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In four decades of string theory research, only a handful of non-supersymmetric tachyon-free
strings with only one neutral scalar at tree level were found. We construct new non-supersymmetric
tachyon-free string theories using asymmetric orbifolds that serve as the lower-dimensional counter-
parts to the O(16) × O(16) string in 4d, 6d, and 8d, each featuring only one neutral scalar at tree
level, chiral matter and positive leading order cosmological constant. The 4d construction uses a
quasicrystalline orbifold.

1. INTRODUCTION

The goal of any theory of quantum gravity is to provide
realistic models that could describe both our cosmological
history and the standard model physics. In particular,
one would aim for non-supersymmetric vacua that have
no moduli in the low energies, positive dark energy, chiral
matter, and the standard model gauge group.
A particularly difficult endeavor in string theory is find-

ing non-supersymmetric tachyon-free stable vacua. In the
past decades of search, only three non-supersymmetric
tachyon-free strings have been found in 10d: the O(16) ×
O(16) heterotic string [1, 2], the USp(32) string [3] and
the type 0’B string [4, 5], with all having positive vacuum
energy at leading order. The first two are almost rigid in
the sense that their only massless scalar is the dilaton, but
the USp(32) string also has a gravitino and realizes non-
linear supersymmetry. Furthermore, the 0’B theory has
two neutral scalars. Therefore, the O(16)×O(16) string is
the only tachyon-free non-supersymmetric string with one
neutral scalar and no gravitinos. This feature persists for
the toroidal compactifications of the O(16)×O(16) string
at special moduli with maximal non-abelian enhancement.
However, the additional toroidal moduli will in general de-
velop a mass or become tachyonic at one loop [6]. There
has been further study of the O(16)×O(16) vacua recently
[7] with new constructions including flux compactifications
to AdS3 [8].
Finding more non-supersymmetric string theories is cru-

cial for diversifying our non-supersymmetric string lab,
which, until now, consisted of only three healthy mod-
els and their compactifications. Such strings should be
tachyon-free in order to be stable at tree level, and rigid,
where the only neutral scalar is the string coupling, which
is unavoidable in perturbative string theory. The O(16)×
O(16) theory in particular is the only closed string exam-
ple that has these features. In this work, we provide the
sought-after analogs of the O(16)×O(16) string directly in
4d, 6d, and 8d with no supersymmetry, no tachyons, one
neutral massless scalar, together with additional massless
charged fields at tree level. At one loop the neutral scalar
develops a running vacuum energy and the charged matter
fields typically pick up mass or become tachyonic.

Interestingly, all non-supersymmetric models with one
neutral modulus have positive leading order potential.
This is the case for all the models we present in this work as
is for the other three 10d string theories1, including the 10d
O(16)×O(16) string and its compactification on a circle at
the point that there are no tachyons [7]. This seems to sug-
gest that any “rigid” tachyon-free string theory necessarily
has positive cosmological constant and chiral fermions pro-
viding a potential naturalness explanation for our positive
vacuum energy and the existence of the Standard model
fermions.
The paper is organized as follows. In section 2 we re-

view strings on orbifolds and set our notation. In partic-
ular, we will use asymmetric orbifolds [9] and the more
special quasicrystalline orbifolds [10], recently studied in
[11]. Details of the lattice constructions used are summa-
rized in Appendix A. In section 3 we describe the new non-
supersymmetric tachyon-free rigid strings in 4d, 6d, and 8d
obtained as asymmetric orbifolds of the heterotic string. In
Appendix B we present the 1-loop potentials computed.
All the models have chiral fermions and are subject to
anomaly cancellation. In Appendix C we summarize the
anomaly cancellation methods used in each model.

2. ORBIFOLDS REVIEW

In this section we briefly review the important aspects
of heterotic compactifications on tori and their orbifolds.

2.1. Torus compactifications

Heterotic string theory compactified on a d-dimensional
torus T d has ground state momenta (pL; pR) taking val-
ues in an even self-dual lattice Γd+16;d ⊂ Rd+16;d, called

1In particular, the 0’B and O(16)×O(16) theory have more fermions
than bosons and hence positive one-loop contribution. The USp(32)
has a tree level positive contribution from the brane tension and a
higher order negative contribution since it has more bosons. However,
the latter theory has a spin- 3
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the Narain lattice [12, 13]. Torus compactifications and
background field data are completely characterized by the
choice of the Narain lattice.

The mass spectrum is given by

M2
L = NL +

p2L
2

− 1 (1)

M2
R = NR +

p2R
2

− 1

2
, (2)

where NL, NR are left and right moving oscillator numbers
and (pL; pR) ∈ Γd+16;d are the left and right ground state
momenta in the internal dimensions.

2.2. Lattice symmetries

At special points in the moduli space, some automor-
phisms of the Narain lattice act as rotations on the left
and right movers, without mixing the two. They form the
Narain symmetry group

Sym(Γd+16;d) := Aut(Γd+16;d) ∩ (O(d+ 16,R)×O(d,R)) .
(3)

Such automorphisms act as symmetries on the worldsheet
CFT, with T-duality at the self dual radius being the ur-
example. Since these Narain symmetries θ are rotations,
they have eigenvalues e±2πiφi

L on the left and e±2πiφi
R on

the right. Therefore, we can equivalently characterize these
rotations by their twist vectors

φ =
(

φ1L, . . . , φ
d
2
+8

L ;φ1R, . . . , φ
d
2

R

)

, φiL ∈ Z, φiR ∈ 2Z,

(4)

where the 2Z value specifies the Spin(d) uplift on the right.

A Narain symmetry θ is a quasicrystallographic symme-

try if it acts crystallographically on Γd+16,d but not sep-
arately on the left and right [10]. In contrast, crystallo-
graphic symmetries have separate crystallogaphic actions
on the left and on the right.

For example, there is no 2d lattice with a Z5 rotational
symmetry due to the crystallographic restriction theorem.
However, there is a Z5 action on the indefinite lattice Γ2;2

5

constructed in Appendix A, whose left and right movers
form 2d quasicrystals with Z5 rotational symmetry. We
present an in depth study of quasicrystallographic symme-
tries in [11].

In addition to twists θ, one can also act by a shift vector
v = (vL; vR) in the span of the Narain lattice Γd+16;d. The
shift vector on the left and right movers are denoted by vL
and vR respectively. We will present a shift vector v on a
lattice Λ by its coefficients (vi) in the alpha basis

v = viαi, vi ∈ Q (5)

where the quadratic form of the lattice Λ is given by the

Gram matrix

GΛ =







α1 · α1 . . . α1 · αd

...
. . .

αd · α1 . . . αd · αd






. (6)

For a root lattice Λ = Γ(g), the Gram matrix GΛ is the
Cartan matrix and the alpha basis elements αi are given
by the simple roots.
The combined action of a twist and shift g =

(θL, vL; θR, vR) lifts to an action ĝ on the worldsheet states
as follows:

ĝ · |pL; pR〉 = e2πi(−pL·vL+pR·vR) |θL · pL; θR · pR〉 ,
(7)

ĝ · αi
−k |0〉 = e2πiφ

i
Lαi

−k |0〉 , (8)

ĝ · ᾱi
−k |0〉 = e2πiφ

i
R ᾱi

−k |0〉 , (9)

ĝ · |s1, s2, s3, s4〉 = e2πiφR·s |s1, s2, s3, s4〉 , si = ±1

2
.

(10)

Here, the ground state momenta live in the Narain lattice
(pL; pR) ∈ Γd+16;d, and αi

−k, ᾱ
i
−k are complexified world-

sheet oscillators on the left and right, and |s1, s2, s3, s4〉 is
a Ramond ground state.

2.3. Orbifolds

String theory on orbifold backgrounds was introduced
in [14]. Geometrically, orbifolds can be constructed from
a torus T d by quotienting by a cyclic group ZN = 〈g〉
generated by isometry g as T d/Zn. On the worldsheet, the
orbifolding procedure amounts to relaxing the boundary
conditions of the string

X i(τ, σ + 2π) = gn ·X i(τ, σ) = θX i(τ, σ) + vi, (11)

and then projecting to the invariant subspace of ĝ

ĝ · |ψ〉 = |ψ〉 . (12)

The states with gn-twisted boundary conditions make up
the ĝn-twisted sector. The n = 0 sector corresponds to the
untwisted sector. Note that by CPT, ĝn and ĝN−n-twisted
sectors contain antiparticles of each other.
For geometric orbifolds, the action of g on the Narain

lattice is left-right symmetric as θL = θR and vL = vR.
Since the left and right degrees of freedom of strings are
decoupled, one can generalize the orbifolding procedure to
left-right asymmetric actions g with θL 6= θR or vL 6= vR.
The procedure is carried out on the worldsheet CFT in
a similar fashion by relaxing the left and right boundary
conditions by g = (θL, vL; θR, vR)

X i
L,R(τ, σ + 2π) = θL,R ·X i

L,R(τ, σ) + viL,R, (13)
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and projecting to the invariant subspace of ĝ. Such orb-
ifolds have no target space interpretation and are called
asymmetric orbifolds [9, 15]. But they can be related to
geometric models as discussed in [16, 17].
Level matching is necessary and sufficient to ensure the

consistency of the orbifolding procedure [18]. In particular,
for a ZN orbifold, the energy levels on the left EL and right
ER in each twisted sector must only differ by an integer
multiple of 1

N

ER − EL ∈ Z

N
. (14)

We briefly describe the tools used to compute the mass
spectrum in the twisted sectors. The ground state energy
due to the twist in the ĝn-twisted sector is

(E0)L =
1

2

∑

i

{nφiL}(1− {nφiL}) (15)

for bosonic, and

(E0)R =
1

2

∑

i

{nφiL} −
1

2
(16)

for fermionic sides, where 0 ≤ {a} < 1 denotes the frac-
tional part. In addition, the ground state energy due to
surviving winding and momentum modes is

(pL,R + nv∗)2

2
, (pL; pR) ∈ I∗, (17)

where I is the sublattice of Γ16+d;d that is fixed by the
action θn, I∗ is its dual lattice, and v∗ is the projection of
the shift to I.
The oscillators in the ĝn-twisted sector are fractionally

moded as αi
−k±nφi . Lastly, the multiplicity of ground

states is given by

χ(θn) =

√

det(1− θn)

|I∗/I| . (18)

3. TACHYON-FREE ORBIFOLDS

In this section, we construct the lower dimensional
analogs of the O(16)×O(16) heterotic string.
We have two criteria: a non-tachyonic spectrum, and

the string coupling as the only massless neutral scalar
at tree level. Note that the torus compactifications of
the O(16) × O(16) string at enhanced gauge points fulfill
these criteria—they are non-tachyonic and the only mass-
less neutral scalar at tree level is the dilaton [6]. Our
main goal is to find heterotic orbifold examples beyond
the O(16)×O(16) string paradigm.
There is no systematic way to ensure that a non-

supersymmetric orbifold will have a non-tachyonic spec-
trum without carrying out the computations, but there is
a way to ensure that there will be no neutral scalars. In

particular, for geometric (i.e. symmetric) orbifolds T d/Zn,
there will always be neutral scalars associated with the
moduli of the torus T d. In contrast, asymmetric actions
are only possible when the torus is string sized, therefore
orbifolding at that point fixes the geometry and gets rid of
neutral scalars.

To avoid tachyons on the other hand, one needs to get
lucky—when there is a tachyonic left-mover state, there
should be no level matching tachyonic right-mover, and
vice versa. We have found such an example in each even
dimension.1 All the examples have chiral fermions, similar
to the O(16)×O(16) string.

The reason we only have even dimensional examples is
because a cyclic orbifold in odd dimensions would either
have a fixed circle S1 direction, hence an extra neutral
scalar, or odd number of −1 eigenvalues in the twist, in
which case the lift of the action to the worldsheet CFT
would be more subtle [15, 19]. It would be interesting if
one can obtain similar strings in odd dimensions as well.

4d

In this section we present a 4d non-supersymmetric het-
erotic orbifold with only one neutral complex scalar, given
by the dilaton φ and the universal string axion ⋆B, i.e.
the dual of the Kalb-Ramond field. All other scalars are
charged and there are no tachyons in the twisted sectors.

In fact, this model has an anomalous U(1) [20], which
becomes massive at 2-loops [21] and “eats” the universal
string axion to become its longitudinal mode. Details of
the mechanism are summarized in C1. As a result, the
dilaton remains as the only neutral real scalar.

As is standard we present all Weyl fermions only as left
handed, since a right handed Weyl fermion can equiva-
lently be presented in terms of its left handed CP partner.2

The orbifold construction is as follows: we choose the
Narain lattice Γ(E8) ⊕ LΓ2;2

5 ⊕ Γ2;2
5 Γ2;2

5 , where L is a 8-
dimensional lattice with detL = 5 and Γ2;2

5 is a Z5 qua-
sicrystal. Both of these lattices and their gluings are con-
structed explicitly in Appendix A.

For the orbifolding action, we twist by φ =
(4, 4, 4, 08; 2, 2, 2)/5 and shift in the invariant lattice
Γ(E8)⊕ L by

v = (2, 0, 3, 0, 1, 4, 0, 0, 4, 3, 0, 3, 3, 3, 4, 0)/5. (19)

The continuous gauge group is SO(10)×SU(5)×SU(3)×

1The ground state energies (E0)L, (E0)R in 2d orbifolds are usu-
ally non-tachyonic, so it is significantly easier to find such non-
supersymmetric models in 2d and we don’t consider them here.

2A right handed Weyl fermion in representation R is equivalent to a
left handed Weyl fermion in representation R̄.
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SU(2)×U(1)4.1 The massless spectrum is

G+ 84× V + 561× Fc + 9× F0 + 354× Sc + 1× S0,
(20)

where G denotes the graviton, S denotes a complex scalar,
and F denotes a left-handed Weyl fermion, and the sub-
scripts 0 and c denote whether the state is neutral or
charged with respect to the continuous gauge group. The
representations for the scalars and fermions are given in
Table I.
The gauge group is obtained as follows. The invariant

lattice has two orthogonal components Γ(E8) ⊕ L, whose
corresponding gauge group is broken by the shift as

E8 × (E7 × U(1))

→ (SO(10)× SU(3)× U(1)3)× (SU(5)× SU(2)× U(1)).

(21)

The order of the U(1) factors in Table I is the same as
in (21). The Kac-Moody levels ki of the U(1) factors are
30, 100, 60, 300 respectively, which we use to normalize the
U(1) generators.
This model contains chiral charged fermions and hence

anomalies can occur through non-trivial triangle diagrams
with external gauge field/gravitons. All irreducible anoma-
lies need to cancel identically but anomalies that can fac-
torize as X2Y4 can be cancelled by the Green-Schwarz
mechanism [22] with a counterterm of the form B ∧ X2.
This implies that the only fields that can be anomalous
are U(1)s with X2 ∝ FU(1). Such U(1)s are called “anoma-
lous” and occur when Tr(Q) 6= 0 or when at least one of
the external triangle legs contains that U(1). All such pos-
sibilities including the details of the GS mechanism in 4d
are summarized in section C 1. The counterterm B∧FU(1)

can be dualized to θ∂µA
µ where θ is the universal axion

dual to the Kalb-Ramond field. However, such a coupling
necessarily includes a mass term for the gauge field with
θ becoming its longitudinal mode. The mass term for the
gauge field is produced at 2-loops in string theory [23]. Ad-
ditionally, a potential for the charged scalar fields will be
generated at 1-loop [21] and for the dilaton at 2-loops [24].
The leading order contribution to the canonically nor-

malized dilaton potential in Einstein frame 2 is

V1−loop(φ̂) ≈ e−2
√
2φ̂
(

3.13× 10−2
)

M4
s , (22)

which is positive.
Therefore, we have a very interesting example with Stan-

dard model like gauge symmetry and chiral matter. The

1It is interesting to note that quasicrystalline compactifications are
not gauge enhanced points, therefore the rank of the orbifold gauge
group is lower than what one would have expected from the usual
crystallographic orbifolds.

2The canonically normalized contribution from converting to Einstein

frame is e
−D√
D−2 φ̂ which exactly multiplies all 1-loop corrections.

SO(10) × SU(5)× SU(3)× SU(2) ×U(1)4 reps

Sector Complex scalars Left handed Weyl fermions

Untwisted

(1,1, 1,1)0,0,0,0 9(1, 1,1,1)0,0,0,0

3(16, 1,1,1)0,0,0,−15 (16,1, 1,1)0,0,0,−15

3(10,1, 3̄,1)0,0,0,10 (10,1, 3̄,1)0,0,0,10

3(1,5, 1,1)
−2,−10,−2,0 (1,5, 1,1)

−2,−10,−2,0

3(1, 10,1,2)
−1,5,−1,0 (1,10,1,2)

−1,5,−1,0

3(1, 1,1,2)5,−5,5,0 (1, 1,1,2)5,−5,5,0

3(16, 1,3, 1)0,0,0,5

3(1, 10,1, 1)
−4,0,−4,0

3(1, 1, 3̄,1)0,0,0,−20

3(1, 5,1,2)3,5,3,0

3(1, 5̄,1,1)2,−10,2,0

ĝ + ĝ4

15(1, 1,1,2)
−1,−3,−1,12

15(1, 1,1,1)
−2,7,1,12

15(1, 1,1,1)0,7,−3,12

5(1, 1,1,2)1,−3,−5,12

5(1, 1,1,2)
−3,−3,3,12

5(1, 5,1,1)2,2,2,12

5(1, 5̄,1,1)2,−3,−1,12

5(1, 5̄,1,1)0,−3,3,12

5(1, 1, 3̄,2)
−1,−3,−1,−8

5(1, 1, 3̄,1)0,7,−3,−8

5(1, 1, 3̄,1)
−2,7,1,−8

ĝ2 + ĝ3
15(1, 1, 3̄, 1)4,−1,1,4 5(1, 1, 3̄,1)4,−1,1,4

15(1, 1, 3̄, 1)2,−1,5,4 5(1, 1, 3̄,1)2,−1,5,4

15(1, 1, 3̄, 1)
−2,−6,−2,4 5(1, 1, 3̄,1)

−2,−6,−2,4

TABLE I. The charges of the scalars and fermions of the non-
supersymmetric 4d quasicrystalline Z5 orbifold. The spectrum
is given in terms of complex scalars and left-handed Weyl
fermions.

model has only one neutral scalar, the dilaton3, for which
there is a potential making it massive at higher order
section C 1 with a 2-loop contribution to the potential due
to the massive U(1).

We can also compute the beta function for these gauge
groups to understand their IR behavior. The computation
of the one-loop beta function in section C 1 shows that
the SO(10) and SU(5) factors are confined and all other
gauge factors are IR free. All higher dimensional models
are automatically IR free due to the gauge kinetic terms
being irrelevant.

3The dual to the Kalb-Ramond 2-form is an axion and hence a scalar
field which will also have a potential with a two-loop mass term and
will become the longitudinal mode of the abelian U(1)(section C 1).
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6d

We continue our search for tachyon-free models with one
neutral scalar in higher dimensions. The next example is
in 6d. All other scalars are complex and charged, and the
spectrum is tachyon-free. In 6d, CP preserves the chirality
and therefore we indicate the chirality when writing the
spectrum.
Choose the Narain lattice Γ(E8 ×E8)⊕Γ4;4(A4). Twist

by φ = (010; 2, 4)/5 and shift in the invariant lattice Γ(E8×
E8)⊕ Γ(A4) by

v = (3, 3, 1, 4, 4, 1, 2, 2, 4, 4, 1, 1, 2, 4, 2, 3, 3, 3, 2, 3)/5. (23)

The gauge group corresponding to the invariant lattice
Γ(E8 × E8)× Γ(A4) is broken by the shift as

E8 × E8 × SU(5) → SU(5)2 × SU(5)2 × U(1)4. (24)

So the continuous gauge group is SU(5)4×U(1)4. The Kac-
Moody levels of the U(1) factors are 4, 60, 10, 30, which we
use to normalize the U(1)s to have level 1. The massless
spectrum is

G+B + 100× V + 460× Fc + 460× F̄c (25)

+460× Sc + 1× S0. (26)

Here, G and B denote the graviton and the Kalb-Ramond
fields, S0 denotes a real neutral scalar (the dilaton), Sc

denotes a complex and charged scalar, and Fc, F̄c respec-
tively denote charged left or right handed Weyl fermions.
The representations for the charged spectrum are given in
Table II.
The anomaly polynomial is given by

(2π)4I8 =
1

12
X4Y4 (27)

with

X4 =− 15
∑

a=1,2

Tr(F 2
SU(5)a

) + 15
∑

a=3,4

Tr(F 2
SU(5)a

)

+
∑

i≥j

1

4
bij

Tr(FU(1)i)√
ki

Tr(FU(1)j )
√

kj

(28)

where

bij =











0 120 60 60

120 60 60 −420

60 60 −15 120

60 −420 120 15











(29)

and

Y4 =
∑

i

Tr(F 2
U(1)i

) + 2
∑

a

Tr(F 2
a )− Tr(R2) (30)

where we have rescaled the U(1)s to bring them in the
canonical form Y4. The I8 anomaly is cancelled with the
GS counterterm B ∧X4.

Sector SU(5)× SU(5)× SU(5)× SU(5)× U(1)4 reps

Untwisted

R(10,5,1, 1)0,0,0,0
R(5,10,1, 1)0,0,0,0
L(1,1,10, 5)0,0,0,0
L(1,1,5,10)0,0,0,0
R(1,1,1, 1)

−1,3,2,6

R(1,1,1, 1)0,8,−3,1

R(1,1,1, 1)1,−7,−3,1

R(1,1,1, 1)
−2,−2,2,4

R(1,1,1, 1)2,−2,2,−4

L(1,1,1, 1)1,1,4,2
L(1,1,1, 1)0,−4,−1,7

L(1,1,1, 1)2,6,−1,−3

L(1,1,1, 1)
−1,−9,−1,−3

L(1,1,1, 1)
−2,6,−1,−3

ĝ + ĝ4

R(5,1,1, 5)0,−4,0,−2

R(5,1,1, 5)0,0,2,0
R(5,1,1, 5)1,1,−1,−1

R(5,1,1, 5)
−1,3,0,0

R(5,1,1, 5)0,0,−1,3

ĝ2 + ĝ3

L(1,5,5, 1)1,1,1,−1

L(1,5,5, 1)0,−4,−1,1

L(1,5,5, 1)
−1,−1,0,−2

L(1,5,5, 1)0,0,1,3
L(1,5,5, 1)0,4,−1,−1

TABLE II. The charged spectrum of the non-supersymmetric
6d Z5 orbifold. For each representation listed here, there is a
complex scalar and a symplectic Majorana-Weyl fermion of the
indicated chirality.

The string frame cosmological constant for this theory
is calculated in section B and gives the leading term in the
dilaton potential in Einstein frame

V (φ̂)1-loop ≈ e−3φ̂
(

2.89× 10−3
)

M6
s , (31)

which is positive at leading order.

8d

Next we give a non-supersymmetric and tachyon-free 8d
orbifold model. Similarly, the only neutral scalar is the
dilaton with all other scalars charged. The situation of the
fermions is similar to that in 4d, so we will present the
spectrum only in terms of left handed Weyl fermions.
Consider the Narain lattice Γ(E8×E8)⊕Γ2;2(A2) with a

twist of the form φ = (09; 2/3) and a shift in the invariant
lattice Γ(E8 × E8)⊕ Γ(A2) given by

v = (2, 1, 0, 2, 2, 2, 1, 2, 0, 2, 0, 2, 2, 0, 2, 2, 1, 0)/3. (32)

The gauge group corresponding to the invariant lattice
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Γ(E8 × E8)⊕ Γ(A2) is broken by the shift as

E8 × E8 × SU(3) → SU(9)× SU(9)× U(1)2. (33)

The full continuous gauge group is SU(9)2 × U(1)2. The
levels of the U(1) factors are 6, 18. The total massless
spectrum is

G+ B + 162× V + 414× Fc + 414× Sc + 1× S0. (34)

Here, S0 denotes a real neutral scalar, Sc denotes a com-
plex and charged scalar, and Fc denotes a charged left
handed Weyl fermion. The representations for the charged
spectrum are given in Table III.

Sector SU(9)× SU(9) ×U(1)2 reps

Untwisted

(84, 1)0,0

(1, 84)0,0

(1,1)0,−6

(1,1)
−3,3

(1,1)3,3

ĝ + ĝ2
(9,9)

−1,1

(9,9)1,1

(9,9)0,−2

TABLE III. The charged spectrum of the non-supersymmetric
8d Z3 orbifold. For each representation listed here, there is a
complex scalar and a left handed Weyl fermion(together with
its CP conjugate).

Anomalies for this theory can be computed by 5-leg 1-
loop diagrams with external gauge fields or gravitons. Such
anomalies can be cancelled using the Green-Schwarz mech-
anism which is summarized in section C 3. The anomaly
polynomial is given by

(2π)5I10 =
1

12
X6Y4 (35)

with

X6 =
−1

4
Tr(F 3

U(1)2
) + 3Tr(F 3

a ) +
3

4
Tr(FU(1)2 )Tr(F

2
U(1)1

)

(36)

and

Y4 = Tr(F 2
U(1)2

) + 2Tr(F 2
a )− Tr(R2) + Tr(F 2

U(1)1
) (37)

where we have rescaled the U(1)s to bring them in the
canonical form Y4. The I10 anomaly is cancelled with the
GS counterterm B ∧X6.
In 8d there can also be global anomalies as discussed in

[20] but we have an even number of fermions and hence the
model is anomaly free. Similarly, to the Swampland obser-
vation in [25] the rank is even too and it would be interest-
ing to investigate if similar arguments can be applied for
these cases. Similar, generalized anomalies have been com-
puted in [26] for non-supersymmetric strings which could
directly be applied in our models.

The global gauge anomaly [27, 28] is also absent since
π8(SU(9)) = 0 and the [29] is absent since we do not have
the adjoint of SU(9).
The string frame cosmological constant for this theory

is computed by the 1-loop dilaton tadpole computed in
section B which in Einstein frame gives the leading contri-
bution to the dilaton potential:

V1−loop(φ̂) ≈ e
−8√

6
φ̂ (

1.26× 10−4
)

M8
s , (38)

which is positive. Therefore, all three models we have con-
structed have positive potential at leading order in 4,6 and
8 dimensions.

4. CONCLUSION

We have extended the landscape of non-supersymmetric,
tachyon-free string theories by introducing novel theories
in 4d, 6d, and 8d that mirror the characteristics of the
O(16)×O(16) heterotic string. The only neutral scalar in
each theory is the string coupling and each theory has a
positive potential at leading order. It would be worthwhile
to search for more such examples including in odd dimen-
sions. Other non-supersymmetric orbifold model searches
include [30–33].
The theories we have constructed all come from orbifold

models of the heterotic string. This implies that in 4d
we only have one universal axion which sets the mass of
the “anomalous” U(1). In previous works [34] more gen-
eral models have been constructed that can lower the mass
scale of the U(1) which can be more phenomenologically
plausible but contain more moduli. It would be interesting
to study minimal extensions of the N = 0 standard model
including a massive U(1), as was done for the MSSM [35],
to address a potential photon mass [36], relation to the
the B-L symmetry [37], the dark sector [38, 39] or other
phenomenological implications [40, 41]. Other attempts
include [32, 42, 43].
Additionally, the rank of the three theories is even simi-

lar to the observations in supersymmetric theories [25] and
in the rigid theories [17, 44]. Additionally, we noted that
the rank of the 4d theory did not increase as a consequence
of the quasicrystalline compactification while the 8d and
6d had the usual toroidal rank increase as those exist at
special points of gauge symmetry enhancement.
As has been discussed throughout this work, string the-

ory does give rise to non-supersymmetric vacua which can
be related to supersymmetric vacua through a web of du-
alities [45–48]. It would be interesting to further explore
such dualities.
The theories we present are free of tachyons at tree level.

However, there are two different one-loop effects that can
give mass to tree level massless states. Firstly, the mass-
less charged scalars can pick up a tachyonic/non-tachyonic
mass at one-loop. This is the case for the O(16) × O(16)
string on a circle S1 at points with maximal gauge group
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enhancement [6, 7]. But also the 1-loop scalar potential
discussed in section C1 will always add a contribution to
the charged under the U(1) scalars at 1-loop. The dilaton
also acquires a mass term at 2-loops that is positive.

There is a way to cure these two instabilities for
O(16) × O(16) and obtain a perturbatively stable non-
supersymmetric AdS [8]. By tuning to weak coupling, the
tachyons can be made light enough to be uplifted by the
gravitational potential of AdS [49], and by turning on flux,
the dilaton gets stabilized. It would be worthwhile to at-
tempt the same procedure for the new non-supersymmetric
strings presented here. However, such constructions gen-
erally will have non-perturbative instabilities [7, 50].

An interesting observation is that all leading order po-
tentials are positive for our models as well as for the 10d
non-susy tachyon-free theories. This seems to suggest that
more “rigid” tachyon free string theories always have pos-
itive cosmological constant. This is very reminiscent of
our expectation from the real world! It would be very in-
teresting to construct a counterexample or find a general
argument why this has to be the case. There are potential
examples with more moduli which have either negative cos-
mological constant [42] or vanishing cosmological constant
at one loop [51–53].

A more in depth analysis is required for our models to
determine their 1-loop fate in more general backgrounds.
Especially in 4d, the potential term due to the anomalous
U(1) competes with the possibly tachyonic effects at 1-
loop, which is interesting to study.
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University and the Swampland Initiative for their hospi-
tality during part of this work. The work of ZKB and
CV is supported by a grant from the Simons Foundation
(602883,CV), the DellaPietra Foundation, and by the NSF
grant PHY-2013858.

Appendix A: Lattice constructions

1. Gluing construction

Gluing construction is used to obtain unimodular lat-
tices from nonunimodular ones. It consists of combining
the duals of lattices along their glue groups, as we now
describe.

The glue group of a lattice Λ is given by

D(Λ) = Λ∗/Λ. (A1)

An element of the glue group is an equivalence class de-
noted as [v]. The glue group inherits the norm of the lattice
mod 2

|[v]|2 := |v|2 (mod 2). (A2)

Given two even lattices Λ1 and Λ2 with isometric glue

groups

ψ :D(Λ1) → D(Λ2) (A3)

|v|2 = |ψ(v)|2, (A4)

one can construct the unimodular lattice Λ1Λ2 as

Λ1Λ2 =
∑

[v]∈D(Λ1)

Λ1 ⊕ Λ′
2 + (v, ψ(v)′), (A5)

in which the quadratic form is given by

|(a, b)|2 = |a|2 − |b|2. (A6)

The primes for Λ2 and ψ(v) are there to remind us to flip
the sign of their quadratic form.

2. The Z5 quasicrystal

As mentioned, Z5 rotational symmetry is not possible
for 2d lattices, but are possible for 2d quasicrystals, which
are slices of 4d lattices. We explain the formalism be-
hind the construction of quasicrystals, and construct the
Z5 quasicrystal in detail in [11]. Here, we give a quick con-
struction of the indefinite lattice Γ2;2

5 with the (1/5, 2/5)
twist.
Take a starting basis vector α0 = (c1, 0; c2, 0) ∈ R2;2.

Then apply θ = R(2π/5) ⊕ R(2π2/5) to get αi := θi · α0

for i = 1, . . . , 3. Choose c1 and c2 so that the determinant
is minimal and the lattice is even. Then the lattice Γ2;2

5 is
generated by

α0 =

√
2

4
√
5
(1, 0; 1, 0) , (A7)

α1 =

√
2

4
√
5

(√
5− 1

4
,

√

5 +
√
5

2
√
2

;
−
√
5− 1

4
,

√

5−
√
5

2
√
2

)

,

(A8)

α2 =

√
2

4
√
5

(

−
√
5− 1

4
,

√

5−
√
5

2
√
2

;

√
5− 1

4
,−
√

5 +
√
5

2
√
2

)

,

(A9)

α3 =

√
2

4
√
5

(

−
√
5− 1

4
,−
√

5−
√
5

2
√
2

;

√
5− 1

4
,

√

5 +
√
5

2
√
2

)

.

(A10)

The determinant is 5, so it is not unimodular.
By the gluing construction, Γ2;2

5 Γ2;2
5 is unimodular.

More explicitly, one takes two copies of Γ2;2
5 , flip the left

and right movers for one of them, and glue along two copies
of the glue vector

w = −2

5
α0 +

1

5
α1 −

1

5
α2 +

2

5
α3 (A11)

|w|2 =
2

5
(A12)
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as

Γ2;2
5 Γ2;2

5 =

4
∑

n=0

Γ2;2
5 ⊕ Γ2;2′

5 + n(w,w′), (A13)

where the left and right movers for the primed lattice Γ2;2′

5

and the glue vector w′ are switched compared to the un-
primed ones. The result is a unimodular lattice with twists
(0, 1/5; 0, 2/5) and (1/5, 0; 2/5, 0).

3. Lattice of dimension 8 and determinant 5

Given that the determinant of the Z5 quasicrystal is 5,
it is possible to construct a unimodular lattice by gluing
it to another lattice L of dimension 8 and determinant 5.
In [54], it was shown that there is a unique even lattice in
dimension 8 with determinant 5, whose quadratic form is
given by the Gram matrix

GL =





























2 −1 0 0 0 0 0 0

−1 2 −1 0 0 0 0 0

0 −1 2 −1 0 0 −1 0

0 0 −1 2 −1 0 0 0

0 0 0 −1 2 −1 0 0

0 0 0 0 −1 2 0 0

0 0 −1 0 0 0 2 1

0 0 0 0 0 0 1 6





























. (A14)

The lattice L can be thought of as the root lattice Γ(E7)
together with a long vector α8 with α2

8 = 6 and α7 ·α8 = 1,
where αi for i = 1, . . . , 7 are simple roots of E7.
The glue vector of L is given by

b =
1

5
(α1 + 2α2 − 2α3 + α4 − α5 + 2α6 − 2α7 + 2α8)

(A15)

|b|2 =
2

5
. (A16)

Comparing with (A12), we see that the glue vectors of
Γ2;2
5 and L are isometric. Therefore, we can use the gluing

construction to get the unimodular lattice

LΓ2;2
5 =

4
∑

n=0

L⊕ Γ2;2′ + n(b, w′). (A17)

The lattice has the twist (1/5, 04; 2/5).

Appendix B: 1-loop potential

The one-loop cosmological constant is obtained by in-
tegrating the partition function over the fundamental do-
main F of the torus as

Λ1-loop = − 1

(2π
√
α′)d

∫

F

d2τ

2τ
d/2+1
2

Z(τ). (B1)

We present the partition function of each ĝn-twisted sector,
and compute the cosmological constant. Similar to the
O(16)×O(16) string, all of them have positive cosmological
constant.

4d

The partition function Zn of the ĝn-twisted sector is

Z0 = 2q−1 + 30q−1q̄ − 10 + 150q̄ − 158q

+ 330qq̄ + . . .
(B2)

Z1 = Z4 = −215 + 4125q1/5q̄1/5 − 33250q2/5q̄2/5

+ 126375q3/5q̄3/5 − 2150q̄

− 239175(1+ 10q̄)q + . . .

(B3)

Z2 = Z3 = 90− 8000q2/5q̄2/5 − 30125q3/5q̄3/5

+ 19250q4/5q̄−1/5 + 115500q4/5q̄4/5

+ 675q̄ + 113650q+ 852375qq̄+ . . .

(B4)

The cosmological constant at one loop is

− 1

(2π
√
α′)4

∫

F

1

2τ32
Z(τ) ≈

(

3.13× 10−2
)

α′−2. (B5)

6d

The partition functions are given as

Z0 = 4q−1 + 20q−1q̄ − 4− 4q − 20q̄ − 20qq̄ + . . . (B6)

Z1 = Z2 = Z3 = Z4

= −125− 625q1/5q̄1/5 + 142500q4/5q̄4/5 − 625q̄

+ 23750q4/5q̄−1/5 − 63125q− 315625qq̄+ . . .

(B7)

The cosmological constant at one loop is

− 1

(2π
√
α′)6

∫

F

1

2τ42
Z(τ) ≈

(

2.89× 10−3
)

α′−3. (B8)

8d

The partition functions are given as

Z0 = 6q−1 + 54q−1q̄ − 18− 162q̄ + . . . (B9)

Z1 = Z2 = −729 + 13122q2/3q̄−1/3 + 183708q2/3q̄2/3

− 6561q̄− 183708q− 1653370qq̄+ . . .

(B10)

The cosmological constant is

− 1

(2π
√
α′)8

∫

F

1

2τ52
Z(τ) ≈

(

1.26× 10−4
)

α′−4. (B11)
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Appendix C: Anomalies

In this appendix we will reviews general aspects of
anomalies in 4,6,8 dimensions used to demonstrate the con-
sistency of our models. Of course in string theory anoma-
lies are cancelled automatically and specifically in the het-
erotic string theory both the anomaly term and the Green-
Schwarz term come from 1-loop 1 +D/2 amplitudes.

1. 4d Anomalies

In 4d CP acts by exchanging chirality and hence
terms odd under charge conjugation cancel automatically.
Anomalies are captured by triangle diagrams with external
gauge fields /gravitons and internal chiral fermions.

All irreducible anomalies are expected to cancel auto-
matically as they do not participate in the Green-Schwarz
mechanism [22] which we will discuss below.

The condition for the non-abelian gauge anomaly can-
cellation is

∑

iE
G
Ri

= 0 where TrR(F 3) = ERtrF (F
3) For

SO(10) its trivially satisfied since all representations are
real. For the other gauge groups we have

E
SU(5)
5/10 = E

SU(3)
3 = E

SU(2)
2 = 1 (C1)

and its simple check that all anomalies cancel. The abelian
factors can be more subtle and they could have anoma-
lous U(1) − Graviton − Graviton diagrams exactly when
Tr(Q) 6= 0. Such an anomaly was discussed in [20] and can
be cancelled by the Green-Schwarz mechanism[22]. Such
U(1)s are called “anomalous” and in fact they will become
massive.

Consider the situation of one “anomalous” U(1)X which
applies to the heterotic string theory with a single universal
axion and hence our model. Then the gauge transforma-
tion AX

µ → AX
µ + ∂µǫ leads to the anomalous variation

δXS = − 1

32π2

∫

ǫ{cXF 2
U(1)X

+
∑

a

ca Tr(F
2
Ga

)− cR Tr(R2)

+
∑

i

cXiFU(1)X ∧ FU(1)i +
∑

ij

cijFU(1)i ∧ FU(1)j )}

(C2)

where cX = 1
3 Tr(Q

3
X), ca = Tr(AG

Ri
QX) cR =

1
24 Tr(QX), cXi = 2Tr(Q2

XQi), ci = 2Tr(QXQ
2
i ) with

Tr(F 2)R = AG
RTrF (F

2) .

We use the Green-Schwarz mechanism [22] to cancel
these anomalies. In 4d the Bµν field is Poincare dual to a
scalar axion θ and the axion participates in the anomaly
cancellation [55] by a transforming [56] as δǫθ =

1
64π2 cXMǫ

for some massM which is identified with Ms in string the-
ory. So we can equivalently describe the GS mechanism
using the axion.

Lθ = −
∑

i

1

4g2U(1)i

|FU(1)i |2 −
∑

a

1

4g2Ga

|FGa
|2

− (∂µθ +
1

64π2
cXM AX

µ )2

+
2θ

McX
{
∑

ij

cijFU(1)i ∧ FU(1)j +
∑

a

ca Tr(F
2
Ga

)

+
∑

i

cXiFU(1)X ∧ FU(1)j +
∑

X

cXF
2
U(1)X

− cR Tr(R2)}

+
∑

i

AU(1)i ∧AX ∧ (cXiFX + cijFU(1)i)

(C3)

the last term represents the generalized Chern-Simons

term [57] which is needed to preserve the gauge invariance
of the non-anomalous U(1)s
Note that the Green-Scwarz mechanism we have pre-

sented implies that the anomalous U(1) gains a Stückelberg
mass mX = 1

64π2 cXM .Then the axion is “eaten” by the
anomalous U(1) and serves as the longitudinal component
of the massive vector. Therefore, the only real neutral
scalar field that remains is the dilaton.
The various group theory constants in Equation C3 sat-

isfy the relation

TrGa
(AG

Ri
QX) = Tr(Q2

jQX) =
1

3
Tr(Q3

X) =
1

24
Tr(QX)

(C4)

where the group generators are all normalized to have level
1. A simple check will show that indeed our model sat-
isfies these Equation C4. As we showed above the mass
of the massive U(1) needs to be 1

64π2 Tr(Q
3)M to cancel

the anomalies. However, in N = 1 4d string compactifica-
tions it has been shown thatMX = 1

192π2 Tr(Q)Ms [21, 58]
for the universal axion GS which supports Equation C41.
More, generally for any pertubative compactification of
the heterotic string, worldsheet modular invariance has
been shown [59, 60] to imply the relations Equation C4
which are indeed satisfied for our model. The mass of the
“anomalous” U(1) has been computed in N = 1, 2 type I
string theory [34] and non-supersymmetric Type I in [33]
with more general axion couplings.
In our case the axion corresponds to the dual of the

Kalb-Ramond field. The coupling with the massive U(1)
is given by MXB ∧ FX as discussed above and hence the
coupling to the axion MX∂µθA

µ. The mass of the U(1)
comes from the two point amplitude of AX

µ with an in-
ternal θ and hence the mass term of the U(1) is given by
M2

X(AX
µ )2. In string theory this term comes from a 2-loop

diagram [23] and hence the mass term in Einstein frame is

1M of Equation C3 represents a UV mass scale. In string theory this
scale is given by M = Ms.
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given by e6φM2
X . Therefore, the U(1) gets massed up and

“eats” the axion to become its longitudinal mode.
In the N = 1 case a massive U(1) has been shown to

give rise to a Fayet-Illiopoulos term [21, 58] at 1-loop which
gives mass to the charged scalars while the dilaton picks
up a mass at 2-loops [24]. The potential in this case is
given by

VD = e−2
√
2φ̂g2s

(

e
√
2φ̂M2

X +
∑

i

qiϕ
∗
iϕi

)

(C5)

in terms of the canonically normalized dilaton.
Additionally, we can also compute the 1-loop beta func-

tion for our model. For a 4d gauge theory with gauge group
G =

∏

Gi, the 1-loop beta function β(gi) corresponding
to Gi is given by

β(gi) =
g3i

16π2
bi (C6)

bi = −11

3
I(Radj) +

1

3

∑

Complex
scalars

I(Rs) +
2

3

∑

Weyl
fermions

I(Rf )

(C7)

where I corresponds to the index of a representation e.g.
for SU(N) we have I(F ) = 1

2 , I(Radj) = N . For abelian
factors Gi = U(1), we have I(Radj) = 0 and I(q) = q2,
where q is the U(1) charge. We find

bSO(10) = −9 (C8)

bSU(5) = −3

2
(C9)

bSU(3) =
67

2
(C10)

bSU(2) =
121

6
(C11)

bU(1) =

(

1610, 4070,
9250

3
, 34440

)

. (C12)

The order of the U(1) factors is the same as in Table I.
We see that only the SO(10) and SU(5) factors are asymp-
totically free.

2. 6d Anomalies

The 6d local anomalies are computed in [20]. In our
case we have one single 2-form field which splits into one
self-dual and one anti self-dual two form and hence they
do not contribute to the anomalies. Therefore, the 8-form
anomaly receives contributions from only chiral fermions
of both chiralities since in 6d they are independent.

I8 =
∑

i

(nRi

+

∑

a

I1/2(F
a
Ri
, R) + nRi

−
∑

a

I1/2(F
a
Ri
, R))

(C13)

The Green-Schwarz mechanism[22] requires the anomaly
polynomial to be reducible and split in the from

(2π)4I8 =
1

12
X4Y4 (C14)

Anomaly cancellation is achieved by introducing the coun-
terterm B ∧X4.

Note that the irreducible terms Tr(R4), T r(F 4) need to
cancel identically which gives the conditions

Tr(F 4) :
∑

ia

(n
Ra

i

+ − n
Ra

i

− )BRa
i
= 0 (C15)

Tr(R4) :
∑

a

(na
+ − na

−) = 0 (C16)

Tr(F 3
a )Fb :

∑

ia

(n
Rab

i

+ − n
Rab

i

− )ERa
i
Qb = 0 (C17)

where the group theory invariants are defined in C21 with

A
SU(5)
5 = 1, A

SU(5)
10 = 3, E

SU(5)
5/10 = 1. Note that Tr(F ) is

automatically zero for both non-abelian and abelian the-
ories because in the former Tr(T a) = 0 and for the latter
CP conjugates in 6d have the same chirality but conjugate
representations q → −q, R → R̄.

3. 8d Anomalies

In this case anomaly contributions come from one-loop
diagrams with five external legs of gauge fields or gravi-
tons and internal chiral fermions. Since CP conjugation
exchanges chirality we will only consider states of definite
chirality.

The total anomaly polynomial consists of anomalies that
are reducible and irreducible. The reducible term are such
that

(2π)5Ired.10 =
1

12
X6 ∧ Y4 (C18)

which means that they can be cancelled by a Green-
Schwarz counter term

B ∧X6 (C19)

with the appropriate transformation properties of δB that
cancel the anomalies as described in [22]. The irreducible
anomalies (e.g. FiR

4) need to cancel identically since they
do not participate in GS and hence we do not describe
them but they are satisfied for our models. We note that
anomalies coefficients with representations invariant under
charge conjugation will be automatically zero like in 4d
because of CPT invariance.

The reducible anomalies are given by Ĩred.10 =
12(2π)3Ired.10
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Ired.10 =
1

10

∑

i

aiTr(F
5
i ) +

1

10

∑

m

cm Tr(F 3
m)2

+
∑

I 6=J

cIJ Tr(F 2
I )Tr(F

3
J ) +

1

2

∑

i6=J

biJ Tr(Fi)Tr(F
4
J )

+
1

2

∑

i,m

fim Tr(Fi)Tr(F
2
m)2 + 3

∑

i,J,K

fiJK Tr(Fi)Tr(F
2
J )Tr(F

2
K)

+
1

24

∑

I

dI Tr(F
3
I )Tr(R

2) +
1

8

∑

i,J

eiJ Tr(Fi)Tr(F
2
J )Tr(R

2)

(C20)

where i is over the two abelian groups and I = i,m
over all gauge groups and the various group the-
oretic constants are given by ai = Tr(Q5

i ), bij =
Tr(QiQ

4
j), bim = Tr(QiBRm

), cij = Tr(Q2
iQ

2
j), cim =

Tr(Q2
iERm

), cmn = Tr(ARm
ERn

), cm = Tr(KRm
), fijm =

Tr(QiQ
2
jARm

), finm = Tr(QiARn
ARm

), fim =

Tr(QiCRi
), di = Tr(Q3

i ), dm = Tr(ERm
), eij =

Tr(QiQ
2
J), eim = Tr(QiARm

)
with the following relations

TrR(F 2) = AR TrV (F ),TrR(F 3) = ER TrV (F
3)

TrR(F 4) = BR TrV (F
4) + CR TrV (F

2)2

TrR(F 5) = DR TrV (F
5) +KR TrV (F

3)TrV (F
2)

(C21)

with D84 = −27, D9 = 1, E84 = 9, E9 = 1, A84 =
21, A9 = 1, C84 = 15, C9 = 0, B89 = −9, B9 = 1,K84 = 30.
We note that consistency requires 12Tr(Q5) = 5Tr(Q3)

and Tr(Q) = 0 for the U(1) factors to factorize.
There could also be anomalies similar to those in C 1 for

U(1)s but are not present in this model and hence we do
not discuss them here.
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