arXiv:hep-th/0303138v1 14 Mar 2003

SLAC-PUB-9665
Chiral rings, Mirror Symmetry and
the Fate of Localized Tachyons

Sang-Jin Sin
Stanford Linear Accelerator Center, Stanford University, Stanford CA 94305 *
and

Department of Physics, Hanyang University, Seoul, 133-791, Korea '

February 8, 2020

Abstract

We study the localized tachyon condensation of non-supersymmetric orbifold back-
grounds in their mirror Landau-Ginzburg picture. We first show that the R-charges of
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show that the minimal tachyon mass in twisted sectors increases in CFT and type 0 string
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with type 0 and IT under the RG-flow.
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1 Introduction

The study of open string tachyon condensation[I] has led to many interesting consequences
including classification of the D-brane charge by K-theory. While the closed string tachyon
condensation involve the change of the background spacetime and much more difficult, if we
consider the case where tachyons can be localized at the singularity, one may expect the max-
imal analogy with the open string case. Along this direction, the study of localized tachyon
condensation was considered first in [2] using the brane probe and renormalization group flow
and by many others[3, A, B, @, [0, §]. The basic picture is that tachyon condensation induces
cascade of decays of the orbifolds to less singular ones until the spacetime supersymmetry is re-
stored. Therefore the localized tachyon condensation has geometric description as the resolution

of the spacetime singularities.

Soon after, Vafa[3] considered the problem in the Landau-Ginzburg (LG) formulation using
the Mirror symmetry and confirmed the result of [2]. In [], Harvey, Kutasov, Martinec and
Moore studied the same problem using the RG flow as deformation of chiral ring and in term
of toric geometry. In both papers, the worldsheet N=2 supersymmetry was utilized in essential

ways.

The tachyon condensation process can be regarded as a RG-flow, along which there is a
decreasing quantity, c-function, [9] for unitary conformal field theories. However, under the the
localized tachyon condensation in non-compact space, ¢ is constant[2, 4] since it measure the
bulk degree of freedom. Therefore it would be very interesting to have a quantity which has a
property of monotonicity along the RG-flow like the c-function of Zamolodchikov . Along this
line, the authors of [] suggested a quantity, g, which is a closed string analogue of the ground
state degeneracy in open string theory[I0)]. On the other hand, Dabholkar and Vafa[h] suggested
the maximal R-charge of Ramond sector (see [16, [I7] for ealier study on this quantity), as a
c-function of the twisted sector describing the localized tachyon condensation. Although both
suggestions have well motivated physical intuition, the prediction of two quantity are slightly
different[7]. The prediction of g. is also not compatible with [2] as pointed out in []. In [7],
it was suggested that the lowest twisted tachyon mass increases along RG flow. Using the

spectral flow and CTP invariance of the Ramond sector and the mass and the R-charge for



chiral primaries, one can easily see that the proposal of [7] is equivalent to the GSO projected

version of the one given by [5].

The monotonically increasing property of R-charge is related to a theorem in singularity
theory called semi-continuity of spectrum[I2] in singularity theory, which was conjectured by
Arnold [T1] and proved later by Varchenko[I3] and Steenbrink[T4]. These mathematical result
can be applied[T6] to the Landau-Ginzburg theory with the help of non-renormalization property
of N = 2 supersymmetric world sheet theory. In our case, the LG theory that is mirror to the
orbifold C"/Z,, is not an ordinary LG theory but an orbifolded LG [I5] model and hence the
theorem can not be applied directly. Although it is easy to see the monotonicity of R-charge
for C/Z, case, it is not trivial for C?/Z, case. Therefore the proposal of [A] is conjecture rather
than a theorem even at the on shell (CFT) level. The main goal of this paper is to prove
this conjecture, i.e, the lowest tachyon mass or equivalently the minimal R-charge in orbifold
CFT and type 0 theories increases when we compare those in UV and IR fixed points. The
behavior of R-charge in the intermediate stage is very interesting but it is out of the scope.
Interestingly, our method applies only to the orbifolded Landau-Ginzburg thoery and does not
apply to the generic LG theories. In this sense, our method is complementary to the method

used in mathematical literature.

We use the mirror LG picture of Vafa and the existence of the two copies of (2,2) worldsheet
supersymmetries. We need several preparation to achieve the goal. In CFT of C?/Z,, there are
22 extended chiral ring structures according to the choice of complex structures of each C factor.
We call them as cc, ca, ac and aa rings. For string spectrum, we need to put spectrum of all 4
sectors together. When we consider the behavior of cc ring elements under the condensation of
a tachyon in cc ring, we can establish an explicit mapping between spectrum of initial and final
orbifold conformal field theories. We will be able to show that individual R-charge of tachyons
increases under the process. This is possible since we have control over the RG-process due to
the world sheet (2,2) supersymmetry off the criticality, which povide the non-renormalization
theorem. However, we have to deal with other cases as well: what happen to the R-charges of
operators in ca or other rings when a tachyon operator in cc ring condensate? The answer is
that we lose control, since we lose all supersymmetry off the criticality hence we do not have

non-renormalization theorem.



What saves us from this difficulty is the presence of the enhenced 2" copies of (2,2) worldsheet
SUSY in orbifold CFT’s. This is because its presence allows us to choose the supersymmetry
generators Gj_E ; and complex structure such that the condensing tachyon belongs to cc-ring.
We can then dzetermine the generators of the daughter theories. Since we know that the final
products of the decay are again orbifold theories [2, B, 4], knowing the fate of the cc-ring element
is enough to establish the fate of entire spectrum. We will be able to establish linear mappings
for each of 4 chiral rings, some of which do not necessarily describe tachyon condensation process
of individual R-charges. They just connect between the spectrum of mother and daughter
theories. We can also show that the linear mapping has the property such that the R-charges
of their images are bigger than the R-charges of the originals. The mere existence of such

mappings will enable us to show our main goal: the minimal charge increases under TC.

In order to discuss the string theory, we need one more element to discuss: the GSO projec-
tion. The GSO projection in the context of orbifold theory is quite non-trivial. For example,
the orbifold thoeries C?/Z,1,—1) and C?/Z,1 1) are identical in CFT level, but they have
completely different spectra after GSO projection. We will also examine whether there is a
GSO projected version of the theorem discussed above. We will illustrate that in some exam-
ples of type II theory, even in the case of condensing marginal operator, the minimal charge
still increases. This is a behavior not expected from a c-function. In fact, The c-theorem is
a property of CFT and GSO is imposed by hand in a way that has nothing to do with the
dynamics of CFT. Therefore it is likely that the c-theorem does not hold for type II string
theory in general. We also show that type II string should decay into type II only, while type
0 string can decay into either type 0 and type II.

The rest of the paper goes as follows: In section 2, we will summarize the basic elements
of mirror Landau-Ginzburg theory of orbifold CFT. In section 3, explicit construction of four
chiral ring elements and corresponding monomials (i.e, their mirror representations) will be
constructed. After constructing a standard chiral rings of (2,2) SUSY of C!/Z, and C?/Z, in
section 3.1 and 3.2 respectively, we will show in section 3.3 that any tachyon constructed from
the mode of worldsheet fermion can be considered as an BPS state, i,e, an chiral ring element
by considering all 4 copies of (2,2) worldsheet SUSY. In section 4, we consider the behavior of

individual R-charges of a chiral ring when tachyon in the same ring condenses. In section 4.1,



we first establish a linear map that connect the initial and final state. then in section 4.2, we
complete the prescription of Vafa[3] by determining the generator of the orbifold theories of
the daughter theory when given chiral ring element condensates. In section 4.3, using all the
preliminaries established in section 3 and 4, we can prove our main statement. In section 5.1,
we will review the relation between the R-charge and tachyon mass to show that the property
of minimal charge in NS sector will be identical to that of the maximal charge in Ramond
sector In section 5.2, our main statement described above is proved. The result so far is at the
level of CFT and type 0 string theory where no tachyon spectrum is projected out. In section
6, we address the question on the behavior of the minimal R-charge after the GSO projection.
In section 6.1, we discuss the chiral GSO projection in the orbifold CF'T, using the relation
of partition functions of Green-Schwarz formalism and those in the NSR formalism. We also
discuss in type 0 and IT in orbifold theory in detail. In section 6.2, we discuss the GSO projected
version of the theorem proved in section 5. In section 7, we discuss the transition between the

type 0 and type II. we conclude with discussions.

2 Landau-Ginzburg as Mirror pairs of Orbifolds

The notion of mirror symmetry in Calabi-Yau manifolds is T-duality on torus fibration whose
fibers are supersymmetric 3-torus [I8]. In [19], the mirror symmetry is derived by by applying
the T-duality to the 2 dimensional gauge theory that flows to non-linear sigma model in IR. The
T-duality turns the non-linear sigma model to Landau-Ginzburg model where a superpotential
is generated by the vortex gas of high energy gauge system. The analysis is made precise in
[20] and the method can be applied to the case whose target space given by a toric manifold,
which is a torus fibration over a manifold. The basic reason why orbifold can be discussed in
terms of Landau Ginzburg model is because the former can be thought as a limit of non-linear
sigma model. In following subsection we give a brief summary of Vafa’s work [3] on localized

tachyon condensation by applying above ideas to non-compact target space.



2.1 Mirror symmetry and Orbifolds
The orbifold C"/Z, is defined by the Z,, action given by equivalence relation
(X1, X)) ~ (WX, w0 X)), w = e (2.1)

We call (ki,- -+, k) as the generator of the Z, action.

In gauged linear sigma model(GLSM) [19], the U(1) gauge symmetry acts on charged fields
(Xo, X1, ..., X;.) of charges (—n, ki, ..., k,.) by

(X0, X1, .., Xp) = (Xoe™™0 X e X,er?). (2.2)
The geometry of vacuum manifold of GLSM is described by the D-term constraints

—n|Xo? + ) kil Xi|? =t (2.3)

Notice that in t — —oo limit, X, should take large vacuum expectation value. Then the U(1)
is broken to Z,, acting on X;’s precisely as eq.([21]) and the X;’s are massless fields. Hence we
get orbifold as t — —oo limit of GLSM. On the other hand, in the ¢ — oo limit, the target
space corresponds to the O(—n) bundle over the weighted projected space W Py,
by

.....

(X1, Xo) ~ (AP X L M X), A#£0 (2.4)

where at least one of the X; is non-zero. X direction corresponds to the non-compact fiber of

this bundle. Here ¢ plays role of size of the W Py, .

By dualizing this GLSM, we get a LG model with a superpotential

W=3exp(—Y), (2.5)
i=0
where twisted chiral fields Y; are periodic Y; ~ Y; + 27i and related to X; by
RelYi] = |Xi[2 (2.6)

By introducing the variable

u; = e Y/, (2.7)



the D-term constraint is expressed as
e Y0 = ¢t/m H u. (2.8)

The periodicity of Y; imposes the identification :
w; ~ XMy, (2.9)

, namely we need to mod out each u; by Z,. The periodicity of Y; requires the right hand side
of (Z8) to be invariant under this Z, phase multiplication. Therefore the group we have to

mod out is (Z,)""! rather than (Z,)". One summarize this result symbolically

W = Z ul + et/m H ut ) )(Z,) (2.10)

Therefore the mirror of the orbifold (t — —oo limit) is the orbifolded LG model:

W= ZU?]//(Zn)T_l- (2.11)

The information about k; is hidden in the constraint of the 7Z, action: it should preserve the
monomial 7" = [];_, u*. The ground states of n — 1 twisted sectors are N=2 chiral primaries
and give twisted fields. The first twisted field is identified with 7' = [[, uf* and T" is twisted
fields of [-th sector. Since the R-charge of u; is 1/n, the R-charge of T"is R[T] = ) . k;/n. Since
it is chiral primary, the conformal dimension is given by Ap = %R[T |. The generic deformation

by all twist fields is given by

W = Z ull + Z_: 6T/ ) (Z,)" 7, (2.12)
7 =1

for some complex parameters t; representing the strength of the condensation of 7*. In order

to make the dimension of 7" lowest possible, we should replace T" by []; u; , where {z} is

the fractional part of x.

The GSO projection is given by W — —W . For odd n, one can use u; — —u; for G-parity

transoformation. For even n, one can use u? — —u?, and uf'uk? — —uf 452, Finally the RG

flow correspond to W — A~'WW; due to the non-renormalization of F-term, it is simply given

by the scaling dimension of [ d?xd*f. Under the scaling u; — AY/"u;, t should run by

t(A) =t+ (> ki—n)logA. (2.13)



2.2 Local ring of LG v.s Chiral ring of orbifold CFT

One important aspect of the mirror of the orbifold is that it is not a just a Landau-Ginzburg
theory but the orbifolded version of it as it was denoted by in eq.([ZI0). Due to this, the
chiral ring structure of the theory is very different from that of LG model. For example, the
dimension of the local ring of the super potential W = > "7 u" is (n — 1)", while the dimension
of the chiral ring of the C"/Z,, the Witten index of the orbifold Tr(—1)%, is always n — 1,
regardless of 7. For example, for C?/Z,, case the monomial basis of local ring of superpotential

W =uf +uy is
{u'u?[(p1, p2) = (n{jky/n}, n{jka/n}), 5 = 0,1, ....,n = 2}, (2.14)

for some (k1, k), which we call as generator.

Another distinguished feature of LG theory as a mirror of the NLSM is in the counting of
the U(1) charge of the local ring. In usual LG model, the monomial u;p;ub® gives the weight
vector (py,p2). 1 This is not true in this case due to the unusual kinetic term in terms of w1, us,
the variable that gives polynomial super-potential. Namely, the identification u; = e~ ¥/" leads
us to the kinetic term (9Y;)? = (Qu;/u;)?, which is large in IR limit u — 0. The potential term
V = |V, W|% Since we need to measure the weight of the superpotential with respect to the
kinetic term, we need to shift (p1,p2) to (p1 + 1,pa + 1), to measure the weight and charge

correctly. This may be seen more clearly by rewriting the bosonic action as

5= [(dou  luig, P/ (2.15)

(2

As a consequence, the identity operator has a weight vector (1,1) and there is no monomial
having the weight vector (0,0) representing the vacuum of untwisted vector. This standard
basis is very awkward to use due to the mismatch of the power and the weight. Furthermore,
in this local ring basis (2.14]) , we are in lack of monomials which is necessary to describe the
some of the twisted sectors: it does not have any monomial whose weight vector is (p,0). To

overcome these difficulty, it is proper to consider the ideal generated by u;V,,W = Vy. W rather

'The weight here is integer normalized one, i.e, weight multiplied by n.



than that generated by V,,. Then the ideal is given by

I = {u} f1 + ub fa] f1, f2 are arbitrary holomorphic polynomial}, (2.16)

n—1 _
i =

and our local ring is identified by u]' = 0 instead of usual u

Summarizing, the local ring of the mirror LG model of the orbifold is given by
and the monomial basis of our orbifolded LG theory is given by

{ui'u?[(p1, p2) = (n{jky/n}, n{jka/n}), 5 =1, .on — 1}, (2.18)

Notice that comparing with eq. (ZI4), the range of j is shifted by 1. There is no shift
in measuring the weight so that u}'ub® has weight (p1,ps) and charge (p;/n,p2/n), which is
natural and desired. Including j = 0 is natural in this construction and it corresponds to the

untwisted sector.

3 Chiral Rings of the Orbifolds

Here we construct chiral rings of orbifolds21] in terms of modes, which in turn will allows us
to construct the chiral ring in terms of monomials of LG model. First we work out C!/Z,, for
simplicity. For C?/Z,, the existence of the 4 copies of (2,2) worldsheet SUSY will enables to
prove that for any worldsheet fermion generated tachyon can be constructed as a BPS state,

i.e, a member of a chiral ring.

3.1 C'/z,
The Energy momentum tensor of the NSR string on the cone C!/Z, is
1 1

where X = X! +iX? X* = X! —iX? and ¢ and 1* are Weyl fermions which are conjugate

to each other with respect to the target space complex structure. All the fields appearing here



describe worldsheet left movers. We denote the corresponding worldsheet complex conjugate

by bared fields: X, X* ,v*. The N = 2 world sheet SCFT algebra is generated by T,

Gt =¢*0X, G~ =¢¥dX* and J = ¢*1). The orbifold symmetry group
Zn={g'l=0,1,2,---,n— 1, with ¢" =1}

act on the fields in NS sector by

g-X(o+2m,71) = ezmk/Ng-X(a,T),

g-X*(o+42m,1) = e‘zmk/Ng~X*(a,T),
g- 1/}(0- + 27T7 T) = _627Tik/Ng ' w(o-v T)v

g v (o+2m,T) = —e 7 Ng. Y (o, 7).

The mode expansion of the the fields in the conformal plane are given by

where a = k/N. The quantization conditions are:

[an+aa a*—m—a] = 5m,na {,lvbr-i-a? wis—a} = 57“78‘
Hence the conjugate variables are given by

T * _
Upyag = Qg (Oén—a)]L = Q—n+ta,

w;[-i-a = ¢ir—a7 (¢:—a)T = ¢—T—|—a-

(3.2)

(3.3)

(3.6)

The vacuum is defined as a state that is annihilated by all positive modes. Notice that as

a grows greater than 1, Y iia (¢1_,)changes from a creation(annihilation) to an annihilation
2

(creation) operator. The (left mode) hamiltonian of the orbifolded complex plane is

1 1
Hy =2 (08 atnsa + 0cnral ] + 2 > [0+ @), trsa + (r — Qrpati_,] -

2

rEZ-‘r%

10

(3.7)



The contribution of the left modes to the zero energy is

R 1 1 1 1,1
E, —§§(n+a)+§;(n—a)—§;(n+§+a)—§§(§+n—a). (3.8)
If we define -
fla)=> (n+a)=1/24— (a—1/2)*/2, (3.9)

then f(a) = f(1—a) and f(a+1/2) = f(—a+1/2) so that the above sum gives E}' = a/2—1/8.
Embedding the cone to the string theory to make the target space C/Z, x R™!, we need to add
the zero energy fluctuation of the 6 transverse flat space, 6 x (—1/24)(1 + 1/2) = —3/8 to the

zero point energy, which finally become

1 1
B}l = 5(a —1), for 0<a< 5 (3.10)

If 1/2 < a <1, then (a — %)wj_a¢_%+a should be added to the normal ordered Hamiltonian
2
while (% — a)qﬁ_% +a¥1_, should be removed from it. Therefore the zero point energy should be
2

modified to be

E()L:%(a—l)—%[— <%—a)+<a—%)] :—%a, for %<a<1. (3.11)

From this we can identify the weight and charge of twisted ground states using
Ef=A—-1/2, and q=+£2A, (3.12)

where we take + if the the ground state is a chiral state and — for if it is anti-chiral state.

We now construct next level chiral and anti-chiral primary states by applying the creation

operator.

+ _ * Y
Gty o= Y v Cnta = V1,0 1ha oo,

35—

= E :w—n—%—l-aa:;—a = ¢—%+aaia +oeee (313)
Notice that for 0 < a < 3, ¢35 __|0 >= 0, hence
2

G*,10 >=0 (3.14)

11



so that |0 > is a chiral state. It has a weight a/2 and R-charge a, so that the local ring element

of LG theory corresponding to |0 >, can be identified as u*:
0 >,~ uf. (3.15)

The first excited state is ¢, 1 |0 > which is annihilated by G_,:

[NIES

GZ1the_1|0>=0. (3.16)

Therefore it is an anti-chiral state. Its weight is %(1 —a) and charge is a—1, hence it corresponds
to u" "

Yo1]0 >~ a7, (3.17)

For i <a <1, wa_%\o >= 0, hence G:%|O >= (0 so that |0 > is a anti-chiral state. It has
weight %(1 — a) and charge a — 1, hence the corresponding local ring element is 4" ~*. The first
excited state is 17 |0 > which is annihilated by G, therefore it is a chiral state. Its weight
is a/2 and the chQarge is a hence the corresponding lécal ring element is again u*. Using the
weight and charge relation for chiral and anti-chiral states, we see that ¢* has +1 charge and

1 has —1 charge.
So far we have worked out the first twisted sector for arbitrary generator k. For the j-

th twisted sector, we can easily extend the above identifications by observing that a is the

fractional part of jk/n;
a={jk/n}. (3.18)
The result is that for all chiral operators, the local ring elements are given by «™7%/"} and for

the anti-chiral operators they are given by @” "/%/*} In both cases j runs from 1 to n — 1 for

twisted sectors. It is worthwhile to observe that

n(l = {jk/n}) = n{j(n —k)/n}, (3.19)

so that the generator of the anti-chiral ring is "%, while that of chiral ring is u*. Since it is

the building block for the results in higher dimensional theories, we tabulate the above results

in table [

12



Region vacuum annihilator creators
0<a<sz| [0>~um Vi Ya-1]0 >~ arme
2
T<a<1|]0>~a"m Va1 i 0>~ um
2

Table 1: Twisted vacuum and first excited states. The chirality is equal to the holomorphic structure of the target space, i.e,

chiral(anti-chiral) states correspond to monomial of u (@).

What about the case a = —k/n < 0?7 The answer can be read off from what we already
have by noticing that above structure is periodic in a with period 1, because we should shift
the mode if a is bigger than 1. The effect of a — —a amounts to exchanging the role of 1) and
y*. Therefore in this case, the local ring elements of LG dual are given by u"™*/"} and for

the anti-chiral operators they are given by @"7/¥/"},

N 1 1 v S P
| V102 V19 il qo>  Ylox ~2,1/4y
lal N
i 2 1/37 Nz 1
\\\ /,/ O / \
\\\ |O>// 0> // *
(6 |03+ /T \\
\\\ /// ////’/ \\\\ \
. . -1/2l BN
1 1
(i) |g| v.s a for any k<0 (i) |9 v.sjn, k=3 (iii) |af v.sj/n, k=-1 (iv) mass v.s a

Figure 1: Spectrum versus twists in C1/Zn: (i) 2A = |q| v.s @ = {jk/n} for any k > 0. The states on solid lines are chiral
while those on the dotted lines are anti-chiral. (ii) |g| v.s j/n for k=3, (iii) |¢| v.s j/n for k = —1. For k < 0, the role of chiral and
anti-chiral states are interchanged. (iv) All possible Tachyom mass v.s a. Dotted lines are for the (twisted) vacuum, solid lines are
for worldsheet fermion excitations, the rests are for scalar excitations. Notice that the lowest tachyon mass is always generated by

worldsheet fermion.

The first three graphs in Figlll show the weight versus twist a for the various cases. The
charge can be read off by the ¢ = £2A rule. We are interested in 2A since left and right moving
parts contribute the same to the masses of the states represented by these polynomials. The

1

last figure in Figlll is mass spectrum ;o' M 2 = E} as function of the twist a for all possible

13



tachyons including the scalar excitations:

o ,0): EF = (3a—1)/2, for O<a<%
= a/2, for % <a<l
a_q-al0): Ef = (1-a)/, for 0<a< %
= (2-30)/2 for j<a<l (3.20)
These scalar excitations o* ,|0), a_1_q)|0) are tachyons if 0 < a < 1/3,2/3 < a < 1 respectively.

They can not be characterized as a chiral or anti-chiral states. Furthermore it never gives the

lowest tachyon mass, hence we will not pay much attention afterward.

3.2 C?/z,

Now we extend the result of previous section to C?/Z, case, which is our main interests. We in-
troduce two sets of (bosonic and fermionic) complex fields XM, (D) 4p*(1); X @) X*2) 45(2) 4)+(2)
and specify how the orbifold group Z, is acting on each set of fields. The group action is the
same as before except that Z,, can act on first and second set of fields with different generators

k1 and k. For example, in the first twisted sector,

g- X(l)(O' + 27Ta T) = e2ﬂik1/Ng : X(l)(aa 7_)7
g XO(o+2m7) = NG XO(o,7). (3:21)

Since three parameter n, ki, ko fix an C?/Z,, orbifold theory completely, we use notation n(ky, ks)

to denote it.

Let a; = k;/n as before. For 0 < a; < %, the zero energy fluctuation can be calculated as

11 11y 1 1 1
El=(za,—= —ay— = | —— [1+=) xd4== —1). 3.22
0 (2‘” 8)+<2a2 8) 24( +2)X ylantaz—1) (3:22)

Therefore the weight of twisted vacuum is given by

1
A(] = 5(@1 + CLQ). (323)

14



(a1-3, as-3) b bf chiral state | anti-chiral state neither

—= UL,y | U, 0> P112|0 > P10 >~y uy®
e T S T T B o [ T e A

—+ VI, | Y3 | 3|0 > Y1[0 > |0 >~ ug "y
g | | |0 e g

+— Y,y | Y1 | Y7[0 > o]0 > 0 >~ "y
~uytuy®? | o~ al Ty T | e |0 > uy My

++ Ur e | 1,45 | T3]0 > 0> YT|0 > "y
Rl I Sl M P

Table 2: Oscillator and monomial representations of chiral and anti-chiral rings. +— means (a1 — %) >0, (a2 — %) < 0.

We define
Gt =G +GY, (3.24)
where G = Pp*MHX @ For abbreviation, we use following notations;
wiﬁzwglé and w;;:¢éﬁz. (3.25)

Then for a; < %,ag < %, we have 7|0 >= 0 and ¥}|0 >= 0, which gives G*,]0 >= 0 so that
2

the twisted vacuum is a chiral state, whose associated local ring element is identified:

?{jm/n}ug{j'@/"}_

0>~ u (3.26)

Both 1,14 are creation operators and G~ ¢115|0 >= 0, so that 1;19|0 > is an anti-chiral
2

state. By considering weight and charge, corresponding monomial is found to be

WY102]0 >~ ﬂ?—”{jkl/”}a;l—n{jkz/n}. (3.27)

So far, 1¥|0 >’s are neither chiral(c) nor anti-chiral(a). One can work out other three cases in

similar fashion. We summarize the result in the Table B

Notice that (anti-)chiral states in different parameter ranges have different oscillator repre-

sentations but have the same polynomial expressions as local ring elements.

When some of a; < 0, one can get the similar result by exchanging the role of ¢ and *,

and u; and u;. As a result, for the factor with the negative twist a; = —{jk;/n}, we need to
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(a1, as) c-ring 2A a-ring 2A
++ ul M uy ™ ay + as art ) gptite) o g g,
+— upory ez a; — |ag| +1 ar g | 1= ay + |ay|
N urlz(l—\ml)u;mg 1— ‘al‘ + ay ﬂ?alﬂ;(l—az) ‘CL1| —ay+1
—— [P 2 o~ faof | @ mag | el + fao

Table 3: Monomial basis of chiral and anti-chiral rings and their weights when some of a; is negative. +— means a1 > 0,a2 < 0.

The R-charges can be read off by the rule ¢ = £2A.

use u”"UF/™ for the chiral states and @!V"/™ for the anti-chiral states, while for the factor
with the positive twist {jk;/n}, we need to use u]V*/™ for the chiral states and @U*/™ for
the anti-chiral states. For example: if only as is negative, the chiral states are associated with
uprtikmlynentika/ny - while the anti-chiral states are associated with @) "UF/™ gkt - yye

summarize the result in the table

3.3 Chiral rings with Enhenced (2,2) SUSY

In studying the tachyon condensation, characterizing a state as a chiral or anti-chiral state
gives an extremely powerful result since we can utilize the (2,2) worldsheet supersymmetry.
If all the tachyon spectrum are chiral or anti-chiral, the analysis of the tachyon condensation
could be much easier. However, in reality it is not the case. For example, when ay < % < ap,
P10 >~ il and 1|0 >~ a2 are chiral and anti-chiral state respectively,

while |0 > and t71,]0 > are neither of them.? This issue is particularly relevant in case the

20One may argue that we have not considered the left-right combination and it might be such that left-right
combination non BPS tachyon might be projected out. however, Examining the low temperature behavior of the

partition function[7], we can easily see that the string theory does contains a tachyon with %a’ M? = —% la; —az|

as well as io/M2

from (NS,NS) sector the level matching condition requires that Ay, = A and we do not get —|a; — ag| from

= —%|a1 + az — 1|. In fact, since we are looking for lowest tachyonic spectrum which comes

the (chiral,chiral) or (anti-chiral,anti-chiral) states. That is, those spectrum with mass of the form ia’ M? =
—34lay — az] is in fact not a SUSY state according to our definition of (2,2) SUSY. For the level matching
between left NS and right R sectors, we need to consider the modular invariance that leads to GSO projection
n(Exs — Fr) = 0 mod 1 [23]. Even in the case we combine left chiral and right anti-chiral, we do not get the

spectrum of type 1o/ M? = —1|a; — as|.
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lowest mass in the given twisted sector is neither chiral nor anti-chiral.?

However, we will see that one can improve the situation by recognizing that there are
enhenced SUSY in orbifold thoeries. We will show that all twisted sector tachyons generated
by world sheet fermions can be considered as a chiral states by redefining the generator of
the supersymmetry algebra. For this, let’s define L&), G®* J® as the generators of N = 2
superconformal algebra in i-th complex plane. Usually we define L = LV +L®) J = JO 4+ J©)
and Gt = G+ 4 G+ and the last was used above to identify the chiralities. However, it is a
simple matter to check that we can also define the N = 2 superconformal algebra by defining
Gt = GW+ + G?~ with corresponding change in J = JU) — J® but the same L = LM 4 L),

We call this (4-) choice of G* as G,

ca’

while we call the previous (+4) choice as G.. The fact
that we need to change the sign of J? means that we need to count the U(1) charge of uy, iy
as —1, +1 respectively while uq,u; as 1,—1 as before. The choice of G corresponds to the
target space complex structure. This phenomena is due to the special geometry of target space
in which each complex plane have independent complex structure so that to define a complex

structure of the whole target space, we need to specify one in each complex plane.

Since J ~ ¢*1) and Gt ~ ¢*0X and G~ ~ ¥0X*, the above change of generator construc-
tion corresponds to the change in the complex structure in the target space, i.e, interchanging
stared field and un-stared fields with the notion of positivity of charge also changed: * has —1

charge and 1 has 41 charge, which is opposite to the previous case.

Since the chirality is defined by this new choice of G*, we now have different classification

of tachyon states: for example, in ay < & < a; < 1 case, Yths|0 >~ W) and |0 >~

_n(l—a
ul( 1)u;m2

nor anti— chiral under G7.. On the other hand, ¥7|0 >~ u" 42 and 1|0 >~ @}~ gyt

are chiral and anti-chiral state respectively. Notice that they were neither chiral

are neither chiral nor anti-chiral in the new definition of G*. Similarly, we can classify other

parameter zones. The result can be conceptually summarized as follows: for G.., Geq, Gaey, Gaa

: . AR ki, ke o ki-n—ks —n—ki Kk n—ki n—k
the monomial basis of local chiral ring is generated by uy'uy?, uy'as ™ "2, uf ™ " uy? and @)™ tuy 2
respectively, while the anti-chiral ring is generated by @} a5 ™", a7 Mub? wMai=" uhub?

respectively. Notice that anti-chiral ring of G is chiral ring of G, while anti-chiral ring of G,

30ne example is the 10(1,3) theory.
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G c-ring 2A a-ring 2A
e uy M un®? a, + as ﬂ?(l_al)ﬂg(l_”) 2 —ay — ay
Gy u?“la;‘(l“”) ay —as + 1 ﬂ’f(l_al)uzmz 1—a+ay
Gac a?(l—al)ugaz 1— aj + as ulnalﬂ;(l—az) a; — as + 1
Gaa a?(l_al)ﬂg(l_@) 2 — a1 — Qg ulna1u2na2 ap + as

Table 4: Monomial basis of chiral and anti-chiral rings and their weights for various choices of

target space complex structures.

is chiral ring of GG,.. Therefore we may consider only chiral ring of each complex structure. We
call the chiral ring of G.. complex structure as cc-ring. We define ca-ring, ac-ring and aa-ring
similarly.

It is convenient to consider the weight of a state as sum of contribution from each complex

plane. For example, the weight of u}" ujy*

can be considered as sum of a; from u; and ay from
ug. (a1, as2) form a point in the weight space. As we vary j in a; = {jk;/n}, the trajectory of
the point in weight space will give us a parametric plot in the plane. In the figure B, we draw
for weight points of cc and aa rings in the first figure and those of ca and ac rings in the second

figure of figure In order to compare these spectrum with a; and/or as negative cases, we

Figure 2: Weight points of cc, aa and ac, ca rings in weight space. x- and y-axis represent 2A1(j) and 2A2(j). Arrows represent

the direction and starting point of corresponding ring as j increases from 1 to n-1. Plot is drawn for k; = 1, k2 = 3.

work out the weight of the states in table @l By comparing the two table Bl and table @l it is
clear that the spectrum of ca-ring of n(ky, k2) theory is equal to the cc-chiral ring of n(k;, —ks)

theory. So the change in complex structure u; — w; is equivalent to the change in generator
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(a1-3, as-3 ce ca ac aa
L 0> 5|0 > P1|0 > | 19020 >
_ Y310> | 0> | ngsl0 > | 9|0 >
t— | UH0> [eial0>] 10> | [0>
++ | vivslo>] wilo> | wilo> | j0>

Table 5: For a given twisted sector, any tachyon generated by worldsheet fermions is an element

of one of the 4 possible chiral rings.

k; — —k; keeping the complex structure fixed. For string theory, we have to consider all four
different complex structures. That is, we may consider 4 sets of spectra generated by (ki k2),
(—k1,ks), (k1,—ks) and (—ky, —ks) all together.

Summarizing, we have shown that any of the lowest tachyon spectrum generated by the
worldsheet fermions, can be considered as chiral state by choosing a worldsheet SUSY generator
appropriately; any of them belongs to one of 4 classes: cc-, ca-, ac-, aa- ring depending on the
choice of complex structure of C2. This is explicit in the Table B We emphasize that these
chiral rings does not co-exist at the same time. For example, when cc-ring is active ( chosen),
then aa-ring exist as its anti-chiral ring and other two are not chiral or anti-chiral ring. But for
our purpose, for any tachyon state, there is a choice of complex structure in which the given
state is a chiral primary. For example, if a tachyon in ca ring is condensed, the spectrum of
entire ca-ring is well controlled by the worldsheet supersymmetries generated by G7,G5. As
a consequence, we will be able to calculate the fate of the those controlled spectrum. This is
powerful since if we know that initial and final thoeries are described by an orbifold theories
[2, B, @], knowing those a few spectrum completely fixes entire tower of the string spectrum in
the final theory. The same phenomena arise for all C"/Z,. Any worldsheet fermion generated
tachyon state is a chiral primary by properly choosing the target space complex structure among
2" possibilities defined by the >°/_ GiF. There are 2" (2,2) world sheet supersymmetries instead

of one. 4

We end this section with a few comments.

4In fact this happens for any tensor product of N=2 SCFT’s.
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e The notion of enhenced symmetry already appeared in literature implicitly. For example
in [A 28], the notion of cc, ca ring is discussed and the chiral ring elements was described

in terms of bosonization.

e The weight space is a lattice in torus of size n xn. The identification of weights by modulo
n corresponds to shifting string modes. However, periodicity of the generator (ki, ks) is
2n and (kq, k) and (k1, ko + n) do not generate the same theory in general. We choose
the standard range of k; between —n + 1 to n — 1. This is because the GSO projection
depends not only the R-charge vector ({jki/n}, {jka/n}) but also the G-parity number
G = [jk1/n] + [jka/n]. We will comeback to this when we discuss the GSO projection.

e When n and k; are not relatively prime, we have a chiral primary whose R-charge vector
is (p/n,0). We call this as the reducible case and eliminate from our interests. This is
a spectrum that is not completely localized at the tip of the orbifold. Sometimes, even
in the case we started from non-reducible theory, a tachyon condensation leads us to the

reducible case.

4 The fate of orbifolds under localized tachyon conden-

sation

For C? /Zn i, xy) case, if one consider the condensation of tachyon in the [-th twisted sector that
corresponds to chiral ring element u}'ub?, with p; = n{lk;/n} and py = n{lks/n}, the theory

is given by the super potential
(W =l +ul + /"l u?)/ | Z,. (4.1)

In [3], Vafa showed that, as a consequence of the tachyon condensation, the final point of the
process is sum of two orbifold theories: One located at north and the other at the south poles
of blown up P? singularity of the orbifold in the limit where the radius of the sphere is infinite.

Schematically, we represent this transition by

C2/Zn(k1,k2) — C2/Zp1(*7*) b C2/Zp2(*,*), (42)
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with yet unknown generators for the final theories. We first determine these generators, thereby
specify the final theories completely. To do this we need to know how the spectrums of chiral
primaries are transformed under the tachyon condensation. For this we will utilize the fact
we established last section: any tachyon generated by a worldsheet fermion can be represented
as an element of a chiral ring which is one of cc, ca, ac and aa rings. When a tachyon in,
say, cc-ring condenses, R-charges of other elements in cc-ring is controlled by the BPS relation.
Given any operator in the cc-ring of initial theory, we will be able to calculate precise final
value of the weight or R-charge of that operator. In our case, the initial and final theories are
both orbifold theories [2, B, B]. Once this is accepted, we can determine the generator of the
final theory hence determine entire spectrum of the final theory by considering just one chiral

ring.

4.1 Tachyon Spectrum under the localized tachyon condensation

t/n, P1, D2

Consider uy ~ 0 and u} ~ e//"ul*ub? region, which should be described by °

(W~ u + e/l ub?]/ | Z,,. (4.3)

/p2 t/np2 u:in/pg

By introducing the new variables v; = u[/"* and vy = ¢ ug. The single valuedness of

v; induces the Z, but single valuedness of u} and u}'ub® implies that vy, v, are orbifolded by

Z,.. By substitution, we can express u? 4 in terms of vy, vy:
P2 ) 1 %2 )

uI'u? = 9§, (4.4)

where

(Q1,Q2) = (—p x q/n, q2), (4.5)

with p X ¢ = (p1g2 — p2q1). Notice that map T : (q1,q2) = (Q1, Q) is linear map acting on
the integrally normalized weight space and can be described by a matrix

_ (p2/n —pi/n
T; _< . 1 ) (4.6)

5This section is strongly influenced by an unpublished work of Allan Adams on toric variety.
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It is working near uy ~ 0. It maps (n,0) — (p2,0) and (p1,p2) — (0,p2). It corresponds to
up — v} and uf'ub’ — 0B?. In integrally normalized weight space, the volume of triangle
AAOB is npy /2, while that of its image is p3/2 and the ratio is correctly encoded in det T, =
pa/n.

One should notice that @)1, Q)2 are not integers in general. However, when both p and ¢ are

weight vectors of elements of orbifold chiral ring, generated by (k1, ko), they are integers. This

is because if p = (n{lki/n},n{lka/n}),q = (n{jki/n},n{jki/n}), s :=p x q/n, then
s = n{lki/n}{jka/n} — n{lks/n}{jk1/n} € Z (4.7)

for any integers n, k,l, j. For ky = 1, s = —l[jko/n] + j[lka/n]. Especially interesting case will
be ¢ = k = (1,ks), in which case, we have s = [lkso/n] = (lka — p2)/n. Geometrically, s is
proportional to the area spanned by two vectors p and q. Therefore it is zero if p and g are

parallel.

Another interesting quantity is the R-charge. The R-charges are determined by the marginal-
ity condition. In the original theory, u; has R-charge 1/n since ] has R-charge 1. We express
this as R[ul'] = 1. Therefore R[ui*ub’] = (p1 + p2)/n. The diagonal in charge space is the line
connecting A(1,0) and B(0,1). Any operator whose R charge is on this diagonal corresponds to
the marginal operator. The points below the diagonal correspond to the relevant operators and
those above it correspond to the irrelevant operators. When a tachyon, P, is fully condensed,
the marginal line is changed from diagonal line AB to line AP or BP. AP gives down-theory
and BP gives the up-theory. A, is the cone spanned by OB and 073, and similarly A_ is the
cone spanned by OA and OP.

Let P be the point (p;/n,p2/n) in charge space that corresponds to a chiral primary that is
undergoing condensation, and Q be any charge point (¢;/n,g2/n) and A, B now corresponds to
(1,0) and (0,1). One can work out the action of T~ from other point of view. If P represent the
chiral primary of [-th twisted sector, (p1/n,ps/n) := ({lk1/n},{lk1/n}). Near us ~ 0 region,

p1,,D2

the marginality condition is changed to R[u}'u}’] = 1, R[u}] = 1. In terms of new variable

R[v??] = 1. The linear transformation

Ty : (q1/n,q2/n) = (Q1/p2, Qa/p2), (4.8)
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B(0,n) weight space B(0,1) charge space

(0] A(n.0) (6] A(1.0)

Figure 3: Integrally normalized weight/charge space(left) can be considered as the space of power of local ring elements. It
is defined as a two dimensional torus with size n. In true weight/charge space(right), u} and u} is located at A(1,0) and B(0,1)

respectively.

can be determined by its action on P and (1,0). Once T » is decided, we get T from the relation,
Tp_ = I%TP_‘ The result of course agrees with the one given by eq.(ZH). Under this mapping,
the lower triangle APOA in figure B in charge space is mapped to the entire ABOA, which
defines one of theory in the final stage of the tachyon condensation. We call it down-theory. ¢

Similarly, by considering u; ~ 0 region, we get the mapping T; that maps the upper triangle

ABOP to ABOA. By the relation T, = (pl/n)Tp+ we can obtain the mapping in weight space:

ha= —plz/n plo/n (Z;) - (p Xq;/n) (49)

Notice that TPJr leaves all the vertical lines in weight space fixed while T} leaves horizontal

lines invariant. *

Now we ask: given an operator with ¢ = (¢1, ¢2), should we map with T,F or 7,77 The answer

is that we should use the map that gives smaller R-charge. The difference of the R-charge after

SConversely, if we require that Tp* maps APOA to ABOA, Tp* is completely determined. The mapping T~
in the integrally normalized weight space is induced by T~ = (pz/n)T~. The normalization is dictated from the
condition that 7" maps from integer vectors to integer vectors. Finally 7, (n,0) = (p2,0) and T, (p1,p2) = (0,p2)
so that the identification uf = vP2, ul'ub® = vP2 is dictated.

It maps (0,n) — (0,p1) and (p1,p2) — (p1,0), ie, uy — v5* and wl'ub? — o¥'. In weight space, the
volume of triangle AAOB is np;/2, while that of its image is p?/2 and the ratio is correctly encoded in
det T, = p1/n < 1. On the charge space, however, T; = n/p1 - T, has determinant n/p; > 1 indicating that
it expand the volume of charge space. Similar statement can be made for Tp_. It is precisely this aspect that is
responsible for the monotonically increasing property of R-charge under the tachyon condensation, as will show

later.
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the mapping is given by

X

= q(p1+292—n) <0 ifgeAy
npip2
>0 ifgeA_, (4.10)

where A, is the cone spanned by OB and OP, and similarly A_ is the cone spanned by OA
and OP. Notice that we are condensing relevant operator p so that p; + ps < n. The line BP
is mapped to the marginal line of a final theory, the up-theory, and the line AP is mapped to
that of down-theory. Therefore the emerging picture is following: The parallelogram OBDP
spanned by OB and OP is mapped to the up-theory whose weight space size is p;. Similarly,
the parallelogram OPE A spanned by OP and OA is mapped to the down-theory whose weight
space size is py. See figure 2. From eq. (1), it is easy to see that chiral ring elements of Mother
theory are mapped to chiral ring elements of the daughter theories, under the condensation of a
chiral ring element. Any operator ¢’ outside these two parallelograms can be parallel translated
to inside one of above two parallelograms by the vector OP a few times if necessary. In daughter
theories, if ¢ € A, then T.7¢’ can be translated horizontally by p; a few times to a point in
the up-theory. Similarly, if ¢ € A_, then T7¢' can be translated vertically by p; a few times
to a point in the up-theory.

D(pl,n+p2)
B(O.n c(n,n)
AW
o . >
-7 - A'
N7 E(n+pg,p2)
P
(¢] P A(n,0)

Figure 4: Under the condensation of operator P, the parallelogram OBDP is mapped to the up-theory and OPFE A is mapped

to the down-theory. Translation parallel to OP is mapped to horizontal in up theory and vertical in down theory.
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4.2 Fate of orbifolds under localized tachyon condensation

With these preparation, we can answer to our original question: what are the generators of
final theories? We noticed that there are two theories in the final stage. These two theories
are described by the difference of the marginal lines in the weight space: extension of BP or
that of AP. We call the former as the up-theory, describing u; ~ 0 region, and the latter as
down-theory, describing the uy ~ 0 region. In terms of the charge space, up-theory is obtained
by mapping T;’ : ABOP +— ABOA and down-theory is obtained by mapping Tp_ : ABOP +—
ABOA.

The up-theory is a orbifold C?/Z,, and the down theory is another orbifold C?/Z,,. Let
k = (k1, k2) be the generator of the original theory. Then the generator of the up-theory is given
by T:F(k) = (ki,p x k/n) and that of the T~ (k) = (—p x k/n, ka). Since (ky,ka) ~ (—k1, —ks)
as a generator, one can also use T, (—k) = (p X k/n, —kz) instead of T, (k). Therefore we can

describe the process of condensation of tachyon with charge p = (p1,p2) as follows:
C2/Zn(k1,k2) — Cz/Zpl(kthk/n) ) (C2/Zp2(—p><k/n,k2)- (411)
To simplify the notation, we use n(ki, ko) for C?/Zy, x, and s = p x k/n. Then,

—
n(k’l,k’g) ) pl(kl,s) @pg(—s, k‘g) (412)

(p1,p2

Especially interesting cases are those when one of k; = 1.

n(l, k2) (m:)z) p1(17 8) EBP2(_57 k2>7 if kl =1
n(k‘l, 1) (p;g) pl(kla S) D pg(—S, 1), if k’g =1. (413)

In order to check the validity of our method, we work out examples that contains all of
examples studied in APS and HKMM, where some of k; = 1 case is considered. We also use

the abbreviation n(ky) := n(1, ko).
1. 20(—=1) o) I(-=1) ®I(—1), with s = —1. APS example 5.2
2. 20(3) o U(1) ®1(—3), with s = 1. APS Ex.5.3

3. 5(3) @5 2(1) @ C? with s = 1. A generic tachyon condensation. APS Ex.5.4
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4. n(1) omp(1,0) @ p(0,1): all charges are on the diagonal ¢; = ¢ line, so s = 0. This is
two copies of C'/Z, x C.

5. n(—1) ¢aipl(—=1) @ n —1(—1): all charges are on the marginal line ¢; + ¢ =n. s = —1.

6. n(=3) _ayj(—a) & an — 3j(a, —3), where a = [3j/n] + 1. Notice p = (j,—3j) =
(j,an — 3j7), so that s = —a. a =1 case is the example 4.3.3 of HKMM.

Now, what about the generic case where neither k; nor ks is equal to 17 We first discuss
the non-reducible cases where {lk;/n} # 0 for any | = 1,...,n — 1. This is the case if k; and n

are relatively prime. Then we can choose a new generator (1, k) such that
GOR = Lo — 1} = (koI = 1, com — 1}, (4.14)

because we can find k such that for any given [, [k; = j mod n and (ks = jk mod n for some j.
In fact k is given by
k = ky/k1 mod n. (4.15)

Therefore generic case is isomorphic to n(1, k) type.® For example, 11(2,3) is identical to 11(1,7)
and also to 11(8,1), since 3/2 =7, 2/3 =8 mod 11.

Some times we meet situation where s = 0, where we need more care. For example, if we

condensate the generator (1, k) itself, eq.([@I3)) predict that
n(1,k) — 1(1,0) @ k(0, k). (4.16)

For the first element 1(1,0), it is right since the upper triangle does not contain any tachyon
operator, however, for the second element , this can not be true since we have non-trivial
operator in the lower triangle. s = 0 is caused since p and (1, k) is parallel. So we need to
choose a generator of the lower triangle other than (1,%). Assuming k and n are relatively
prime, & has multiplicative inverse modulo n, which we denote by k~!. We also introduce
s' = px (k7 1)/n. Then we have n(1,k) = n(k™*,1). Now the image of the new generator
under T is (—s', 1). It is easy to show that ks’ = s — ap, where a is defined by k™'k = na + 1.

8S0 far we proved this fact in the conformal filed theory level before GSO projection.
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Therefore po(—s, k) = pa(—s',1) if s is not 0. So we get

7 oi(1,8) @ pa(—5, 1), (4.17)

(p1,p2)

n(1, k)

The equations ([EI3)), (EI7) are the main formula of this section. When one of s,s’ is 0 and
the other is not, we use the non-zero one. For example, when the condensing operator is of the
form j(k™' 1), s = 0 and it is better to use pa(—s, k) for the exactly same reason as we use
p2(—s',1) when s = 0. When ss’ # 0 two are equivalent in conformal field theory level. © We

give a few example.

e If we condensate an operator with p = j(1, k), its band number G := [j/n] + [jk/n] =0
and s = 0. However, s’ = j(1,k) A (k71,1) = —aj # 0 unless k = 1 ( or, a = 0). The

transition is described as
n(L k), 4y 3(1,0) & jk(ja,1). (4.18)

More explicitly, for p = (2,6) in 11(1,3), 1 =2,s =0, k=3, k' =4,4-3=11-1+1
hence a =1 and s’ = —2 so that

T79(1,0) ® 6(2, 1) (4.19)

11(1,3) g

Notice that 6(2,1) contains an operator (0,3) so that this is a reducible orbifold. Even
in the case we start with irreducible orbifold, we can get reducible orbifold as a result of
tachyon condensation. This happen if and only if there is an operator sitting on the line

which connect (0,0) and the condensing one, p.

For later use, we tabulate all possible tachyon condensation processes for model 11(1, 3)
and 10(1,3) in table @ and tabldll In tables, we should consider only the process by
relevant operators, namely those with n — (p; + p2) > 0, otherwise it is a process by an

irrelevant operator which disappears in the infrared limit.

9For string theory level, two prescriptions are different if s and s’ does not have the same G-parity (even or
odd-ness). we need to use the one that has the same parity as that of k. This will be discussed further in later

section.
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Jj | (p1,p2) | G=1[3j/11] | n — (p1 + p2) process

1| (1,3) 0 7 11(1,3) = 1(1,0) & 3(1, 1)
2 | (2,6) 0 3 11(1,3) = 2(1,0) & 6(2, 1)
31 (3,9 0 -1 irrelevant process

4] 41 1 6 11(1,3) — 4(1,1) & 1(0, 1)
51 (54) 1 2 11(1,3) — 5(1,1) @ 4(1, 1)
6 | (6,7) 1 -2 irrelevant process

7 | (7,10) 1 -6 irrelevant process

8 | (82) 2 1 11(1,3) > 8(1,2) @ 2(0, 1)
9 | (9,5 2 -3 irrelevant process

10 | (10,8) 2 -7 irrelevant process

Table 6: All possible tachyon condensation process in 11(1,3) model

J | (prp2) | G =1[3j/10] | n— (p1 + p2) process

1] (1,3) 0 6 10(1,3) > 1(1,0) @ 3(0,1)
2| (2,6) 0 2 10(1,3) > 2(1,0) @ 6(0, 1)
31 (3,9 0 -2 irrelevant process

4] (42 1 4 10(1,3) — 4(1,1) & 2(1,1)
5| (55) 1 0 10(1,3) + 5(1,1) @ 5(1,2)
6| (6,8) 1 -4 irrelevant process

71 (7.1 2 2 10(1,3) — 7(1,2) & 1(0, 1)
81 (84) 2 -2 irrelevant process

91 (9,7 2 -6 irrelevant process

Table 7: All possible localized tachyon condensation in model 10(1, 3)

Notice that (5,5) is a marginal deformation.
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Figure D: Charges of 11(1,3) (left) and 10(1,3) (right) in Weight space.

5 A semi-c-theorem for twisted sector

We start our discussion with the precise relation between the R-charges of Ramond sector and

the tachyon masses orbifold theories.

5.1 R-charge and Tachyon mass

In [6], the tachyon potential is argued to be the same as the deficit angle, since the orbifold cone
can be regarded as a consequence of the 8-brane, which is a point source from the transverse 2

dimensional point of view. More explicitly, we have equation of motion

9" Ry = 6%(2)V(T). (5.1)

By integrating out both side in 2 dimension, we get V5 = 27(1 — 1). In this context, the state-

ment that tachyon potential decrease is nothing but that the minimal A,,;, = 1/2n increase. In

fact not only the minimal weight of the entire twisted sector, but also the minimal weight (1/2n)

in any (l-th) twisted sector decreases. So that all of them can play the role of the ‘c-function’.

We start with (tachyon) mass formula in terms of the conformal weight in the NS-sector:
1, 1
—a'M?=A—Z. 5.2
1 5 (5.2)

For C'/Z,, model, A,.;, = 1/2n so that o' M2,

= —2(1 — 1/n) is proportional to the deficit

angle of the cone. The maximal R-charge and the minimal tachyon mass can be related. Let’s
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imbed the orbifold into 8 dimensional transverse target space of lightcone string theory. Then
the transverse spacetime is C"/Z, x R®%". Since the ground states of the twisted sectors are

chiral or anti-chiral primary,

q = £2A. (5.3)

On the other hand, we can relate the charges of the NS sector to that of the Ramond sector by
the spectral flow:

dr — gNs —6/2 (54)
Then,
1, 5 1 ¢ 1
—a'M*® =— —) - —. )
1M = Slant )~ 5 (55)
Therefore
where 2 in Q5. = 2qRmin comes from summing left and right R-charges. Using the CPT
symmetry on the Ramond sector, we have qg”i” = —qE*. Therefore above statement can also
be written as
max |a'M?| = Q) ., +2 —¢. (5.7)

One should notice that ¢ = r in above formula and the mass and charge are the same for C?/Z,

models, while they are different for C!/Z, and C3/Z,.

1 1

mar _ n—1

Applying above result to C'/Z,, with ¢ = 1, ¢¥ which is not

1 1
n 2 2 n’

proportional to the deficit angle. This is puzzling[5] since for any N=2 SCFT,

0 =< B|{G*,,, Gy, }|® >=< B|(2Lo — 3Jo +2)|® > (5.8)

together with A = ¢/2 for any chiral primary, lead us a general statement
¢ =qns" = 2qg"". (5.9)

The puzzle came from using ¢ = 1 and g% = 1 — 1/n at the same time. In fact, without

including untwisted sector, ¢ = 1 is not reached. This consideration lead us to define the central

charge for twisted sector by maximal R-charge of chiral primaries in the twisted sector, namely,

c = QNG - (5.10)
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10" As we will show later, ¢, still has a property of c-function: If an orbifold goes to another
orbifold, the ¢; of the IR is smaller than that of UV. In fact, it is precisely this twisted sector
which is described by the chiral ring of mirror LG model, as observed in [5] in the context of

C'/Z, case.

5.2 Chiral rings and R-charge under the tachyon condensation

One of a great interest in tachyon condensation is how the spectrum flows under the RG-flow.
In lack of of control of off-shell theory, it is in general difficult question to address. However,
spectrum of UV and IR theories are readily available since both are conformal field theory.
Since any worldsheet fermion generated tachyon can be thought as a chiral ring element for
some choice of supersymmetry, we can assume, without loss of generality, that the condensing
tachyon with weight p = (p1,p2) is an element of ce-ring. Then consider other element in the
same cc-ring whose weight is ¢ = (q1, ¢2). For definiteness, let’s say ¢ € A_. The R-charge of
it is R, = (¢1 + ¢2)/n. Now after the condensation of p = (p1,p2), ¢ is moved to ¢ = T, (q),

p

whose R-charge is
(g2 —p x g/n)/pa. (5.11)

If p represents a tachyonic (massless) state, it must be below (on) the diagonal. Namely,
p1+p2 <. (5.12)
Therefore The difference in the R-charge between before and after the process is given by
Ry — Ry = (n —p1 — p2)g2/np2 > 0. (5.13)

The same inequality holds for ¢ € A, . For p,q € ac ring, we can apply the same argument by
replacing

p—=p={P,n—p2), q¢—=q7=(q,n—q). (5.14)

10A side remark: If we blindly use c; in the spectral flow of the charge, i.e, gr = qns — &/2, then the maximal
charge of the Ramond state is also proportional to the deficit angle and the puzzle is gone. It is not clear yet,

if this can be justified.
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Therefore we arrive at the result: The R-charge of a relevant chiral primary operator increases

under condensation of tachyon in the same ring.

The eq. (BI3) also shows that under the condensation of marginal operator, there is no
change in R-charge of any operator. Due to the mass-charge relation discussed before, we
can make the same statements for the tachyon mass. The above statement shows that any of
the spectrum is a candidate of the c-function of the twisted sector. However, this statement
does not exclude the possibility of level crossing. That is, the ordering of the R-charge can be

changed during the process.

What happen to the R-charges of operators in ca ring when a tachyon operator in cc ring
condensate? The answer is that we lose control, since we lose the world sheet (2,2) super
symmetry off the criticality and we lose non-renormalization theorem. In fact if one naively
apply Tpi to the ca-ring elements we get non-integer power of u;’s. Similarly, when we condense

a ca ring element, we lose control over the cc ring spectrum.

However, when an element in ca ring turn on, we have control over other ca ring elements
instead. It is holomorphic and protected by worldsheet SUSY GJ. Since we have choice
of selecting complex structure in each plane independently, we can choose any combination
of complex structure to define the holomorphic co-ordinate of C2. We can call uq, iy as the
holomorphic co-ordinates just as we can call uy, us as a holomorphic coordinate. As far as other

combination does not enter in the theory, things are protected by the worldsheet supersymmetry.

Now let g9 denote the a state of minimal R-charge, namely,
Rlq) < Rlg], for all q. (5.15)

We want to compare the minimal charge of the initial charge and that of the final state. Let ¢’
be a minimal charge of a final theory. There are two theories in the final states and one choose
any of it, say up-theory. Then ¢’ should come from a ¢ € A such that ¢’ = T (q). Due to the
monotonicity of R-charge, we have R[¢'] > R[q]. On the other hand, R[q] can not be smaller

than R|qo], by definition of go. Therefore we have inequality
R[ z'm'tz'al] < R[ final]. (516)

The same inequality holds for the down-theory as well.

32



Some of the relevant operators, which are precisely those in the triangle ABPA, will be
pushed out to irrelevant operator after P is condensed. One may worry about the converse
possibility that some irrelevant operators of the initial theories flow to the relevant operator.

Following lemma tells us that it does not happen.

Lemma : Relevant chiral primary states of final theory comes only from the relevant ones in
the initial theory.

Proof: Let ¢'/ps be the charge of a relevant operator in the down-theory and ¢ be its pre-image
in the original theory, i.e, ¢ =T (¢). Our question is whether q; + ¢ < py implies ¢; + g2 <n
or not. This can be answered simply by calculating the inverse of 7.

¢=(T7)(¢) = — L pi/n (q{) _ ((nqi +p1<é)/p2) (5.17)

P2\ 0 po/n | \& @

Now,

@+ g2 = (ngy + ¢3(p1 + p2))/p2 < nldh + ¢3)/p2 < n. (5.18)

Following is an easy consequence.: Minimal R-charge of the cc (ca) ring increases under con-

densation of tachyon in cc (ca)-ring. More explicitly,
min} "' ({lky/n} + {lky/n}) (5.19)

increases under tachyon condensation.

In string theory, we need to consider both rings together. Therefore we are interested in
the behaviour of the R-charge which is smallest in the union of cc ring and ca-ring. To do this,
we reconsider the problem of the fate of ca-ring under the condensation of tachyon in cc-ring.
Although we do not have any control over the flow of the ca ring spectrum, we know what is
the final theory and its total set of the spectrum. We ask whether any tachyon mass of the final
theory can be considered as an image of some mapping with the property of R-charge increasing.
To do this we want to show that there is a map that takes the some of chiral ring of the mother
theory to ca or ac ring of the daughter theories. Notice that, in general, the ca ring of n(ky, k»)
is cc ring of n(ky, —k2) and the daughter theory has structure py(k1,p x k/n) @ pe(—p x k/n, ks).
First, the ca ring of the daughter theory pi(ki,p X k/n) is cc-ring of py(ky, —p x k/n) which
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is expected to be the image of the cc ring of n(ki, —k;) under some mapping £, which is not

necessarily associated with physical process. It turns out that FpJr can be chosen as T (;1 )’

ES(q) =T(q) = (q1,p1 —p % q/n), (5.20)
where § = (q1,n — ¢2) € ca ring and p’ = (p1, —p2). One can check that
R[Fy(q)] > R[q] if q € caring. (5.21)
Similarly, the ac ring of the daughter theory po(—p X k/n, ko) is cc ring of pa(p X k/n, ks), which
can be considered as the image of the cc ring of n(—ky, k2) by the map F~ defined by
Fo(q) =T ,(n—q,q)) = (p2+p xq/n q), (5.22)
where § = (n — q1, ¢2) € ac ring. It can be also shown that

R[F,(q)] > R[q] if ¢ € acring. (5.23)

Now let ¢ be the tachyon with lowest mass in the daughter theory. Let it belong to the
up-theory. Then we can without loss of generality assume that it belongs to ca ring due to the
equivalence ca and ac ring in their spectrum. (If it belongs to cc ring, we have shown already
what we want to show.) Then ¢’ = Ff(g) for some g, which has bigger charge than the minimal

charge of initial theory. Using the property of eq. (B:21l),
R[q'] = Rlq] > R[qo], (5.24)

as desired. Similarly, if ¢ belongs to down theory, we can assume that it belongs to the ac-ring
of the down theory. Then Then ¢ = F,(§) for some g, which has bigger charge than the
minimal charge of initial theory ¢o. Using the property of eq. (23,

R[q'] > R[q] > R[q], (5.25)

as desired.

Therefore we proved following: In the conformal field theory of orbifolds theories, the mini-
mal R charge of the final theory is bigger than that of the initial theory under the condensation

of any tachyon generated by a world sheet fermion;

r’l{ilﬁ[mm ({Tk1 /n} + {lko/n} — 1, {lk1/n} — {lks/n})]. (5.26)
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increases when we compare its value in the initial and final theories.

6

Again a few remarks are in order:

These theorems are world sheet fact. The same statement conjectured in [7] is the GSO
projected version for which we need to take into account the GSO projection. However,
tachyons in NS-NS sector is not projected out by the type 0 GSO projection, so the above
conclusion is true in type 0 string theory level. For type II we will discuss in detail in

next subsection.

There are two independent theories in the final stage of tachyon condensation. Each
theory will have its own minimal charges. We should take the smaller of the two, since
the minimal mass of final theory is the minimal over all final spectra. Namely, the minimal
R-charges of two theories in final stage are not to be added to compare with the initial

one, contrary to the treatment of g, in [4].

This in fact is equivalent to a conjecture stated by Dabholkar and Vafa in [B]. More
precisely, the R-charge here is that in NS sector. The R-charge of Ramond sector is
related to that of NS sector by spectral flow. qr = qns — ¢/2, where ¢ = 2. Since there
are CPT invariance in Ramond sector, the statement that minimal charge increases is

equivalent to statement that maximal charge decreases. !

Chiral GSO projection and the c-theorem

What we have computed so far is the spectrum (R-charge) and their fate in the tachyon conden-

sations in conformal field theory level. To understand the string mass spectrum, it is necessary

1Tn fact one can prove this directly: For notational conveniency, we consider only for the cc-ring under the

condensation of ce-ring elements. Namely, we want to show that max]'~,' ({Ik1/n} + {lk2/n} — 1) decreases.

Let go be the minimal R-charge operator of initial theory, and ¢, say in A,, is the operator whose image

q = T; (q) gives the minimal R-charge of the final theory. Then the maximal R-charge of the final theory is

provided by (p1,p1) — ¢’, which is the image of p + OB — ¢q. The maximal R~charge of initial theory is given

by (n,m) — qo. So our goal is to show R[(n,n) — qo] > R[(p1,p1) — ¢], which comes from R[qo] < R[¢'] proved

above.
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to consider GSO projection.

6.1 GSO projection and Type II v.s Type 0 in Orbifold

By considering the low temperature limit of orbifold partition functions[22, 23, 24], one can
prove that the GSO projection is acting on chiral rings in the following manner [7].
Theorem Let g, := (n{kil/n},n{ksl/n}) in the cc ring of n(ky, k) theory, and G, = [lk; /n]+
[lk2/n]. If G, is odd the chiral GSO projection keeps ¢ in cc ring, project out ¢ in ca ring. If
G, is even, it keeps ¢ in ca ring, project out ¢ in cc ring. 2

In earlier section, we proved that for the orbifold n(kq, ks), the R-charge of cc, aa, ca, ac

rings are given by

(U0} +{lks/n}, 2—{lky/n} —{lks/n}, {lky/n}+1—{lks/n}, 1—{lki/n}+{lks/n}, (6.1)

respectively. In considering monotonicity of minimal R-charge in type II string picture, one
should worry about two possibilities that endanger the statement. The first is that some
tachyonic state that was projected out in the initial theory flows to a state of the final theory
that survive the chiral GSO spectrum. The second is that the minimal state which survive
in the mother theory flows to the state which is projected out. If one of these happen to the
minimal R-charge, it is not a decreasing quantity in the type II string theory.

Under the change of k; — n — k; together with [ — n — [, {lk;/n} is invariant, since
(n —k;)(n—1)/n =n—1—k; +lk;/n. This implies that conformal field theory of n(ki, k2)
theory is equivalent to that of n(n — ki, n — kg): because cc and aa rings have the same set of
operators, and so do the ca and ac rings. What about the G-parity? Following result answer

this question.
[(n—=0)(n—k)/n]+[(n—=1)(n— ko) /n] = [lk1/n] + [lka/n] + k1 + k2 mod 2. (6.2)

This means that, for G even (odd), operators with given value of R-charge appear in cc and aa

rings, or ca and ac rings, with the same (opposite) G-parity.

2Following seems to hold: G, = k x ¢/n mod 2. This can be easily shown for the canonical representation

n(1, k).
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The action on of GSO on 4 chiral rings depends on whether k; + k5 is even or odd. For
ki + ko even, if a R-charge in cc (ca) ring is projected out, the same value of R-charge is also
projected out from aa (ac) ring as well.

On the contrary, for k1 + ko odd, cc and aa rings are complementary to each other in GSO
projection: If a R-charge is projected out from one ring, it is not projected out from the other.
Similarly, ca and ac rings are complementary in GSO. Therefore as string theory spectrum, no
R-charge is projected out by the chiral GSO projection for odd G. Only multiplicity of the
spectrum is reduced by half under the GSO projection. This is the character of the type 0
theory. We will discuss when we get type 0 and type II in detail below.

We now consider the GSO projection and orbifold action to generalize the argument of [2].

First we consider C!/Z,. Let g be the orbifold action acting on complex plane;
g=erRn p=_pn+1, o n—2n—1 (6.3)
where J is the rotation generator in the complex plane that is orbifolded.
g" = (=1, (6.4)

where F; means spacetime fermion number and we used J = 1/2 for the spacetime fermion.
Hence if k is even, then ¢" = 1 and g is a good generator of Z,, action. On the other hand, if
k is odd, g" = (—=1)s # 1, and g is not a generator of Z, action. In fact g is the generator of

Zoy, action. The Zs, projection operator P project out all spacetime fermion, since

P= LS g=larnm) Y am (65

The consequence is type 0 string where there is no spacetime fermion. More precisely, the bulk

fermion in untwisted sector is cancelled by those of n-th twisted sector.

In order to get type II string for k odd case, we need to change the projection operator by
g/ _ e27rikJ/n(_1)—27riJ7 (66)

so that ¢ = (—1)*=F Therefore we need to require n be odd integer. The net result is

as follow: when k£ is odd, instead of change g — ¢’, we can change generator of the orbifold
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action from k to k —n in eq.(63]). One should notice that the new generator k' = k —n is even.
Therefore, we can summarize : if the generator k is even, the theory is type II, otherwise it is

type 0.

Now we consider C?/Z,. The twist operator is
g = eXp(Qm'(lil + k‘ng)/n), (67)

g" = (—1)Fstthk) — (_1)F Therefore g define a type II theory for ki + ko even, and a type
0 theory for k; + ko odd. In order to get a type II theory for ki + ko = odd, the twist operator
should be modified to

g = exp(2mi(kyiJy + ko Jo) /n)(—1)%" (6.8)

Since ¢ = (—1)FFk2=mF e need odd n to get ¢" = 1 in the case k; + ko is odd. The net
result is that to get the type II theory, we can shift the generator

(]{71, ]{72) — (1{31 —n, ]{52) or (]{31, ]{52) — (]{71, ]{72 — n), (69)

instead of changing the twist operator ¢ — ¢’. This works only if n is odd. Notice that in the
shifted generator, k] + kb = ky + ko — n =even. '® Since we can choose k; = 1 without loss of
generality, we may fix our convention such that for even k (1 + k = odd), we need to change
k — k —n so that we have to consider n(1,k — n) instead of n(1,k). We can summarize: if
k1 + ko is even, the theory is type II, otherwise it is type 0. From now on we will assume that
the twist operator is standard one given by ¢ and that parity of k; + ko determine whether the
given orbifold is type 0 or type II.

Examples:
1. n(1,1): G =[j/n] + [j/n] = 0, hence all cc-ring and aa-ring elements are projected out.
All ca and ac ring elements survive under GSO.

2. n(l,-1): G=[j/n]+[-j/n]=0+[-1+ (n—j)/n] = —1, hence all cc-ring and aa-ring

elements survive under GSO. All ca and ac ring elements are projected out.

131t is easy to show that these two choices as well as other possibility (k1,k2) — (k1(1+n), k2(1+n)) coming
from g = exp(2mi(kyJ1 + koJo)/n)(—1)F(F1+k2) defines the same GSO projected spectrum.
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3. n(1,n—1): G=[j(n—1)/n] =[j —j/n] = j — 1. Hence, alternating. Surviving elements
are 7 = 1: (1,1); j = 2: (2)n-2); j = 3: (3,3); etc.

4. n(1,1 —n): G = [j(1 —n)/n] = [—j + j/n] = —j: Alternating projection. Surviving
elements are j = 1: (1,1); j = 2: (2)n-2); j = 3: (3,3); etc.

From the examples above, it is quite obvious that the set of surviving spectrum of n(1, k)
and that of n(1,—k) is identical. The reason is because the ca ring of n(1, k) is the same as
the cc ring of n(1, —k) and this relation is true even at the GSO projection. One can see this
by simply calculating the G parity of cc ring of each theory. For n(1,k), G = [jk/n] and for
n(1, k), G = [—jk/n| = —[jk/n] — 1. They differ by one as desired. Therefore two theories are

isomorphic as string theories.

On the other hand, n(1, k) and n(1,k — n) have the same spectrum before GSO projection,
but they are very different after GSO projection.

6.2 GSO projection and semi-c-theorem

As we discussed before, when kq + ko is odd, half of the states are projected out but the set of
spectrum is not projected out. Only multiplicity of each R-charge is halfed. Therefore if ki 4 ko
is odd, the semi-c-theorem is compatible with chiral GSO projection, namely,

Theorem In type 0 string theory, ¢; or the minimal twisted tachyon mass of non-supersymmetric

orbifold C*/Z, 4, x,) in string theory, increases under tachyon condensation.

What happen if k; + ko is even? In this case, some R-charges are in fact projected out.
Therefore the validity of the semi-c-theorem depends on whether or not the minimal charge is
projected out by GSO projection. If it is not projected out, then above theorem hold. We will
get some idea from the details of examples given below.

Example 1. 11(1,3) theory with 5(1,3) = (5,4) condensation.

To see the general feature of string spectrum, we study the case where n, k1, ko are relatively
prime. We already tabulated all possible tachyon condensation process of 11(1,3) theory in

table Bl Here we give a weight diagrams of mother and daughter theories where charges of cc
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and ca elements are put together. For simplicity we give the diagram for just one process

11(1,3) _ 5(1,1) ® 4(1, 1). (6.10)

(5:4)

In this example, the final products after GSO projection are two separated supersymmetric
orbifolds. All cc elements are projected out while all ca elements are marginal. See figure [Bl
The second and third diagrams in figure Bl is calculated by 7.7 and T for cc ring and by T o
and T , for ca ring. The result is entirely consistent with the expectation as the diagram of

5(1,1) and 4(1,1) theories.

5 4
10 x o
3.5
o x 4 X o
8 x o 3 x o
X O 3 x o 2.5
6 ° * 2 @
X o 2 o X 15
4 o x
1 o X
o X 1 o X
0.5
2 X o
° x i 5 3 i : 05 1 15 3 35 3 3.5 4
2 4 6 8 10

Figure 6: 11(1,3) 5.4y 5(1,1) @ 4(1, 1). All charges of cc(boxes) and ca(crosses) elements are put together. The first big box is
for the mother theory and two small boxes are for daughter theories. After GSO projection, both pieces of the final theory are

supersymmetric.

Example 2. 11(1,3) Model with 8(1,3) = (8,2) condensation: A failure of counter example.

One might try to find a counter example of ¢; theorem in

—78(1,2) @ 2(1, —3). (6.11)

11(1,3) (o

In type 0 theory (with further twist by the fermion mumber), it provide the example where we
get a reducible variety after the tachyon condensation. With standard twist operator, 11(1,3)
is type II while 8(1,2) is a type 0 theory. Furthermore the lowest possible tachyon before GSO
in the mother theory is given by (1,3) which are in cc ring and G = 0, hence it is projected
out. The lowest surviving R-charge is given by (4,1) in cc and (3, 2) in ca. On the other hand,
the lowest R-charge is given by (1,2) in aa of 8(1,2). ( as a aa element (1,2)=7(-1,-2) and G=-3
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hence survive. However, as the cc element (1,2) is projected out.) Important fact is that this
process is possible in CFT but not allowed in type II theory simply because (8,2) is projected
out. (As a cc element, it has G = 2.) Otherwise, it would give an explicit counter example for
the semi-c-theorem in type II theory. This suggest that it might be true that GSO projection
is compatible with semi-c-theorem. The proof of the compatibility theorem would contains two
lemmas:

1. The image of GSO positive spectrum of mother theory is also GSO positive.

2. The image of minimal charge is minimal in the daughter theory. That is, the level crossing
does not happen for the minimal charge.

While we have not proved it due to the complexity of the GSO, it is also nontrivial to find a

counter example for this. However, we find some subtlety in next example.

Example 3.

10(1,3) ) 5(1.1)@5(1,-3). (6.12)

(5,5

This example is particular case of a class studied in APS as well as in HKMM and disputed
between the two papers. We study this in detail since it reveal much of the subtlety of GSO
projection. The minimal charge of 10(1,3) occur in j = 1 of cc ring. Its value is R = 4/10
and it is projected out since G = 0 is even. However, R = 4/10 occur also in ca rings at
3(1,-3) = (3,1) with G = 0 hence GSO surviving. See figure [l Therefore the minimal charge
of 10(1,3) is not projected out due to the degeneracy in R-charge of cc and ca. the image
of (1,3) under T, in the final theory is (1,1) which belongs to up-theory 5(1,1). Both (cc)
and (aa) rings have {(1,1),(2,2),(3,3),(4,4)} as their elements. Before, GSO projection, the
minimal R-charge of mother and daughter theories are the same, R = (1 + 3)/10 = (1 + 1)/5,
which is what we expect from the experience of a c-theorem. However, none of these (cc) and
(aa) ring elements survive under the chiral GSO (All have G = 0).

On the other hand, the ca+ac ring of 5(1,1) has {(1,4),(2,3),(3,2),(4,1)}, and all of them
survive. Notice that all surviving are marginal operators. It is a supersymmetric model. We
should not, however, conclude that the minimal tachyon mass increased yet, since there is
another daughter theory, 5(1,—3). Its minimal charge before GSO is 3/5, which is already
bigger than the minimal charge of the mother theory, 4/10. Therefore the GSO projected
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spectra implies that the minimal charge increases under the condensation of marginal operator.
However, it is contradictory to our expectation for a c-theorem. This is an aspect of subtlety

of the c-theorem imposed by the chiral GSO projection.

Therefore, though the twisted sector c-theorem is proved and consistent with our expectation
in CF'T level and type 0 theory, it is not consistent with our expectation for type II theory.
Perhaps there is no c-theorem in string theory level. In fact, while the c-theorem is fact of
CFT, not at the level of GSO projected string theory. Nevertheless we could still ask whether

¢; is non-decreasing for type II as well. We hope to come back to this question in future.

10 5 5
o X
8 X o 4 x o 4 o x
X o
3 x o 3 x o
6 o x
®
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4 X u]
0 X 1 o x 1 x o
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X o
1 2 3 4 5 1 2 3 4 5
2 4 6 8 10

Figure 7 10(1,3) (EZ) 5(1,1) @ 5(1, —3). All charges of cc and ca elements are put together. After GSO projection, one piece of

the final theory is supersymmetric and the other one is still tachyonic.

7 'Transition between type 0 and type 1I by tachyon con-

densation

Now we can answer following more important question. Is the decay product of type II string
theory is a type 117 or Transition from type II to type 0 allowed? We can answer this question
by our earlier results. First, one can represent any type II theory as a n(1, k) with odd integer.

k. For s = p x k/n # 0, we can use

n(1,k) o pr(1,5) € pa(—s. k), (7.1)

(p1,p2
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for the decay. Here one should notice that s is equal to the band number of p: s = G, = [jk/n]
if p = j(1, k) mod n. For p to survive the GSO projection of cc ring, s must be an odd integer.
14 Since both 1 + s and k — s are even integers, both of the daughter theories are type II
theories. Therefore type II theories can decay only type II theories.

Can we find examples of type 0 theories to decay to a type II? One can give a similar
analysis given above. In this case, k is even but s, can be both even or odd since no operators
are projected out. In either case we get one daughter theory type 0 and the other one type
IT as a product of decay of type 0 mother theory. For explicitness, we workout the decays of
11(1,2) in the table ([B) and one can see that 11(1,2) — 7(1,1) @ 3(1,—2) is the candidate.
15 The cc ring elements of 11(1,2) decay to the cc ring elements of 7(1,1) and all projected
out by the final theory GSO, while ca ring elements of 11(1,2) decay into the SUSY spectrum
of final theories. One should remember that in this example the bulk tachyon of the original
theory is not from untwisted sector but from the n-th twisted sector operator (11,11). Under
the tachyon condensation by p = (7,3) operator, (11,11) is mapped to (11,4)=(4,4) by T,
and to (-4,11)=(2,2) by T, either of them are irrelevant operator of final theories. The bulk
tachyon spectrum is ”lost” in the process of tachyon condensation to become a massive state.

These final states are in fact projected out by the GSO of the final theories.

One may ask whether a super-symmetric orbifold can produce a type 0 theories by turning
on a marginal operator? Fortunately this does not happen, as we can see shortly. SUSY case is
either k; = —ky with generator (1,—1) or k; = ko with generator (1, 1). For n(1, —1), the ca or
ac rings are completely projected out from the initial theory hence nothing in the final theory.

cc ring elements decay to diagonal elements as one can see directly or from the transition rule,
n(l,-1) = n—m(1,1) ®@m(1,1). (7.2)

Therefore by condensing a marginal operator, we get only SUSY theories. For n(1,1) theory,

we get the same story by interchanging the role of cc and ca.

What is the physical interpretation of this phenomena? The simplest interpretation is that

Y Therefore for type II transition, there is no need to use n(1,k) ;o) p1(1,5) ® pa(—5',1).
15if we use pa(—s',1) instead of pa(s, —k), we would get 3(1,1) for the second factor. It would incorrectly

indicates that a type 0 theory can decay to two type II theories.
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J | (p1,p2) | G | n— (p1+p2) process

1] (12 |o 8 11(1,2) — 1(1,0) & 2(1,1)
2| (24) |0 5 11(1,2) — 2(1,0) & 4(2,1)
31 (36) |0 2 11(1,2) — 3(1,0) & 6(3, 1)
41 (48) |0 -1 irrelevant process

5| (5,10) | 0 -4 irrelevant process

6| (61) |1 4 11(1,2) — 6(1,1) @ 1(0, 1)
7 (73 |1 1 11(1,2) — 7(1,1) @ 3(1, —2)
8 | (85 |1 -2 irrelevant process

91 (97) |1 -5 irrelevant process

10| (10,9) | 1 -8 irrelevant process

Table 8:  All possible LTC process of 11(1,2)

the dynamics of the string theory is given by that of CF'T and the separate notion of type II
and type 0 is not preserved under the tachyon condensation. Similar result were obtained in

[ by somewhat different reasoning.

8 Conclusion

In this paper, we have studied the localized condensation in non-supersymmetric orbifold using
the (2,2) world sheet SUSY in mirror LG picture. We study the localized tachyon condensation
in Mirror Landau-Ginzburg picture as well as the toric geometry picture of non-supersymmetric
orbifold backgrounds. Due to the two copies of (2,2) worldsheet supersymmetry, any worldsheet
fermion generated tachyon can be considerred as a BPS state. Utilizing this fact, we show that
the R-charge of chiral primaries increases under the process of localized tachyon condensation.
The minimal tachyon mass in twisted sectors increases in CFT and type 0 string and plays
the role of the c-function in the twisted sectors. We also study the GSO projection in detail
and show that type II decay to only to type II while type 0 can decay to the mixture of

type 0 and II mix. By working out how the individual chiral primaries are mapped under the
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tachyon condensation, we have proved that R-charges of chiral primaries increase under tachyon
condensation. We studied the GSO projection and found that in many aspects, the separate

notion of type II and type 0 is not preserved under the tachyon condensation.

We now discuss the limitation and related future works. First of all, our work is confined to
orbifold fixed points before and after the tachyon condensation. It would be interesting to work
out the detail of the off-shell. One may ask what is the geometry for the finite condensation
co-efficient of LG in terms of gauged linear sigma model? A work related to this question has
appeared [28]. Another related work is [26], where the Bondi energy [25] as a c-function was

discussed based on the earlier work by Tseytlin [27].

R-charge
D %
®

®
O

)
o
QD T ?

Figure 8: The black dots denote the GSO even and white dots denote GSO odd (projected out) spectrum. It is plausible that
the minimal charge of mother theory is projected out by the GSO and that of the daughter theory is kept. However, in all example

we considered, such possibility is forbidden due to GSO projection, a surprising phenomena.

Secondly, our work is mostly about CFT and type 0 theory rather than type II theory.
For type II theory, there is only one way by which the theorem can be broken, namely, if the
minimal charge of mother theory is projected out by the GSO and the minimal charge of the
daughter theory is kept, then it may happen that the minimal charge of the daughter theory
is smaller than that of the mother theory. It is very plausible that such possibility happens.
See figure Surprisingly, however, in all example we considered, the tachyon condensation
that cause such possibility is forbidden due to GSO projection (ironically) as illustrated in the
example 2 in section 6 by the theory 11(1,3) with (8,2). We have neither proved nor disproved

the theorem of non-decreasing property of the minimal R-charge due to the complicated nature
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of GSO projection acting on the spectrum. We have shown, however, even in the case the
theorem works for type II theory, it does not work in the way that would be expected from
c-function behavior, since the marginal deformation still increases the minimal R-charge for
some case as shown in the example 3 of section 6.2. We wish to come back to this issue in later

publication.

Finally we mention that the basic lemma proven in section 4 can be treated in Toric geometry
without using the mirror picture. In the Appendix A, we show how it can be done using the toric
diagram by proving the equivalence of toric diagram and integer normalized weight diagram of

Landau-Ginzburg picture.
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Appendix: A. Toric and Weight diagrams

Our goal here is to show the equivalence of tachyon transition in LG picture,

T (1, 8) ® pa(—s', 1), (8.1)

n(l’ k) (p1.p2)
with s =p A (1,k)/n, s =p A (k71,1)/n and that in toric picture

o

n(k> (n/7_k/)

(k) @ n" (k). (8.2)

where

n” =kn' —nk' and — k" =cn’ — dk/ (8.3)
with integer c,d satisfying cn — dk = 1. ' Notice that it is assumed that k,n is relatively
prime.

The data of weight diagram of LG model can be related to that of toric geometry by a linear

map U : LG — Toric and its inverse U~

( 1 0 ) ~ (1 o)
U= , Ul= : (8.4)
—k/n 1/n E n

The weight (p1, p2) of the condensing tachyon is related to the corresponding toric data n'(k’)

by | |
(il) N U_1<—nk’) = (/m’ﬁnk) (8.5)

pr=n', py=kn —nk', (8.6)

which gives py, po:

from which s can calculated in terms of toric data:
s=pA(Lk)/n= (' kn'—nk'Y\(1,k)/n=FK. (8.7)

Now, since p (1, s) is trivially equal to n’(k"), we only need to show the equivalence of ps(—s',1)

with n”(k”). The question is whether £’ = —s’ mod py or equivalently,
(en’ —dk') = (p1 — k™ 'p2)/n mod py (8.8)
161 (¢, d) is a solution of this equation, (¢ + k'm,d + n'm) is also a solution. The result is the (n”. — k") —

1
(n”, —k"+n""m) which is just an SLoZ transformation (

) which corresponds to a holomorphic coordinate
m

transformation of a toric variety.
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is true or not. Multiplying both sides by k, (cn’ — dk')k = (kpy — k™ kpy)/nmod py. Using
en —dk =1, s = (kpy — p2)/n and k~'k = 1 + an, left hand side is equal to k" and right hand
side is s — apy. From s = £/, we now have proved eq.[8S). Now —kk” = ks’ mod py implies
k" = —s' mod py, provided k and py are relatively prime to each other, completing the proof of

our desired result.

Remark: It is interesting to observe that for a general chiral ring element ¢ = (j, n{jk/n}),
Uqg = (j,k x q/n) = T;F (q/n) = (4, —[jk/n]), which means formally, U coincide with tachyon
condensation mapping for generator condensation. This fact directly generalizes to the general
(K1, ka).

Appendix B. Compatibility of GSO projection and n(ki, ko) = n(1,k)
The conformal field theory spectrum of n(kq, ks) are the same with that of n(1, k) as well

as with n(k=%,1) for k = ky/k; mod n. It is an important to know what happen to if we take

into account the GSO projection. According to the quantum symmetry of orbifold theory[29],

one can map from first twisted sector to [-th twisted sector for arbitrary [ in the 1-1 fashion.

For type II theory, we need one more requirement: k or k! must be odd. Otherwise, we can

not preserve the type II condition k; 4+ ka=odd integer. To convince ourselves, we study a few

concrete examples.

o 11(1,3), 11(4,1), 11(5,4);

First of all, 11(1,3) is a type II (k; + ko =even), while the other two theories are of type 0

(k1 + ko =0dd). In type 0 theories, no spectrum is projected out, hence we can say 11(4,1) and

11(5,4) are equivalent string theories without further consideration.

o 11(1,3), 11(4,1), 11(8,2);

11(4,1) is type 0 and the other two are type II theories. So we should compare 11(1,3) and

11(8,2) in detail to see the equivalence. We first work out charge of all elements of each ring

of each theory with their G values in one triplet (¢1,¢2, G). Since we already know that for

ki + ko =even case, cc(ca) and aa(ac) are equivalent, we only have to consider cc and ca only.
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We list of operators in (g1, g2, G) format;
(q17q27 G) = (q17qé7 G/) lf q1 = (Jia% = qéa G = G, mod 2.

First, for 11(1,3)

cc ring:

{(1,3,0),(2,6,0),(3,9,0), (4,1,1),(5,4,1),(6,7,1),(7,10,1),(8,2,2),(9,5,2),(10,8,2)}

ca ring:

{(1,8,0),(2,5,0),(3,2,0), (4,10,1),(5,7,1),(6,4,1),(7,1,1),(8,9,2), (9,6, 2), (10, 3,2)}
Now, for 11(8,2)

cc ring:

{(8,2,0),(5,4,1),(2,6,2),(10,8,2), (7,10, 3), (4,1,5), (1, 3,6),(9,5,6), (6,7,7),(3,9,8)}

ca ring:

{(8,9,0),(5,7,1),(2,5,2),(10,3,2),(7,1,3), (4,10,5), (1, 8,6),(9,6,6), (6,4, 7),(3,2,8)}
We now need to project out even-G operators from cc and aa rings and odd-G operators

from ca and ac rings. Surviving operators are listed below in (g1, ¢2, G) format;

11(1,3)

cc ring: {(4,1,1),(5,4,1),(6,7,1),(7,10,1)}

ca ring: {(1,8,0),(2,5,0),(3,2,0),(8,9,2),(9,6,2),(10,3,2)}

11(8,2)

cc ring: {(5,4,1),(7,10,3),(4,1,5),(6,7,7)}

ca ring: {(8,9,0),(2,5,2),(10,3,2),(1,8,6),(9,6,6),(3,2,8)}

Therefore, two theories are identical.

e 10(1,3) and 10(7,1); One more example
Before GSO projection; 10(1,3)

cc ring:

{(1,3,0),(2,6,0),(3,9,0), (4,2,1),(5,5,1),(6,8,1),(7,1,2),(8,4,2),(9,7,2) }

ca ring:

{(1,7,0),(2,4,0),(3,1,0), (4,8,1),(5,5,1),(6,2,1),(7,9,2),(8,6,2),(9,3,2) }

10(7,1)

cc ring:
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((7,1,0), (4,2,1), (1,3,2), (8,4,2), (5,5,3), (2,6,4), (9,7,4), (6,8,5), (3,9,6)}

ca ring:

{(7,9,0),(4,8,1),(1,7,2),(8,6,2),(5,5,3),(2,4,4),(9,3,4),(6,2,5),(3,1,6) }
After GSO projection;

10(1,3)

cc ring: {(4,2,1),(5,5,1),(6,8,1)}

ca ring: {(1,7,0), (2,4,0), (3,1,0),(7,9,2), (8,6,2), (9,3,2)}

10(7,1)

cc ring: {(4,2,1),(5,5,3),(6,8,5)}

ca ring: {(7,9,0), (1,7,2), (8,6,2), (2,4,4), (9,3,4), (3,1,6)}

Once again, they are equivalent by comparison.
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