

C.1 Bosonic Sector

At first, we introduce the building blocks studied in subsection 3.1. It is useful to
introduce TV[SO(2N)] building blocks which are defined by orbifolding by (—1)* or
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(—1)F=;

ZTN [SO(2N)] (7_ %)

(a,b)
2N 2N 2N
1)]e o o
V2l R R (a € 2Z,b € 27)
2N 2N 2N
18+ -2 (a € 27,b€2Z +1)
Y e e e -y
s Bl R R (a €2Z+1,b€27Z)
1 0 2N 0 2N 0 2N
2{_; +|8 4|2 } (a €2Z+1,b€2Z +1).

Followings are asymmetric building blocks which are defined by applying twist op-

erator

Obosonl = (_1R)®4|T4 (02)
to the partition function (2.80).
(i) (O'bosonl)2 =1
T4SO8)], -
Z[0,4](a,b) (1,7) (3.20)
(ii)(aboson1)2 = (_1)FR’T4
TYSO®)],_ -
Zyo 41(a) (1,7) (3.21)

Similarly, the building blocks which are obtained by asymmetric twist operator
Obosonl’ = (_1R)®2’T12 X (_]-R)®2’T22 (C?’)
acting on the partition function (2.78) are following blocks;

(1) (O'bosonl’)2 =1

2
( ZT*S0W) (7, ;)) (a € 22Z,b € 27)

2504, \\? _
(Z[O,Z](a,b) (T’T)> =

1 <ZT4[SO(8)] (r,7) + 25 [SO®) %)) (@€2Z+1orbe2Z+1).

(0,4](a,b) [4,4](a,b)
(C.4)
(i) (Tboson1’)* = (=1)"R |72 @ 172 or (Thoson1’)? = gz @ (—1)7 |
T2[SOW)] . —\ ,T2[SO@)], _ —
Zioalat) T T 20p) (T:7) (C.5)
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(iii) (‘7boson1’)2 = (_1)FR‘T12 ® (_1)FR‘T22

T2S04)],_ —\\?
(Zpaien (7)) (C.6)
Next, other types of building block are obtained by replacing the twist operator (C.2)
with
Oboson2 = (_1L)®2 & (_]-R)®4‘T47 (C7)
and apply it to the partition function (2.80).
(1) (O'boson2)2 =1r

T4SO@8)], _ -
Zipdj(ap) (T7)
(

8
} (a € 2Z,b € 27)

n
(%f )8 (37)2} (a €2Z,be2Z+1)
0 0

in 2 2 2
e—ﬂb(93723) %20a|" 1 { n) +(~1)3 (;) } (a €27 +1,b € 27)
_img 2 2 a+tb 2
\ e 1 b<93]§4) 95]24 é{(%) —Z(—l) 2 (%) } (a€2Z+1,bE2Z—|—1)
(C.8)
(ii) (Uboson2)2 = (_1)FR‘T4
ELSOON (7 7) (€ 22,0 € 22)
Zhhoy n =8 (C.9)
T*[SO(8 _
Zy siany (1, 7) (4 €2Z+1orbe2Z+1).
Similarly, the building blocks corresponding to the orbifolding twist operator,
Oboson2’ = (_1L)®2 ® (_1R)®2‘T12 ® (_1R)®2|T227 (ClO)
acting on the partition function (2.78) are as follows.
(1) (O—boson2’)2 =1
2
T2[50(4)} _ TQ[SO(AL)} N\ {ZT2[SO(4)}(T7 77')} ((l S 2Z, b S 22)
Zp2iab) (T 2y (T27) = T4(50(8)]
” ” Zs i)(ad) (,7)  (a€2Z+1lorbe2Z+1)
(C.11)
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(ii) (Uboson2’)2 = (_1)FR’T12 ® ]'|T22 or (O'bosonT)2 = ]-|T12 ® (_1)FR|T22

2 50(4)] 5ot E(T;[;E)OM)] (r,7) x ZT*ISOMN(1,7) (a € 2Z,b € 27)
T4[SO(4 _ T4[SO(4 _ )
Zisalaty T T 2ol ap) (T:7) =

ooty (7:7) (a€2Z+1orbeZ+1).

(C.12)

(iii) (Uboson2’)2 = (_I)FR‘TE &® (—1)FR‘T22

2
{E(jj[f)O(m (T,T)} (a € 2Z,b € 27)
272

T?[SO(4)] T2[SO(4)]

2,2](a,b) (7, %)Z[O’Q](a’b) (r,7) =
Zﬂﬁfg” (r,7)  (a€2Z+1orbe2Z+1)
(C.13)
Replacing the twist operator (C.10) with
Ohoson2!” = (_]—L)®l X (_1R)®2’T12 & (_1L)®1 X <_1R)®2‘T227 (C14)
one can obtain following building blocks.
(l) (O-boson2”)2 =1
T2(50(4)] . -\ 1?
{Z[I,Q](a,b) (7, T)}
4 4 4
2 [ZT”SO(B”(T,T) + |G| 4 ||\ ol } (a € 22,b € 22)
T4SO®8)], _ - T4SO8)], _ -
2 (Z[2,4](a,b) (7, 7) + Zia A (ab) (T, T)) (a€2Z+1orbe2Z+1).
(C.15)
(i) (oboson27)? = (_I)FR’Tf ® 1’T22 or (0hoson2)” = 1‘T12 ® (_I)FR‘TQZ
T2[SO4)],_ =\ ,T2[SO(4)], _ -
Z[1,2](a,b) (777)2[172}(%1)) (7,7)
E(Tj[f)o Wl(r,7) x 2T (1, 7) (a € 22,b € 2Z)
272
= (C.16)
T2[SO(4 _\2
{2[172[}((17((,))}(7'77')} (a€2Z+1orbe2Z+1)
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(iii) (Uboson2”)2 = (_1)FR‘T12 ® (_1)FR‘T22

T2(50(4)] . -\ 1?
{Z[1,2](a,b) (, T)}

2
{ETQ[SO(‘*” (7’,7_')} (a € 2Z,b € 27)

(3:5)
_ (C.17)
{71500 %)}2 (@€2Z+1orbe2Z+1)
[1,2](a,b) )
In general,
T2[SO(4)] —\ »T2[SO(4)] _
o, 81000 (7 )z 8)(a) (T T)
2
( ZT*180M@) (1, ;)) (a € 2Z,b € 27)
1 ( ,T4SO(3)] _ T4[SO(8)] _
2 <Z[oz1+oc2,ﬁ1+,32](a,b) (7, 7) + Z[4—a1+a2,4—51+52](a7b) (7, T)> (a€2Z+1lorbe2Z+1).
(C.18)

Similarly, we summarize the other building blocks we use in subsection 3.4.

TN[SO(2N)], _ -
Z[a,a+4](a,b) (7,7)

r 1 0 2N 0 2N 0 2N
L0317 4 |0a)™ 4 (G2 (a € 2Z,b € 27)
2 n n
a 2 o 4 2N —-8—2«a 4 2N —-8—2«a
(_1)5(973724> 0r6s [ 1 <% o 4 %4) % (a €2Z,b€2Z+1)
= 2N —-8—2a

(a €2Z+1,b€ 2Z)

—~
3|
~ —— ~—
S
3@
[NV
¥
i
[\~
Q
+
—~ /—~
3|1
~—
S
3®

e—%ab(6;§4)2 0ot "1 <%4 ! o NS %2)4 e 2N82a} (a€2Z+1,be2Z+1)
(C.19)
eartlen) (77)
;{%‘)QNJF %QNJF %QN} (a € 2Z,b € 27)
) e%ab<9f]§4) 9224 O‘%{@%)Q %3 9IN—4-20 (o1 (%)2 %4 IN—4—2a (ac2Lbez i)
- e~ g (02t ) |t a;{ %)2 b B (%2)2 & L ez 1be )
\ R COIE: "1 {(3;1)2 ‘%’2N_4_2a —i(-1)%" (%2)2 )%‘2N_4_2a} (a €2Z+1,b€2Z+1)

(C.20)
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N
T3 [SO(N)],_ -
joal(at) (72T

( N N

N
1 [ o) [
s 2 R R } (a € 2Z,b € 27)
N—-« @ N-a @
16 0a|" 4 |0s b (a € 2Z,b € 2Z + 1)
o n n n n
= 1 0a N—«a 0o a 0 N—«a 0o « (021)
392 Z+|7 7 (a €2Z+1,b€2Z)
N—o @ N-a @
1) e 0 i 0
39| 2+ 7 - (a€2Z+1,b€2Z+1)

3

Nl

SUSO@)] . - (S SO@)],_ -
Z[l,O](a,b) (1,7) (Z[o,l](a,b) (T,T))

4
(Zsl[sO(Q)} (’7’,7_')) ZT?50W(r,7)  (a € 2Z,b € 2Z)

§ (20w )+ 2y () 320 ) + 3251 )
(a€2Z+1orbe2Z+1).

(C.22)

SUSO2)],_ -\ ,SHSO@)], _ _\ ,T2[SO4)], -
[1,0)(a,b) (TvT)Z[o,u(a,b) (777)2[0,2]@1,1)) (7.7)

2
(251[50@1 (r, %)) ZTS0W) (1, 7)  (a € 2Z,b € 2Z)

TASO(8)],_ - T4SO(8)] . ~ TYSO@8)] (. - THSO®)] (. ~
i <Z[1,3](a,b) (T, ’T) + Z[1,5](a,b) (T, T) +Z[3,3](a,b) (T, 7') + Z[375}(a,b) (7—7 T))

(a€2Z+1orbe2Z+1).

(C.23)
SYSO2)], _ =\ ,T3[SO6)], _ -
Z[l,o](a,b) (7, )Z[O,3l(a,b) (7. 7)
75150(2)] (r, ;)ZT3[SO(6)} (7,7) (a € 2Z,b € 27)
- 1 { ,T4[SO(8)] T4[SO(8)] .
3 (Zhaen (7 + 21500 (7)) (@€ 224 Lbe 4.
T2[SO4)], _ - TSO@)], . ~)>
Z[l,l}(a,b) (1,7) (Z[O,I](a,b) (T,T))
2
ZT?[SO(4)] (1,7) (ZT1[50(2)] (T, 7_-)) (a € 2Z,b € 27)
(C.25)

T4SO®8)],_ - TYSO®)],_ - T4SO@®)] . -
%(Z[l,?)}(a,b) (T, T) +2Z[3,3](a,b) (7—, T) +Z[3,5}(a,b) (7'77—)>

(a€2Z+1orbe2Z+1).
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T2(SO4)], . =\ T2 SOW)], _ -
Z[l,l](a,b) ( ’T)Z[O,Q](a,b) (7, 7)

2
( ZT*1S0W) (7, ;)> (a € 2Z,b € 27)

T4SO8)],_ - T4SO(8)]_ -
b (Zndion A + Zg il 7))

(a€2Z+1orbe2Z+1).

THSO©)] S [SO@)] -
2 ity (720 1) ap) (T57)

ZT3[S0(6)] (1,7) 75'50(2)] (1,7) (a € 2Z,b € 27)

1 (ZT4[SO<8” (r,7) + 22 15O®) (. ?)) (@€2Z+1orbe2Z+1).

[1,3](a,b) [3,3](a,b)

Stz - TN[SO@2N)], _ _
Ziaty T 0 ap)  (TT)

23 (r,7) 270NN (7, 7) (0 € 22, € 22)

TN[SO(2N))

i 1,841)(a) (T T)

(a€2Z+1orbe2Z+1).

SHUSO@),_ —\\*
(Z[o,u(a,w (7, T))
4
( 75" S0 (7, ;)) (a € 2Z,b € 27)

T4SO®)] ,_ - T4SO®)] (. ~ T4SO@®)] -
%(Z[o,zq(a,b) (T’T)+4Z[2,4](a,b) (7,7) Jr?’Z[ZLA](a,b) (T’T))

(a€2Z+1orbe2Z+1).

Stso “A\2 _72(50 i
(Z[Oal[] (a,g)] (7—7 T)) Z [ 7(4)] (7_’ 7_)

2
( Zsl[som)}(ﬁ)) ZTS0WN(1, 7)) (a € 2Z,b € 2Z)

T4SO®)], - TASO®)] - T4SO®)],_ -
i (2[0,4](a,b) (7 7) + 225 0wy (B T) + 24 () (TvT))

(a€2Z+1orbe2Z+1).

TSO(2)], _ -\ T3[SO6)], _ -
Z[O,l](a,b) ( ’T)Z[O,S](a,b) (7,7)

ZT'[SO(2)] (1,7) 7T3[S0(6)] (,7) (a € 2Z,b € 27)

1 ( ZI' 180G 2y | ZTUIS0G) (. f)) (a €2Z+1orbe2Z+1).

[0,4](a,b) (2,4](a,b)
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(C.26)

(C.27)

(C.28)

(C.29)

(C.30)

(C.31)



C.2 Fermionic Sector

Fermionic part of the partition function of type II string on ten-dimensional Minkowski
coordinate is

) 1
Zigpen(r.7) = 1T (D). (3.38)

We consider the fermion chiral blocks from J(7).

1. The non-supersymmetric chiral blocks corresponding to (—1)Z;

J(ap)(T) (3.45)
2. The chiral blocks corresponding to (—17)®%;
(1) {(-1)*}* =1
230y (T) (3.51)
(it) {(=1)%1}? = (=D

J )(T) (a € 2Z,b € 27)

Zian(T) = (C.32)
Ziian(T) (@ €2Z+1orbe2Z+1)

NIl
N

3. The non-supersymmetric chiral blocks corresponding to (—1;)%?;

(1) {(=1.)%%}* =1

J(7) (a € 2Z,b € 27)
2 e e—i’fab{ 97;):’ (9?4) —(~1)3 (%4)3 z;)+0} (a €2Z,b€2Z+1)
ey et d(5) (2) +o- (01 (%) (4)]  @em+rem
_Fab {0 + (%4)3 (%) (1) (%2)3 (9;)} (a€2Z+1,be2Z+1)
\ (C.33)

)(7) = (C.34)
Zian(T) (@ €2ZL+10rbe2Z+1)
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