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Abstract

We discuss a prescription to construct fractional branes in Landau-Ginzburg orbifolds, with
particular attention to the case of non-abelian orbifolds. We analyze in detail a S3 orbifold and
a D, orbifold and show how the computation of the spectrum can be carried out explicitly even
when the factorizations involve higher rank matrices.

1 Introduction

In recent years there has been much progress in working with branes in Landau-Ginzburg models,
in the framework of matrix factorizations. This approach was first proposed by M. Kontsevich and
was later introduced in the physics literature in [1-3].

In the simplest form, the idea is that the branes that preserve B-type supersymmetry can be
classified by factorizations of the Landau-Ginzburg superpotential invoving matrices of arbitrary
rank. Moreover, all correlators involving bulk and boundary chiral ring elements can be computed
through a relatively simple procedure from the data of the factorization [3,4]. The Landau-Ginzburg
models that describe the tensor product of A/ = 2 minimal models have been studied with par-
ticular attention and all the boundary states known for minimal models have been mapped to
matrix factorizations of the corresponding Landau-Ginzburg potentials [2,5-8]. Moreover, the LG
classification of B-branes has served as useful guidance in the study of minimal models: this has
been the case, for example, for the construction of boundary states corresponding to permutation
branes [9-12].

B-branes in Landau-Ginzburg orbifolds were briefly discussed in [5] and were more systemati-
cally studied in [6]. Later, [13] filled in some gaps and proposed a formula for boundary correlators
in orbifold models, generalizing the results of [3]. Essentially, if the LG model is orbifolded, in ad-
dition to a factorization of the superpotential one needs to specify a representation of the orbifold
group. The spectrum is then computed by solving some equivariance equations that implement
the orbifold projection. However, although the formalism is quite general, the explicit examples
considered in the physics literature have been mostly restricted to Landau-Ginzburg orbifolds that
describe Gepner models. This class of examples is especially interesting, because not only is there
vast availability of solid results on the CFT side, but these are also the models relevant for the
Landau-Ginzburg/Calabi-Yau correspondence [6, 14-19] and several examples of mirror symme-
try [20-26).

The main purpose of this paper is to analyze explicitly a few examples of Landau-Ginzburg
orbifolds that do not correspond to Gepner models. Mostly, we will consider non-abelian orbifolds,
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single out some class of factorizations - and representations of the orbifold group - and compute
the spectrum of boundary operators for these factorizations. The general technology to do this is
already in place, as mentioned above. The only new element here is perhaps the prescription to
construct fractional branes. This is already implicit in the earlier work on Z,, orbifolds, but when
considering non-abelian orbifold groups is becomes necessary to give a more systematic prescription
to choose the representations associated to a given matrix factorization. We will restrict our analysis
to representations of the form
R® =r; @ RO

where r; denotes the irreducible representations of the orbifold group and RO is a (generally
reducible) representation that depends on the choice of factorization. This choice proves to be
useful computationally, as most computations can be reduced to equations for matrices of the same
size as r; instead of R . This simplification is one of the main results of the paper.

We will not discuss here any applications or comparisons with other models, but there are a
few directions that it might be worth exploring. Some that come to mind are: boundary states
for non-abelian orbifolds of minimal models; mirror symmetry for non-abelian Landau-Ginburg
models; branes in permutation orbifolds of Calabi-Yau compactiﬁcation. We hope to investigate
some of these applications of the present work in the future.

Organization

In Section 2l we review some general facts about matrix factorizations and set up the notation and
conventions used in the rest of the paper. We focus in particular on Landau-Ginburg orbifolds,
and discuss the construction of fractional branes in these models. We also review the tensor
product construction of factorizations and boundary operators introduced in [6], which is crucial in
carrying out most of the computations in this paper. In Section Bl we analyze in detail the orbifold
(W = X7+ X72)/S,. Although this is a very simple and abelian orbifold, it contains many elements
that return in more complex cases and it is therefore a good warm-up example. In Section [ we
consider the orbifold (W = X7 + X§ + X7')/S3. Here we focus on a specific factorization and
construct an orbit of fractional branes. We also show how the computation of the spectrum can
be conceptually simplified and reduced to a few simple equations. The explicit results in matrix
form are collected in the Appendix, both for completeness and comparison with the simple form
of the answer obtained in the main text. In Section [Bl we study our last example, the orbifold
(W = X7 + X3)/D,,. We again pick a specific factorization and compute the spectrum of the
corresponding fractional branes. Section [6] contains a brief summary and some final comments.
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2 Conventions and general formulae for matrix factorizations

In what follows we take W (X1, ..., X,) to be a polynomial function of the n variables X;. We also
require W to have only isolated critical points.

*In this case, however, the orbifold group would have to be abelian, since only cyclic permutations of minimal
models preserve supersymmetry [27,28].



Unorbifolded LG model The topological B-branes of a Landau-Ginzburg model are classified
by the matrix factorizations of the superpotential W (Xy,..., X,) [1-3]. A brane is characterized
by a matrix

0 F s | F-G 0 | Wie - Iy 0
D—[G 0] such that D—[ 0 G-F}_[ 0 WLG'Hk]’ (2.1)

where F' and G are rank k matrices whose entries are polynomial in the variables X;. If the model
is not orbifolded this data is sufficient to compute the boundary chiral ring and all the topological
observables relative to the brane.

We distinguish even and odd boundary operators, of the form

¢ = [ ¢O_ ¢0+ ] and Y = [ 1/10+ 1,!)0‘ ] (2.2)

respectively, where again ¢, ¢* are rank k matrices with polynomial entries. The spectrum of
topological boundary changing operators between two branes D and D- is found by solving the
following equations:

Figy —6-F=0/{6- = Fitf + 4. G, 6y = Grol + ¢, By} (2.3a)
Fiy +6-Gy=0/{Y- = B¢, — ¢ Fy, ¥y = Gr¢l — ¢/, G} (2.3D)

These are cohomology equations that specify the boundary chiral ring up to the addition of trivial
operators, as specified in the curly brackets.

Some information about the spectrum of boundary operators can be conveniently collected in
the intersection matrix I, with

I;j = (# even operators — # odd operators) between branes labeled by ¢ and j . (2.4)

This is the same as the boundary Witten index, I = Tr(—1)F

As an example, let us consider the superpotential W (X) = X" . If we take a factorization
with ' = X |G = X" ! then the spectrum of boundary preserving operators (i.e. Fy = F» and
G1 = Go in (2.3)) consists of only one odd and one even operator, which we can take to have the
form

¢ =1 and Y= [ _;n_Q (1) } : (2.5)

Tensor product of matrix factorizations The equations (2.3]) are especially easy to solve if
the rank of the factorization is kK = 1, i.e. if the superpotential W can be factorized by polynomials.
As it was shown in [6], it is possible to construct some interesting higher rank factorizations from
these through a tensor product construction and in this case it is sufficient to solve the equations
for rank one to find the full boundary chiral ring. The tensor product of matrix factorizations
in LG models maps to the usual tensor product of boundary states in the corresponding minimal
models.
We first note that if F' and G are polynomials the matrix D in (2.I) can be rewritten as

D = Fr+Gr, (2.6)



with

S )

T =
The matrices m and 7 satisfy the relations
=0, 72=0, {ma}=1I,. (2.8)
We can also rewrite the boundary operators as
¢=¢_7T+ o7, Y=v¢_mT+¢iT. (2.9)

Now suppose we have a Landau-Ginzburg superpotential W (X1, Xo) = W1 (X;) + Wa(X2). We
can take two factorizations of W7 and W5 and construct a factorization of W as follows. First we
need to find some matrices that satisfy the relations

{m,m} =0, {m,m}=0, {m,7}=0 {m,m}=0,

_ - (2.10)
{m,m}y =14, {m, 72} =14.
We can take
0 010 0 0 0 -1 00 0O 0O 0 0 O
mo 0000 o000 fooo ) foooo] o,
'“loooo] ™ o100 o {1 000] ™2 |0 00o0| '
01 0 0 0 00 O 00 0O -1 0 0 O
Then it is easy to check using the relations (Z.I0) that
D = Fim + Fomg + G171 + GaTo (2.12)

squares to W if F;G; = W;.

The construction extends to the boundary operators. It is easier to see this in an example, so
let us consider W (X1, X2) = Wi(X;) + Wa(X2) = X7 + X7, which will be relevant later. Let
us pick the factorizations F; = X;,G1 = X{‘_l of Wi and Fy, = Xo,Gy = X2"_1 of W5. When
considered independently, each factorization has boundary operators of the form (2.35]), which we
can rewrite

é=nr+7m =1, p=m—X"27, (2.13)

as in ([2.9). Then one can check that the boundary preserving operators of the tensor product
factorization (2.12) can be taken to be

]I4 = 7T177'1 —|—77'17T1 = 7T27_I'2 + 77'271'2
Uy =7 — X727, Ug=mg— X027y, (2.14)
o= \If1\1f2 5

where now the 7’s are the four by four matrices in ([2.IT]).

It should be reasonably intuitive how to generalize the construction to more complicated exam-
ples. We refer the reader to [6] for more details.



Orbifolded LG model If the Landau-Ginzgurg model is is orbifolded, we also need to specify
the action of the orbifold group G on the brane. This is done by choosing a representation

Rlg)=| R (g) (2.15)
such that

R(9)D(X;) = D(p(9)(X:))R(g) VgeG (2.16)

R_(9)F(Xi) = F(p(9)(Xi)) Ry (9) (2.17)

R (9)G(X;) = G(p(9)(Xi))R-(9) VgeG, (2.18)

where p denotes the action of the orbifold group on the X;’s. When it can be solved, this equiv-
ariance condition relates the representations R4 and R_ in (2.I5]), so that the we only have the
freedom of choosing one k-dimensional representation (where k is the rank of F' and G in (2])).

If for a given factorization D we cannot find a pair of representations Ry and R_ that solve the
condition (2.I0), then we cannot associate a B-brane to the factorization D in the orbifold theory.
It means that the brane associated with D in the unorbifolded theory is not invariant under G and
therefore we need to sum over all images of D to construct a brane in the orbifold. After doing
that we can proceed as described above.

For two branes (D1, R1) and (D3, R2) the spectrum of boundary operators is still given by (2.3]),
but in addition we need to impose the equivariance conditions

R+ (9)9+(X;) = ¢+ (p(9)(Xi)) Rix(9) (2.19a)
Ros(9)9+(Xi) = v+ (p(9) (X)) Rix(9)  Vge G . (2.19b)

Note that if (2.16)) is satisfied, the conditions for ¢4 and 1 are redundant.

Fractional branes In an orbifold model it is of particular interest to consider the set of fractional
branes, which are labeled by the irreducible representations of the orbifold group G . In this section
we give a prescription to construct fractional branes in the framework of matrix factorizations.

Any discrete group G has at least one one-dimensional representation, the trivial representation,
so given a factorization D we can look for at least one solution to the equivariance condition ([2.16I).
Let us denote R one such solution, with

R9%4q) o

(0) —
R (g) = 0 RS?) (9)

Vg e G (2.20)

and R related to RSE) through (2.1I6]). Both R and RSS) are k-dimensional representations of

(G, in general not irreducible, and their structure depends on D .
Once we have picked R(©) | we can construct a list of representations R labeled by the irre-

ducible representations r; of G as follows:

RY(g) = ri(g) @ RY(g). (2.21)



If r; has dimension d, we need to consider a superposition of d copies of the matrix factorization
D . We introduce the notation

0 0 F O
{0 0 0 F
D+ D= G0 0 0 (2.22)
0 G 0 0
The fractional branes are then described by pairs
(D+...+D, RY), (2.23)
—_—

d;

where d; is the dimension of the i-th irreducible representation of G .

Note that since
DR (@ (o ) 0 RO (). (224
i
it is true that a regular brane can be obtained as a suitable superposition of fractional branes.
This is a good check that the construction of fractional branes proposed above makes sense. We
should also point out that although higher rank matrices are generally involved, the construction
has the advantage of leading to a few simplifications that make the computation of the spectrum
of boundary operators more tractable. We will see this in the examples presented in the following
sections.

3 5
As a warm-up example, we will consider in some detail the S5 orbifold

Wee = X1+ X3) /(X1 ¢ X)) (3.1)

Polynomial factorizations The superpotential can be written as

n
W = H Yl — nkYQ N (32)
k=1
with 1)’ = —1, so the simplest factorization we can consider is
Fy=X1—nXs, Gp= [] X1i—mXa. (3.3)
{me3\n

There are n such factorizations, for each choice of 1, and it was shown in [9] that these are the
most fundamental branes in the model, in the sense that all other B-branes can be constructed as
bound states of these.

The group Se has only two irreducible representations, the trivial and the alternating rep-
resentation, both one-dimensional, so in this example the fractional branes are associated with
representations

_ =D 0
R(U) - 0 (_1)a+ )

where o is the element of Sy that exchanges X7 and X5 . The condition (2.10) gives

(=D (X1 —nX2) = (=) (Xa —nX1). (3.5)

a_,ay €{0,1}, (3.4)

[«



The only case in which it is possible to find a solution is when n is odd and n = —1. For the
factorization F_; we find two branes, labeled by a_ = a4 € {0,1} according to (2.16]). If we look
at the spectrum of boundary operators for F_; we find that there are no odd operators compatible
with this boundary condition. There are instead even operators that solve (2.3) with

C[X1 — Xo]
(Xl _ X2)n—l :
The equivariance conditions (Z.I9al) show that the boundary operator with ¢_ = ¢, = (X; — X)!

preserves the boundary representation R, if [ is even and changes the representation to R,y1 if [
is odd.

o— =04 € (3.6)

Sum over images The remaining factorizations F,, in ([8.3) correspond to boundary conditions
that are not invariant under Sy . However, we can consider a superposition of two branes in the
same Sy orbit, so that the result is invariant. We take

| X1 —nXe 0
Fynp1 = [ 0 X — 77_1X2_ (3.7)
One solution to the equivariance equation (2.16]) is given by
Oy [0 1 Oy [0 -0
0= o= ] )

so following (2.2I)) we can construct fractional branes corresponding to the factorization F, ,-1 by
choosing the representations

_ (e _1\a+1,,—1
ro =S V] r@=| e, TV ecom. 69

Let us consider the spectrum of boundary operators between these fractional branes. According
to (Z3]) there are no odd operators and the even ones are of the form

TR S R
with
fn:gn7 fne(c[XlaXﬂ/{FnaE} (3'11)
F77
ft = gy € CIXGL X /(B %}. (3.12)
—

We have some freedom in choosing the form of f, and f, -1 up to the equivalence relation, but we
also need to satisfy the equivariance condition, which in this case reads

(=1)* f1 (X1, Xo) = (=1)* fy(o(X1),0(X2)) . (3.13)

A set of solutions is
o1 = ay fo= = (X1 + X)), 1<n-2 (3.14)
=g+ 1 fo=—fr1=(X1+X2), 1<n-2, (3.15)

corresponding to boundary preserving and boundary changing operators respectively. One can
check that the other solutions of ([BI3]) are equivalent to these, since X; — X2 can be expressed in
terms of X7 + Xy and F;, or Fo-1.



Tensor product factorizations So far we have considered factorization of the kind (83). The
analysis goes similarly for the other rank one factorizations. Let us turn instead to the tensor
product factorizations. To respect the permutation symmetry - and solve (2.16) - we consider only
the tensor product of factorizations of the same degree [, that is

D = Xim + Xbmg + X077y + X5t iy (3.16)
as in (212]). Using (2.11]) we get

Xl _Xl Xn—l Xl
F={_.t ? = "4 7). 1
(ot t) o= (B %) 47

The equivariance condition (2.I6]) in this case simply requires that the matrix R(o) should
exchange 71,71 and 7o, 7o in ([B.I6]). A solution is

R9(0) = <_01 ?) R (o) = <(1) é) (3.18)

so the fractional branes in this case are characterized by the representations
R (0)=(-1)*"9R%0) Ri(o)=(-1)*"2RV() ac{0,1}. (3.19)

Let us focus on [ = 1 and look at the boundary operators, which for the unorbifolded case were
worked out earlier in ([2.14]). Keeping into account the equivariance conditions, we find that the
boundary preserving (a; = ag) operators are the identity Iy and ¥y + ¥y, with

1 1 X2 -1
(W)= | | O I I S I B
while the boundary changing (o; = ag + 1) operators are ¥y, with
0 1 0 X?
(U1¥s)- = [—X%X% 0] ; (U102)4 = [—X% 01} (3.21)
and \I’l — \Ifg s with
1 1 -X? -1
(U — Wg)_ = [ng —Xf} : (U — Uy, = [_X;Q ) } (3.22)

Note that some significant simplifications have occurred. Although the equivariance condition
involves two by two matrices, the structure of the representations in (8.19) is such that only the
one-dimensional irreducible representation really enters the equation, once we have determined the
So charge of the boundary operators. This is because the equivariance condition can be rewritten
as

O(x;) = (-1~ (RO(o(X)))  Oo(X:) RO(0), (3.23)
where O is any boundary operator. Since R(®) exchanges 71 <> 2, this simply means
0= (_1)a1_a2 O‘I/1<—>\I/2 ’ (324)

and then the results above for the spectrum follow immediately without any explicit computation.
This observation becomes extremely useful for more complicated orbifolds, as we will see in the
next section.



4 S

We consider the model

(mggzawﬁ+xg+zg)/&% (4.1)
where the orbifold group S3 is generated by
0(12) * X1 — X2 and 0(23) * X2 — X3 . (4.2)
For later use, let us note that any representation of S3 needs to satisfy the relations
R%lQ) == H, R%Q?)) == ]I, (R(12)R(23))3 == ]I . (43)
The irreducible representations are classified by Young diagrams as follows:
1T ) =+l 2 = +1 (4.4)
| 129 (1 0 ) 1/1 V3
] ' T lo -1 T T T2\V3 -1 (4.5)
o (12) (23)
r — _1 T g —1 46
. . . (49)

The simplest factorization to consider in this case is the tensor product of three factorizations
of X" of the same degree. To avoid cluttering the equations, let us focus on linear factorizations:

D = Xym + Xomo + X373 —I—X{L_l T —l—X;L_l ) —I—Xg_l T3, (47)

where here the 7;’s and 7;’s are eight by eight matrices that satisfy relations of the kind (2.10) -
the explicit form of these matrices can be found in the Appendix. In matrix form, we get

X1 0 X X3 xXpt o0 Xy —X3
_yn—1 _ yn—1 n—1 n—1 n—1

X3t X3 X 0 . AR CRE. ¢] 0

-X7t X, 0 xpt D G R X

Solving the equivariance condition (ZI6]) in this case amounts to finding two eight by eight
rRP112) o _ RY9@23)) o ) ) .
and R(a3) = [ that satisfy (£3]) in addition

matrices R(jg) = [

o RrRY[2) o RY[29)]
to
Rg) - m1 = w2 - R19) R12) - m3 = 73 R(12) (4.9)
R93) - m1 = 71 - Ra3) R23) - M2 = 3 - R(23)
and similar relations for the matrices 7; . A solution is given by
1 0 0 0] [0 0 -1 0]
(0) 10 0 0 -1 (0) |0 -1 0 O
0 -1 0 | 0 0 0 1]
(1 0 0 0] (1 0 0 ]
(0) 10 =1 0 0 (0) |0 -1 0 0
0o 0 -1 0 | 0 0 -1 0 |




Following (2.21]), the fractional branes associated to the trivial and alternating representations
can be constructed by choosing the representations

R[(12)] = (-1)* @ RO[(12)]  R[(23)] = (-1)* @ RV[(23)] «a€{0,1}. (4.11)

In order to realize the two dimensional irreducible representation we need to take the superposition
of two branes of the form (48] and then choose the representation

R:[12)] =7 @ RY[(12)]  Re[(23)] =777 @ RY[(23)]. (4.12)

One can check that the matrices so obtained solve the equivariance condition for the factorization
D+D.

Let us now compute the spectrum of boundary operators between these fractional branes.
Throughout this section we will denote by F,, the branes associated with the representations (£.11]),
and by Jg the brane associated with the representation (.12I).

We start from the spectrum of the fractional branes F,. As in the Sy example considered
earlier, it is quite easy to determine the spectrum without having to solve the equivariance equation
explicitly. We have the three operators

\1’1:7T1—X{L_27_T1, \PQZFQ—Xg_zﬁ'Q, \1’3:7T3—X§L_277'3 (413)
as building blocks and the equations (2.I6]) for a generic operator can be rewritten as

0= (_1)a1_a2 O‘I’1<—>‘1’2

4.14
0O = (_1)a1—a2 (9\1;2<_>\p3 . ( )

Therefore, only completely symmetric or antisymmetric combinations of ¥’s will be in the spectrum.
In addition to the identity operator we get one boundary preserving operator from the linear
combination Vi + Wy + W3, and two boundary changing operators from Wi1Wy 4+ UoWg 4+ W3Wy
and W;WyWs. We can of course check explicitly that these are the solutions of (219). The matrix
expression of these operators and those listed below can be found in the Appendix.
Next, we look at the fractional brane Jm. The even operators that preserve this boundary
condition have the form
oD 6% 0 0
6@ W 0 o0
1 4@
8 8 i@) i@)
+ +

-
Il

; (4.15)

, @
where each entry is a four by four matrix and each operator ¢() = <¢0 o0 > solves (2.3]) with D
+

given in ([@XZ). This means that each ¢(*) is either the identity operator Iy or an even combination
of the operators ¥;, Uy and W3 in (413]). Similarly, the odd boundary operators have the form

0o o0 B ¢?
0 0 9@ W

=0 @ ! (4.16)
b oo .
+ + 0 0
. (%)
where each (®) = (w?” w(; ) is equal to an odd combination of the operators V¥, .
+

10



With these conventions, we can write the equivariance conditions (219l and (2.19D]) as

(6 ) @m0t - 660 = ostomx) - (3 5)) e R[02)

(jg ﬁ)@R“”[( 3)) - 6(Xi) = bu(op (X)) - (jg ﬁ)mz@[( 2)
and
<é_i>®RQKUH’¢HXﬁ==¢ﬂWmW&D-(é_1>®R?Kmﬂ
(&g \_/§> @ RO[(23)] - ¥2(X:) = vu(ops(X0) - (\}g \_/§> ® RV[(23)]
respectively.

Let us look at the equations for ¢ first. It is useful to rewrite ¢+ as

10 (1) 0 1 () 0 0 0 O
(0 0>®¢i+<0 0>®¢i+ 1 o) 6% ® ¢
Then, using the property
(A®B)- (C®D)=(A-C)®(B-D)
of the matrix tensor product, the equations ([EI7)) reduce to

RY[12)] - LX) RO12) 6P (Xi)| _
—rY102)] - 6P (x5) —RY102)] - 0 (X0)
_ [qsi”(o(m(m RY112)] —62 (011 (X:)) - RY
69 (002 (X0)) - RY[(12)] =6t (002)(X,)) - RY

and

RV[(23)] - (V3o (X)) — 0P (X)) RU[(23 (N» '(x) - o (x)

(£<a )(X3) + V3 <z>i (o X)) - RO123)] (V3 <z>i<
(690 RY[(

RO123)] - (69(x) + V3P (x1)) RO[23)] - (6P (x )+ V3 o4 <X,>)]
X)) [(23)] - otV (X,))

) (23) (X)
0(23) (X0)) + V30 (02 (X)) - RO[(23)] (VB (070 (X0)

) =
[ ) —

(4.17a)

(4.17b)

(4.18a)

(4.18b)

(4.19)

(4.20)

60 (0123 (X)) - RY[(23)]
o (0129 (X2))) - RY[(23)]

This greatly simplifies if we use again the fact that R$ )[(12)] exchanges m; and my and R$ )[(23)]

exchanges m9 and 7w3. We get the conditions

o) [6W e, w0, oW + V36 = [0W]y, 00, + V3 [0P]usow,
¢ = — 6]y, 5w, q ¢ +V36W = V3 [W]w, 0y — [0 ]wou,
P = — 0Py, 0, o V3o — 6@ = [6®)]y, u, + VB[]0, 00,
oW = [0Ww, 0w, V36® — ¢ = V31w, 0w, — (6P vz,

where [gb(l)]q,lH% denotes the operator (b(l) with U1 and U5 exchanged and so on. These equations

(4.21)

can be easily solved. The first set of equations requires the boundary operators to be of the form

o) = all+ b (U, U3+ UyW3) oW = o/ T+ b (U053 + Ty y)
¢ = cU Uy +d (VW5 — UyW3) ¢ = U0y + d (003 — Wyly)

11
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Figure 1: Fractional branes in (W = X7 + X3 + X§)/S3 orbifold listing the number of even and
odd boundary operators between them.

and substituting this in the second set of equations we find a basis of solutions

i. ¢(1) — ¢(4) =1, ¢(2) — ¢(3) =0

i, oM =0¢W =0, ¢ = -2 = U, Wy + UyUg + V30, (4.23a)

i, 1) = =™ = VB (013 + Uyl), ¢*) =3W 0y, ¢ = W Wy +2 (VT3 — Ups) .
We can proceed analogously to solve the equations (4.I8]) for the odd operators. We get exactly
the same equations (2I)), but this time for the operators ¥)() . The solutions are

iv. U =9W =0 4 0y + 03, p@ =B =9

v. P =9@ =0, B = 9@ = ¥, 0,0, . (4.23b)

The explicit matrix form of this operators can be found in the Appendix.

To complete the intersection matrix for the fractional branes, we need to compute the spectrum
of operators between the branes F, and Jm and vice versa. The even and odd operators between
Fo and ]:EF have the form

o 0 0 "
2) 2)
b 0 0 -
¢ (1) and (1) w s (424)
2 2
0 ¢ o2 0
respectively. We find the equations
oW = (=1 wscou, oW+ V30 = —2(-1)* [p]us 0w,
(@) +174(2) and 1) _ 4@ (@) (4.25)
¢ = (=) 6% ]w, 0w, V3o — ¢! = 2 (1) [6P]w,00u,

for the elements ¢(i) and similarly for the (). We omit here most of the details because the
computations are entirely analogous to the earlier case. We find that between Fy and Jg, there are
no even operators, while there is one odd operator of the form

i M =Wy + 0y — 20y, P =3 (g —0y)., (4.268)

Conversely, between F1 and Jg, there are no odd operators and there is one even operator of the
form

i, o) = U Uy — Uy + 20, Ty, ¢ = V3 (VU3 4 Uyly). (4.26b)
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One can also check that these results hold also in the other direction, i.e. for the spectrum between
Jp and Fy , if we write the boundary operators in the form

o o® 0 0 0o o0 ¢ y®
(1) (2) and (1) (2) . (427)
0 0 4P o0 I I

To summarize, the intersection matrix is

+1-1 +1-1 -1 0 0 -1
I=|+1-1 +1-1 +1 =10 0 1 . (4.28)
-1 +1 +3 -2 -1 1 1
5 D,
We consider the orbifold
(W:X{L+X§)/Dn, n>3, (5.1)

with the dihedral group D,, is generated by h, g, acting as follows:

h: Xl(—>X2

gn - X1 = wp Xy (52)
Xy = w Xy, W, = e2mi/mn
For simplicity, we will take n to be even. A presentation of the group through relations is

Rn,Ry | R =1, R} =1, RyRyR, = R, " . (5.3)

There are four one-dimensional irreducible representations labeled by o, 8 € {0,1}:

Mg = (1w = (1), (54
and ”T_2 two-dimensional irreducible representations r®, ¢ =1, ..., "7_2 such that
¢
(0 _ Wy, 0 ) _ 01
o= (5 ) m= (] o) (5.5
We will consider the tensor product of two linear factorizations, i.e. a factorization of the form
BI7) with I =1:
. X1 —X5 . X {L -1 X
Pl x) o (G ) o0

We look for two matrices R(?)(h) and R()(g) that satisfy the equivariance condition (2.I6]) and the
relations (B.3]). A solution is given by

RY(n) = B _(1)] RO(n) = [_01 _01] (5.72)
=[5 -4 0 (5:7)
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Therefore the factorization (G.6]) gives rise to four fractional branes F(, gy with representations
RODR) = (17 & ROM) RO (g) = (-1%) @ RO(g) 6
and ”T_2 fractional branes J(y) with representations

ROy =rO )@ RO () RY(h) =rO(n) @ RY ()

R9(g) = rO(g) @ RO(g)  RO(g) = rO(g) & RV(g) . (5.9)

Let us start by computing the spectrum between the fractional branes F(, g). The operators
are made out of Iy, Uy, ¥y as in ([2.14]), with the properties

Uy (X1) = RO(h) Wy (h(X2)) RO () Uy(Xa) = RO (n) Wy (h(X1)) RO () (5.10a)
w0 (X1) = RO(9)T1(g(X1))RO(g)  ws(Xs) = RO(h)T2(g(X2)) RO () (5.10b)

To solve the equivariance conditions (ZI9) we need to look for operators with charge £+ under both
h and g. Such operators are Il , between F(, g) and itself, and U1 ¥y, between F(, g) and F(q41,3) -
There are no odd operators that preserve this class of boundary conditions.

We consider now the spectrum between two branes F() and F(). Since these branes are
constructed from the superposition of two factorizations (5.6)), the operators have the form

oD 9?0 0 0 0o B p®
3 4 3 4
o ¢ 0 0 0 0 @ W -
ORRe) ans e ) (5.11)
0 0 ¢+ + + T;Z).q. 0 0
3 4 3 4
0 0 ¢Sr ) ¢i ) Sr ) wi ) 0
. d)(l) 0 . 0 d}(l)
where ¢() = - . | and Pl = 5 | are even and odd combinations respectively of W
0 o )

and Wy. We use again the fact that these operators can be rewritten in the form (£.I9]) and get
the equations

oW (x;) = RO (h) oW (h(X >>R<°<> 0¥ (X;) = RO (h)0® (h(X;)) R (h) (5.12a)
oW (x;) =" RO (9)0W (g(X:)) RO (g)  OW(X;) = w " RO(9)OW (9(X;))R (g) (5.12b)
0P (X;) =w " RO(9OP (9(X;)) RV (g9) 0¥ (X;) = w" T RO (9)0P) (9(X;)) RO (g) (5.12¢)

where recall that ¢,¢ € {1,... "T_Q} Note that here @@ can stand for either ¢ or () | since
we get the same equations in both cases. Making use of (5.10]) we can easily solve these equations
and get the following spectrum:

=1

60— @ Z T, 6@ = ® —

s = — @ — w0y, o = ¢ — (5.132)
=0 +1:

PO =0y, W =0, @ =B =g (5.13Db)
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+1
(0.0 . . Fo.1)
\+2 i B /
- ()Y -1 ()Y 4 1 Y -
1 ] 1 ] k
F(1,0 ! ! Fa,n)
W) W)
+1

Figure 2: Fractional branes and boundary spectrum in (W = X7" + X¥)/D,, orbifold
=0 —1:

WO =y, W =0y, @

¢(3) =0

(5.13¢)
Last, let us look at the spectrum between F, g) and F(;) . There are no even operators and for
odd operators of the form
0yl
)
0 o
= ) , (5.14)
b,
¥ 0
we find the equations

M (X;) = (1) RO(h)y® (h <XZ>>R<°< )
e (X)) = (-1) w”

“RO(g)p™M (9(X:)) R (g) (5.15)
Y@ (X;) = (=1)%w’ RO (g)p®) (g(X,) R (g)
with solutions
L a=0,0=0,4=1:
P =1y, P =1 (5.16a)
L a=1,80=0,4=1:
PN =wy, P = gy (5.16b)
a=0,=1,{=5—1:
W =0y, P =1, (5.16c)
ca=1,=1,=5—-1:
PP =0, 9@ =1 (5.16d)
Similarly, in the other direction between F(,) and F, g, we find operators of the form
v = ( W 0 i w9)>
+ + 0 0
with
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a=0,=0,0=1:

oM =0, »p® =y, (5.17a)
a=1,=0,4=1:

Py =1y, g =1, (5.17b)
a=0,=1,l=75—1:

P =1y, P =1 (5.17¢)
a=1,=1,0=2-1:

P =0y, PP = —uy (5.17d)

These results can be summarized in the intersection matrix as follows:

(0,0) (0,1) (1,00 (L,1)'¢=1 ... ... ... (=122
T+ 0 +1 0o @ -1 0 ... .. 0 B (0,0)
0 +1 0 +1 10 0 -1 (0,1)
+1 0 +1 0 + -1 0 0 (1,0)
0 ~1 0 +1 1 0 0 ~1 (1,1)
I= -1 0 -1 0 | +2 -1 0 .. o | =1
0 S 0 -1 0
|
0 0
0 : 0 , -1
0 -1 0 -1 0 0 0 -1 42 (=12

6 Conclusions

In the last two sections we considered two examples of non-abelian Landau-Ginzburg orbifolds. We
did not attempt to classify all B-branes in these models, but we picked a specific factorization of
the superpotential and worked out the spectrum of the corresponding fractional branes.

The methods used are not new, but there are a few facts to be learned from these examples.
We have seen that there is a natural way to construct interesting fractional branes, associating
representations of the form (2Z.21]) to the matrix factorizations. We have shown that for this choice
of representation and for factorizations constructed as tensor products the computation of the
spectrum can be reduced to the level of simplicity of a one-variable model. This can be quite
significant for models of several variables, where the factorizations are in general of higher rank
and lead to matrix cohomology equations that may appear intractable. Analogous observations for
7, orbifolds have been crucial to analyze interesting LG models, such us the one describing the
Gepner point in the moduli space of the quintc [6,14,15]. We hope that the methods described
here will be similarly useful.

It would be interesting and reassuring to be able to make contact with known results from
conformal field theory or geometry. Unfortunately there aren’t as many results available as there are
for abelian orbifolds and dualities between different models are much less clear. One possible route
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would be to try and reproduce the known results for ALE spaces [29-31], by considering a Landau-
Ginzburg realization of a suitable toroidal compactification and probing the orbifold singularity
with DO-branes. Another possibility would be to consider the free field representation of minimal
models and construct boundary states in those variables to match the LG matrix factorizations. It
could also be interesting to look at cyclic permutation orbifolds of minimal models in the moduli
space of a Calabi-Yat compactification [27,28]. We leave these investigations for future work.
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0o 0 0 0 0 0 0 1
0 0 0 0 0 0-X3?0
0 0 0 0 0 (1) 8 8
_9_ 0 0 0 0 -X

Uy =73+ X2 = 0 0 0 -1 0 0 o0
0 0Xxy20 0 0 0 O
0 -1 .0 0 0 0 0 0
X0 0 0 0 0 0 O

Now we can obtain an explicit expression in matrix form for the boundary operators listed in
Section [l The operators between the fractional branes F, can be rewritten as

0 0 0 0 1 0 -1 1
0 0 0 0 0 1 Xxp72 Xxp—2

0 0 0 0 —-Xy?1-XpP? 0
0 0 0 o Xxr?%1 o -—Xxp?

Up+ W+ W= _ynz 1 -1 0 0 0 0

0 —Xp2-Xxp?2-x3"% 0 0 0 0

D G | 1 0 0 0 0 0

-X37? -1 0 1 0 0 0 0

0 ., 1 1, 1 0 0 0 0
11— 11— n— n—
—X52X3 0 X7 —XxJ 0 0 0 0
D CHERD. ¢ ¢t | xp—2 0 0 0 0
—XPTIXPT? oxPT? _XpT? 0 0 0 0 0
W Wy + WpWs 4 W3y = 0 0 0 0 0 1 X2 Xp2
92 —2 —2 —2 -2 -2
0 0 0 0 —Xy2x»r7? 0 XpTAXPT? _X7TIXD
0 0 0 0 . | 0 X3~?
-2 -2
0 0 0 0 X5 1 Xy 0
0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0
0 0 0 0 —-X772x37%0 0 0
0 0 0 0 0 0 0 —XnT2xn?
0 0 0 0 0 0 Xp2xp—? 0
Uy W3 = 0 X% 0 0 0 0 0 0
XPAXPTAXET 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
0 0 0o Xxp? 0 0 0 0
0 0 xn=2 0 0 0 0 0

For the operators of J the matrices become quite large, so we will use the notation

_ (9 -
o= (7.1)
for a generic boundary operator O and as usual ¢ denotes the even part and 1 the odd part. We
can then rewrite the operators in (£23]) as:

1. gb:(7T177'1—1—77'171'1)(71'27_1'2+77'27T2)(7T377'3+77'37T3)EHlG
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ii.

iii.

1v.

O+

b+

(i

0 0 0 0 0 1 1 1

0 0 0 0 —X372xr7% 0 X2 —xp2

0 0 0 0 —XxpixpTr_xrm? o xp?

0 0 0 0 —XPTEXpT? XPT? _xpT?

0 -1 -1 -1 0 0 0 0
XPx3T? 0 -XpT? Xxp? 0 0 0 0
XP2xpm? oxp? 0 —-Xp? 0 0 0 0
XP2XpT? —XPT? X372 0 0 0 0 0

0 0 0 0 0 1 xnT? xn—2

0 0 0 0 —Xp72XyT? 0 XpTUEXRT?P -XpTixp R

0 0 0 0 -X37? -1 0 Xg3?

0 0 0 0 -X5r 1 =Xy 0

0 -1 —xp2 -Xp? 0 0 0 0
XPTEXET? 0 —XPTEXPT? XPTAXp TR 0 0 0 0

D | 0 — X752 0 0 0 0
Xy~ -1 Xy 0 0 0 0 0
0 V3 0 -3 0 0 3
—V3XPT2X3T? 0 —VBXFT? 0 0 0 0
0 V3XP2 0 V3X3T? 3xPTiXpT? 0 0
V3XPT2XDT2 0 —V3X3 % o0 0 3Xp—2 0
0 -2 1 -2 0 —V3 0
2X7 72 X572 0 —2X77% —X77? VBXPTixpT? 0 V3x32
—XnT2xpT2 oxp? 0 —2xn2 0 —V/3X72 0
2XP2 X372 XpT? o 2xpT? 0 —V3XpT2xpT? 0 V3x3?
0 V3 0 —/3X772 0 0 3Xx72
—VBXPTIXET? 0 —VBXPT2XET? 0 0 0 0
0 V3 0 V3Xy? -3X772 0 0
V3XpT? 0 —V3xy? 0 0 3 0
0 -2 Xp? —2x7? 0 -V3 0
2X772X372 0 —2XPTEXRT? XPTEXPT? VBXRTAXETE 0 VBXPTIXDT?

—Xn2 2 0 —2xn2 0 -3 0

2X372 1 2X372 0 —V3Xx3~? 0 V3X3?

1 0 -1 1 0 0 0 0

0 1 X772 X2 0 0 0 0
-X7721-XP7% 0 0 0 0 0
X 21 0 -xr? 0 0 0 0

0 0 0 0 1 0 -1 1

0 0 0 0 0 1 x37% xp?

0 0 0 0 —-X721-Xx77% 0

0 0 0 0 Xxr?1 o0 -Xxp?
X" 0 1 -1 0 0 0 0

0 —XP2-xp7?-xp7? 0 0 0 0
Xy 1 1 0 0 0 0 0
5 CARS | 0 1 0 0 0 0

0 0 0 0 -Xp? o0 1 -1

0 0 0 0 0 X2 oxp?oxp?

0 0 0 0 X3/ -1 1 0

0 0 0 0 —x5? -1 0 1

0

—3Xx572

0
0

V3
0

—V/3X52

0

0
-2 -2
—3X7 XY
0
0
VBXPT?
0
-2
—\/§X;L
0




0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0
0 0 0 0 —X772Xx272 0 0 0
0 0 0 0 0 0 0 —XP2xp?
n—2yn—2
S N T T T T s
Xp72x27% 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
0 0 0 XP2xp? 0 0 0 0
0 0 —Xp2xn—? 0 0 0 0 0
0 0 0 0 0 X% 0 0
0 0 0 0 XPMTEXpTixrT? o0 0 0
0 0 0 0 0 0 0o Xxp
_ 0 0 0 0 0 0 -x3% o0
Yy = 0 X2 0 0 0 0 0 0
~XPTEXETEXETE 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
0 0 0 -Xxp? 0 0 0 0
0 0 X% o 0 0 0 0
Finally, the operators between o and Jg, in (£.26]) take the form:
0 0 0 0 1 0 -1 -2
0 0 0 0 0 1 —2x772 xp?
0 0 0 0 —2X37% -2 —Xp? 0
0 0 0 0 —2X77% 1 0 -Xp?
0 0 0 0 -3 0 -3 0
0 0 0 0 0 -3 0 V3xp?
0 0 0 0 -V3X57% 0 VBXPT? 0
0 0 0 0 0 V3 0 VBXpP?
! V= X2 0 1 2 0 0 0 0
0 —XPT? 2XPT? Xy 0 0 0 0
Xp2 2 1 0 0 0 0 0
2X37% —1 0 1 0 0 0 0
V3XPTE 0 V3 0 0 0 0 0
0 V3X?2 0 —V3XxpT? 0 0 0 0
VD ¢ -V3 0 0 0 0 0
0 —V3 0 —V3 0 0 0 0
0 -1 2 -1 0 0 0 0
Xp2xp2? 0 —-X77? —2xp? 0 0 0 0
—2XPT2XpT? XxpT2 0 —Xp? 0 0 0 0
Xp2xpm? 2xp? 0 —-Xp2 0 0 0 0
XPAXyT? o oexpt? o Xp? 0 0 0 0 0
0 V3 0 V3 0 0 0 0
—VBXPTXET? 0 —VBXET? 0 0 0 0 0
0 V3XP2 0 V3X]T? 0 0 0 0
ii. o= | VXTI 0 —VBXF? o0 0 0 0 0
0 0 0 0 0 -1 2Xx7 2 —Xp—2
0 0 0 0 Xy 2xp? 0 —XP2XpT?-2XPTixpT?
0 0 0 0 —2xn2 1 0 —Xp2
0 0 0 0 X3~? 2 Xp—? 0
0 0 0 0 0 V/370 —/3X772
0 0 0 0 —VBXp72x37?% 0 —VBXPT2 x5 0
0 0 0 0 0 V3 0 V3X32
0 0 0 0 V3X32 0 —V3x52 0

[\]
—_
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