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Abstract

Various asymmetric orbifold models based on chiral shifts and chiral reflections
are investigated. Special attention is devoted to 1the consistency of the models
with two fundamental principles for asymmetric orbifolds : modular invariance and
the existence of a proper Hilbert space formulation for states and operators. The
interplay between these two principles is non-trivial. It is shown, for example, that
their simultaneous requirement forces the order of a chiral reflection to be 4, instead
of the naive 2. A careful explicit construction is given of the associated one-loop
partition functions. At higher loops, the partition functions of asymmetric orbifolds
are built from the chiral blocks of associated symmetric orbifolds, whose pairings are
determined by degenerations to one-loop.
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1 Introduction

String theories are built of independent left and right movers on the worldsheet, and both
Type II [I] and Heterotic [2] superstring theories are inherently chiral on the worldsheet.
As such, they admit asymmetric compactifications for left and right degrees of freedom.
This fact is basic to the construction of the Heterotic string [2] and to other models such as
the Narain compactification [3]. Compactifications by orbifolds of flat space-time ([4, Bl;
for reviews see [6, [, §]), are particularly important because their conformal field theories
are explicitly solvable from free field theories via group theoretic methods, and yet their
space-time properties are non-trivial.

For symmetric orbifolds, the orbifold group acts identically on left and right movers.
The associated worldsheet conformal field theory admits a consistent construction equiv-
alently via functional integral or operator methods [9, [I0, [[T], and the functional integral
formulation naturally guarantees modular invariance.

For asymmetric orbifolds, the orbifold group acts differently on left and right movers.
This circumstance renders functional integral formulations problematic. Therefore, modu-
lar invariance and the validity of a Hilbert space interpretation cannot be taken for granted.
Some general principles for compactifications on asymmetric orbifolds have been formu-
lated in [I2], but relatively few examples have been studied explicitly (see for example
[13]. (At special compactification radii, asymmetric orbifold conformal field theories may
be reformulated in terms of free fermionic degrees of freedom alone. The action of the
orbifold group on chiral fermions is well understood and systematic studies of asymmetric
free fermion models are available in [I4! [T5].)

Asymmetric orbifolds are clearly needed when orbifolding the Heterotic string (for ex-
ample, see [I6]). More recently, asymmetric orbifold models for Type II strings generated
by chiral reflections and shifts were also proposed [I7, I8, 19, 20]. These “Kachru-Kumar-
Silverstein” (KKS) models are of particular interest, since they exhibit space-time super-
symmetry breaking and vanishing cosmological constant at one-loop order. Initially, there
were hopes that the cosmological constant would continue to vanish to two loops [I7, [I§]
(see also [21]), via an independent cancellation of the sums over spin structures for left
and right movers, but this is now known not to be the case [22].

In the present paper, we take the opportunity of the study of the KKS models to
examine the principles of the construction of asymmetric orbifold models based on chiral
shifts and twists in greater detail, and to add to the hitherto relatively short list of examples
worked out explicitly. In view of the methods of chiral splitting [23, 24, 25] (see also
[26, 27]) and two-loop superstring perturbation theory developed over the past few years
in [28, 29, B0, BT, B2] (see also [33, B4]), it is natural to postulate that the partition
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function for an asymmetric orbifold is obtained by suitably pairing the chiral blocks of
symmetric orbifold theories. Thus, the main problem of asymmetry is the determination
of the corresponding pairing matrix (see [22] and §6). It can be determined in principle
by degenerations to one-loop. Thus, the key problem reduces to finding all the one-loop
traces Z9;, = Try, (quoqLO), where g, h runs over all the elements of the orbifold group,
and Hy, is the Hilbert space of the sector twisted by h.

Even for the relatively simple asymmetric orbifold models based on chiral shifts and
twists, there are important subtleties in the construction: (1) chiral operators g,h are
defined only up to phases, which can affect their orders and change the whole structure of
the theory; (2) it is unclear how to incorporate in the construction of the Hilbert space Hj,
for the asymmetric theory the ground state degeneracies of the corresponding symmetric
orbifold theories; (3) one has to extend to H, the operator g which was originally defined
only on the untwisted Hilbert space.

We find that for the asymmetric orbifold models based on chiral shifts and twists, the
combined requirements of modular covariance and Hilbert space interpretation constrain
the orders, and hence the phases, of the elements of the orbifold group. The degeneracies in
the Hilbert spaces for the twisted asymmetric theory can be handled by suitable selection
rules on the larger set of ground states coming from the symmetric theory. And upon
this construction, the operators of the theory admit consistent extensions to the twisted
sectors. It can be hoped that similar considerations will apply to more general asymmetric
orbifold models.

1.1 Principles of Orbifold Constructions

Let G be an orbifold group acting on a flat torus T". The orbifold group G will be taken to
be finite and Abelian for simplicity.! The following principles will be taken as the starting
point for orbifold constructions on the worldsheet of a torus with modulus 7;

e The existence of a consistent Hilbert space formulation

The partition function Zg of the G-orbifold theory is given by a summation over
partition traces Z9y,

1 _
Za(1) = = Y Z%(7), Z9,(7) = Tra, (9 4"°7™), (1.1)
|G‘ g,heG

For a more detailed summary of symmetric and asymmetric orbifold constructions, see [Z2]. The
orbifold construction may be carried out either by coseting flat Euclidean space R™ by a full orbifold
group including the action of translations, or by coseting the flat torus T™ by the point group Pg. For
symmetric orbifolds, these procedures are equivalent, as is demonstrated in some simple cases in Appendix
B. For asymmetric orbifolds, the coseting procedure starting from the torus is taken as a definition.



where ¢ = exp{2mit} and |G| is the order of G. The key assumption in this principle
is that a consistent Hilbert space formulation exists in which H,, is the Hilbert space
of the sector twisted by h, and the group elements g € G have a consistent operator
realization in each of these twisted Hilbert spaces.

e Modular Covariance of partition traces

Modular invariance of the partition function Zs is guaranteed by the stronger con-
dition of modular covariance of each of the partition traces,

Zgh(7+1) = Zghilh(’T)

Z(=1/1) = 2" 4(7) (1.2)
or more generally,
. at +b _ oglpt (CL b)
Z9, <c7‘+d =Z g—cha (T) ¢ d € SL(2,7Z) (1.3)

Modular covariance of the partition traces implies that Z9, (7 +mny) = Z9,(7) for any
element h of order ny,. This relation, in turn, is equivalent to the familiar requirement

of level matching,
1

Lo—Lye —1Z (1.4)

Np
when acting on the Hilbert space Hj, of states twisted by an element h of order ny,.
Finally, the transformation in (IL3]) given by a = d = —1 and b = ¢ = 0 belongs to the
center of SL(2,Z), reverses the orientation of both A and B cycles, and corresponds

to charge conjugation symmetry.

When the orbifold group G acts on genuine well-defined fields, and a functional integral
formulation is available, the above principles may be deduced from the functional integral
formulation using standard quantum field theory methods. In particular, a simple change
of variables in the functional integral will imply the the modular covariance relations for
the partition traces expressed above.

For general asymmetric orbifolds, a proper functional integral formulation may be
lacking and it may not be possible to derive the above relations from first principles. In
such theories, the above principles will simply be postulated as necessary and sufficient
conditions for the existence of physically viable asymmetric orbifold models. It has been
argued in [9] that level matching suffices to insure the full modular covariance ([CZ) of the
theory. This condition is not always sufficient to guarantee the full modular covariance
of the partition traces. In this paper some examples will be presented where this lack of
modular covariance conflicts with the existence of a proper Hilbert space interpretation.
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1.2 Algorithm for the construction of asymmetric orbifolds

In this paper, asymmetric orbifold models based on chiral shifts and reflections (such as
arise in the constructions of [I7]) are examined in detail. Special attention is devoted
to a proper construction of states and operators in the untwisted and twisted sectors of
Hilbert space and to the modular covariance of the partition traces. Models with only
chiral shifts are constructed first and shown to satisfy modular covariance, at least in
some critical dimensions. In models involving chiral reflections, difficulties are found with
modular covariance, even though the level matching condition ([C4)) is satisfied . These
problems are traced to the precise definition of the chiral reflection operators in Hilbert
space. In particular, it is shown that a chiral reflection of order 2 leads to conflicts with
the modular transformation 7 — —1/7, but that a chiral reflection of order 4 is consistent
with modular invariance.

Generally, in models satisfying level matching, it had been expected that the modular
orbit method would yield all partition traces Z9;(7) from applying the modular covariance
condition (CZ) to the partition traces in the untwisted sector Z9;(7). The models with
chiral reflections examined here show that the method must be applied with some care:
modular transformations may not generate all partition traces from the untwisted sector,
and even when they do, the objects they generate may not have a proper interpretation
as partition traces in a twisted sector.

While our discussions later in the paper will be in terms of specific examples based
on shifts and twists, the methods developed there may be recast in terms of a recursive
algorithm, which we shall now summarize.

1. It is assumed that all the group elements g € G in the orbifold group have well-defined
operator realizations on the untwisted Hilbert space H;. The partition traces Z9;
in the untwisted sector for all g € GG are then well-defined and may be calculated.

2. Modular transformations applied to the partition traces Z", yield Z';,. The Hilbert
space representation of Z',(7) = Try, ¢“°g" may be viewed as a spectral density
function for the Hilbert space Hj,, which yields the conformal spectrum, including
the multiplicities for all states in H;. This essentially determines Hy,.

3. The further application of modular transformations to Z';, yields Z*";, from which
the action of the operators h” on H; may be deduced.

4. Combining the knowledge of the action of operators h™ on H;, with the properties of
the symmetric operators in the associated symmetric orbifold theories has allowed
us, in all cases considered here, to construct also the action of elements g on Hj,



even when ¢ is not a power of h. This last step permits us to calculate the remaining
partition traces Z9,,.

The twisted Hilbert space H; which emerges from the above construction is of the
following form. Let G be the asymmetric orbifold group whose elements consist of pairs
h = (hp; hg), where hy, and hg act respectively on the left and the right sectors. The left
and right elements themselves span groups G, and G and G may be viewed as a subgroup
of the product G x Gg. The starting point is the two symmetric orbifold theories with
symmetric orbifold groups G, and G g consisting of pairs (hy; hy) and (hg; hg) respectively.
Let Hp, (pr) and My, (pr) be the Hilbert spaces of the sectors twisted by (hr,hr) and
(hgr,hg) in the symmetric theories. Here, we denote by p;, € My and pr € My any
additional labels of the blocks, such as for example the internal loop momenta. M, and
Mp may be viewed as the degeneracies of the ground states in the symmetric theories.
Then the Hilbert space of the h-twisted sector in the asymmetric theory is of the form

M= @ (M) © Hulow)) (1.5

(pL,prR)ET

Here, 7 is a pairing or selection rule, and we keep only chiral oscillators in H;, (pr) and
Hhy(pr). The set Z is usually strictly smaller than the set of all My, x Mg possible choices
for (pr,pr). It is determined by modular transformations from the asymmetric traces
in the untwisted sector. In [I2], it was proposed to obtain the partition function of the
asymmetric theory by taking square roots of suitably extended symmetric theories. Our
prescription is a significant departure from this, since it avoids square roots altogether and
replaces them by selection rules after a suitable chiral splitting.

The remainder of this paper is organized as follows. In section 2, a brief summary
is given of the circle theory. In section 3, orbifolds generated by chiral shifts only are
constructed. In section 4, orbifolds with chiral reflections only are investigated and subtle
issues of modular invariance are addressed and solved. In section 5, the results of §3 and §4
are combined and orbifolds with both chiral shifts and reflections are solved, and the effects
of adding worldsheet fermions are included. In section 6, general rules for the partition
function in higher genus are formulated in terms of chiral splitting and a summation over
pairings of chiral blocks. Finally, in appendix §A, the construction of symmetric orbifolds
is briefly reviewed; in §B, the equivalence is demonstrated for symmetric orbifolds between
orbifolding the full line by the full orbifold group and orbifolding the circle by the point
group; and in §C, useful J-function identities are collected.

6



2 The circle theory

We begin by recalling some basic facts about the S! theory, mainly for normalizations and
conventions. The torus ¥ with modulus 7 = 71 4+ i7e, 75 > 0, is parametrized by z, with
the identifications z ~ z 4+ 1 and z ~ z 4 7. It is equipped with the metric ds? = 7, 'dzdz.
The action S[z] for a theory of a single bosonic scalar field x is normalized to be

1

/ d*20 x0 w, (2.1)
2

where 7 is the string scale.? In the St theory, the field z(z) takes values in a circle of radius
R, and we have the identification z ~ = + 27 R. The evaluation of the functional integral
over all instanton sectors defined by the boundary conditions z(z + 1) = z(z) + 2mm R
and z(z 4+ 7) = x(2) + 27m R gives the well-known partition function

Z (T)—L Z ex{—ﬁR2|m7'—m|2} (2.2)
S T (), e U 28 2 '

Here, the argument of the exponential is the action of the corresponding instanton solution,
and the prefactor combines the contributions of the quantum fluctuations and the zero
mode integration. The partition function Z 51 can be recast in Hamiltonian language by a
Poisson resummation in ms

]_ 1,2 1.2 27
- q2PLg2PR, qg=e", (2.3)
G

Zs}%(T) =

where the left and the right (dimensionless) momenta p;, and pg are given by

14 R 14
= —My — —My, = —Mo + —my, my,mg € 7 2.4
pLR22121 pRR22z1 1, M2 ()
In particular (pr,pr) belongs to an even Lorentzian lattice p? — p% = —2mymy € 2Z.

(Note that the dimensionful momenta are given by pr/2¢ and pr/27¢, so that the total
dimensionful momentum is (pr, + pr)/2¢ = ms/R, as expected.)

Henceforth, we consider the S! theory at the self-dual radius R? = 272, The left and
right momenta simplify to

\/§PL =Mmgo — My = Ng, \/§pR = mgy + M1 = Npg, (2.5)

2The parameter 7 is related to the Regge slope parameter o by 2¢2 = o/. Customary conventions used
in the literature are as follows. In [I6], the Regge slope parameter o’ is exhibited explicitly; in [24] and
[, one sets = 1; in [6], one sets £ = 1/2 instead.



with np,ng € Z and ny + ng € 2Z. The momentum summations may be carried out
in terms of ¥-functions. At the self-dual radius, it is convenient to cast the ¥-functions
results in terms of the (-function, defined by

1 2 aring _ V[B](0,27) oy
CO‘|6 (7_) = q(n-‘ra) e2mn6 — e i3 (26)
WO =m 5 e
Various transformation properties of its arguments are listed in Appendix C. One finds,
1
_ 2 L 2
Zs1_ 5 (T) = [C[0[0)(T) " + [¢[510)(7)] (2.7)

where the first term arises from the contributions with ny,ng € 2Z and the second term
from contributions with n;,ng € 2Z + 1.

The Hilbert space H of the circle theory can be built from chiral sectors as follows

H= @ ({é Ty T | }@{@ F - .:z_nl_c\nm}) (2.8)

nr+nr€E2Z n;=1 n; =1

Here, the states |np)r, |ng)r are momentum eigenstates, characterized by their quantum
numbers np, ng as defined in (3), and x,,,, 2, are oscillators for each chiral sector. Then
J
Zg1 becomes
R

Zs) (1) = Try(q™7"™) (2.9)
with the following definitions of the Virasoro generators,

1 1 1 1

Ly=— 24+2pL+an WL Ly=— 24+2pR+an W (2.10)

n=1 n=1

Finally, at any radius R, the circle theory has a chiral Jﬁ) . X U/(\l) r Symmetry, generated
by the chiral currents J; = Or and J3 = O0z. At the self-dual radius R? = 272, the
symmetry is enhanced to S WQ) L XS I/JTQ) > Which arises due to the existence of the extra
currents J; = exp{4iv/2r,} and Ji = exp{+iv/2z_}, where 2. denote the chiral parts
of the field x. The latter symmetry will be exploited in section 4.2.

3 Orbifolds defined by a chiral shift

The operator s realizing a shift © — x 4+ 7R by a half-circumference commutes with the
oscillators z,, and 7, and acts on the momentum ground states by s|np)p ® [nr)r =
e PLAPR)R/ 0 |0 Y @ Ing)r. At the self-dual radius R? = 272, this becomes simply

m(np+ngr)/2

S‘HL>L X |nR)R = 6Z |nL>L &® \nR> (31)



This form naturally permits chiral splitting into actions of left and right chiral shift oper-
ators s; and sg, which also commute with the oscillators z,, and z,,. Their action on the
ground states is defined by

liﬂnL
spinp)r ® [np)r = €2 InL)L @ |nr)r
Lirn
spinp)L ® Inp)r = €2""FnL)p @ [ng)r (3.2)

Clearly these definitions reproduce s = sy sg. Note that each operator s;, and s has order
4 while their product s has order 2 in view of the fact that n; + ng € 2Z. In this section,
orbifolds generated by either sp or s% will be considered.

3.1 The sy models

Recall that the partition function of the orbifold theory defined by a finite abelian group G
is given ([T]), where |G| is the order of G, and H,, is the Hilbert space of the twisted sector
defined by h. As is reviewed in Appendix A, in the case of the symmetric shift s = sy sg,
the Hilbert space in the twisted sector corresponding to an element s~ is generated by
oscillators from the ground states |n, + $) ® [ng — 5).

In the asymmetric orbifold theory generated by sg, the Hilbert space of the sector
twisted by the element (sg)~* is defined to be the space generated by applying the oscil-
lators x,, and T_5; to the ground states of the form

a

|nL>L®|nR— §>R ny +ngr € 27 (33)

The untwisted sector may simply be viewed as the sector twisted by (sg)™* for a = 0, an
observation that permits us to treat all sectors at once. This construction is consistent
with the fact that sg is of order 4, since a shift a — a+4 may be compensated by relabeling
the states by ng — ngr + 2, a transformation that preserves the condition n;, + nr € 2Z.
The action of (sg)? on a state in the sector twisted by (sg)~% is given by

) a

(sr)” InL)r ® ng — %>R = exp {T(nR - 5)} L) ® |ng — %)R (3.4)

with, as always, the constraint that n;, + ngr € 2Z.

The partition traces for a single scalar field are easily calculated. The oscillator contri-
butions are all equal to those of the untwisted sector and result in the familiar n-function
factors. The momentum dependence may be read off from the momentum assignments of
the states. Abbreviating 29, = Z%, when h = (sg)™® and g = (sg)?, the partition traces
become,

S chEend) gt ghong (5:5)
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The sums over n;, and ng are conveniently expressed in terms of the (-function defined
in (Z6). The constraint n;, + ng € 27 in ([BH) may be solved explicitly and gives rise to
two parts : the first in which ny and ng are independent even integers (first term on rhs)
and the second in which they are independent odd integers (second term on rhs),

204(7) =TH%F<mmm2ﬂmg§mzﬂ+ﬁ[mm2ﬂ[ |]®ﬂﬂ>

17rab

- (mm<>ﬁéwa+a%q;Wﬂ<E+ﬂﬁwQ (3.6)

From the partition traces of the sg-twisted theory of a single boson it is straightforward
to obtain the partition traces of a theory of d bosons taking values in a square torus of
all self-dual radii and where sg acts as a right chiral shift simultaneously on all directions.
As the d bosons in this model are independent of one another, the corresponding partition
traces are simply given by (Z2°,)4.

3.1.1 Interpretation in terms of chiral blocks constructions

With the extension to higher loops in mind, it is useful to interpret the previous formulas
in the following manner. We would like to view the traces Z%(7) of the s;, theory as built
from the chiral blocks of the symmetric s = (s, sg) theory and the untwisted theory, with
a suitable pairing. Now the partition function for the symmetric s theory at the self-radius
R? = 27 is simply given by the partition function for the circle theory at R? = 7*/2 and
hence given by [10]

AN G Z 2% (1 (3.7)

where [€|6] Tuns over all half-characteristics, and the “trace” Z°.(7) is given by

S (1) = 1e )2 .
Z°(7) ()2 we%;%}h?hjL 5 |6](0, 27)] (3.8)

On the other hand, the partition function of the self-dual circle model in arbitrary genus
h is given by

Ziidsa(r) =

In(7)[2 we{%%}h [9]~10](0, 27)| (3.9)

where 7 is now viewed as the period matrix and 7(7) as the chiral boson partition function
at genus h. The formula ([BH) suggests that, for fixed b,a € Z4 = {0, 1,2, 3}, the chiral
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blocks of the s theory and the untwisted theory can be defined respectively as

s—theor, 1 1
ZR2t:hZ?/g 7’](7’)29[7_‘_ Za|ﬁ](0727)
circle 1
ZR2=11?2/2 : %ﬁMO](O, 27) (3.10)

where v € {0,1} and we have expressed b as

b=2(B+c), Be {0,%}, cefo 1. (3.11)

With this choice of phases for the chiral blocks arising from the symmetric theories, the
blocks Z°,(7) of the asymmetric s;, theory arise by pairing them with the matrix

Koy = 8,76 (3.12)
so that we indeed recover the earlier partition traces,
1 - 1 S
2b(1) = 5 > Iy + 2al (0, 27)9[4]0] (0, 27). (3.13)
|77(7')‘ ’YE{O 1} 4
)2
The full partition function for a theory of d bosons is then given by
1 1 . 1 . Nd
20)=1 X {om X e+ qalslo b0, ). (34

2
a,b€Zy |77(T)| »ye{o,%}

The partition function for the sr theory for d bosons is of course obtained by complex
conjugation.

3.1.2 Modular invariance of the sz model for d € 16N bosons

The modular covariance properties ([L2) of the partition traces follow from the modular
transformation laws (CIT) for the functions ([|8](7) and the relations ((C3) and ([CI2)).
One finds,

Zba(T + 1) — eiwa2/82a+ba(7_)

20 (=1/7) = e mb/Aza_ (1) (3.15)
Note that the exponent a?/16 is as expected in the 7 — 7+ 1 transformation law because
the ground state in the sector twisted by (sg)*® has conformal dimension a?/16 mod 1.
As a result, the operator sg in the twisted sector actually has order 16 with s% = —1. To

properly restore the order of sg to be 4 as it was in the untwisted sector, the dimension
of the torus (see the last paragraph of the preceding section) must be divisible by 4.

More critically, the orbifold model for a single boson does not satisfy the modular
covariance requirement of (L2). Partition traces with full modular invariance are obtained
only when the dimension of the torus satisfies d € 16NN.
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3.1.3 Asymmetry of the s; partition function for d = 16 bosons

Often, an orbifold constructed from the action of an asymmetric orbifold group still pos-
sesses a symmetric partition function, i.e. Z(7) = Z(r). It will be verified below that the
orbifold theory constructed from 16 bosons and the asymmetric group action of sy is in
fact asymmetric and satisfies Z(7) # Z(7). The starting point is the partition function
defined by the partition traces of (B6l),

20 =7 X (Bur)” (3.16)

a,b=0,1,2,3

The most convenient study of the asymmetry issue is in terms of ¥-functions of modulus
7. To this end, Z is first expressed in terms of ¥-functions of modulus 27, which are then
converted into ¥-functions with modulus 7 by using the doubling formulas. To simplify
this calculation, note that a shift b — b+ 2 produces a relative sign between the two terms
in the parenthesis of (Bf). It is convenient to restrict the range of b = 0,1 and isolate the
summation over the shifts b — b + 2 using a new variable ¢ = 0, 1. One obtains,

—_ 2
1 a.b 1 1 ab

Zbt2e, o 9 I=|= —)°9[=|0] V[= + == 2 1
(22720))" = s (91000 915151+ () ol o5 + 13)) (0.20) (347
the partition function may be expressed as follows, To compute the above partition traces
in terms of Y-functions with argument 7, 9;(0,7), with ¢« = 2,3,4, we use the doubling

formula for ¥-functions given in Appendix C. One finds (here a,c =0, 1)

(2%(n)" = 2| 7 (95l + () 1oal* + (-)19al)

2

C 1 a
(2"%0(r) = W(ﬁg (=)"03) Dsts
c 2 c 2 1 c Q9 Q
(2%1(n) = (2%3(r)) = e (93 + (=)°03) V205
2 2 1 _
(27(n)" = (2%%(n) = e (=i + (—)03) D204 (3.18)
Combining all contributions, one obtains
1 4 4 4\8 4 4 4\8
Z = gy (90" 10 000"+ (0l + 0l — 101
+([05]* — \194I4+\19 \ )%+ (195]* = [0 = [0]*)°
+2[(95 + 93)° + (93 )8](_ _)
+2[(95 + 03)° + (95 — 93)°)(9302)°
12002 — i92)® + (92 + i92)¥] (Da0,)® } (3.19)
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Using ([C4)), it is straightforward to verify that Z is modular invariant.

The partition function Z for the 16-dimensional orbifold by (1, sg) is asymmetric. To
see this, it suffices to show that Z — Z # 0. The contribution of the first 4 terms in Z is
manifestly symmetric and cancels out of Z — Z. The remaining terms may be simplified
using the Jacobi identity 95 = 93 +1], and expressed as a function of a single homogeneous
variable t = 91 /93,

15]9332
27 (T)|*2
Manifestly, this is not zero and the model has asymmetric conformal weights.

77 = t—tH(1—tt) (1 —t—t)(t+1t—th) (3.20)

3.2 The s% models

The s% can be easily derived as a subsector of the sz models, consisting of the blocks
Zb,(7) with a,b = 0,2. The Hilbert space interpretation of all the blocks is a direct
consequence of the Hilbert space interpretation provided for the si theory. Because fewer
blocks appear in the s% theory, the requirement of modular invariance block by block is
less restrictive. Explicitly,

2%(r) = IOl +[¢T3 10l

2%(r) = [clojo)f* - |[1|]|

2%5(r) = COI0CL310]+ <[ 0]

2h(r) = GO - ¢2 0] (3.21)

Level matching requires the number d of bosonic fields to be a multiple of 4, in which case
we have modular covariance of the partition traces. The resulting partition function is

2() = 5 Y (KON + olCTLI0IRY + & 3 (CON0ICTLI0] + oL I (3:22)

2 o==1 o=%1

for d € 4N. We observe that, although the orbifold group consists of asymmetric elements,
the resulting partition function Z turns out to be symmetric in this case. For the minimal
dimension of d = 4, one may alternatively express the partition function in terms of
J-function with modulus 7. The result is

Z(r) = 2| & {102 + 951" + [9]*} (3.23)
It is easy to see that this partition function equals the partition function for 8 decoupled
Majorana fermions with SO(8) invariant action.
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4 Orbifolds defined by a chiral reflection

The symmetric reflection r : x(z) — —x(z) is realized as a unitary operator on the un-
twisted Hilbert space H by r|nL)r ® |ng)r = £| —nr)L ® | — ng)r, and on the oscillators
by re_, = —x_,r, rt_, = —Z_,r. A chiral reflection r should reflect n; while preserving
ng, while a chiral reflection rz should reflect ny while preserving n;. Although these
actions of the chiral operators r;, and rg are natural and unique, the splitting r = ryrg
generally leaves some phases undetermined. Truly chiral operators will be obtained only if
the phases associated with r; only depend upon n;, (and the phases associated to rg only
depend on ng). It may not always be possible to achieve this, in which case the splitting
of the operator r = r;rg may be viewed as anomalous. Here, models will be sought which
are anomaly free. Thus, the following action of r;, and rg will be postulated,

ro|nL) @ Inryr = pr(nL)| —nL)r @ |nr)r
rrInL)L ® |nr)r = pr(nr)|nL)L ® | — nR)R
TLT—y = —T_pTL TLT_p = T_pTL

TRT_p = T_nTR TRT_p = —T_nTR (4.1)

where py, and pg are phases which may depend on ny, and ng respectively. The requirement
that r = rprgr is a further constraint on the phases : pp(ng)pr(ng) = +1 whenever
ny + nr € 2Z. Furthermore, note that the choice of pp(nr) and pr(ng) dictates the
order of the chiral operators r; and ri. It will be shown next that — contrary to naive
expectation — the order of the operators r;, and rg cannot be 2, but must be larger.

4.1 The order of the chiral operator rj,

In order for the expression ([LII) to correspond to a trace of projections onto invariant
subspaces, the operators r; and rr should have the same order in all twisted sectors.
Therefore, it suffices to rule out the order 2 in the untwisted sector. In this sector, the
Hilbert space is well-known, and the partition traces for the r; theory easily computed.
The partition trace Z'; is, of course, the same as Z% in (B0, and Z7¢; may be computed
using the definition of r; given above,

Zh(r) = IC[0|0]|2(7)+IC[%IO]IQ(T)

Zr(r) = pu(0)C(0] 1) TOMT(r) (12)

In the second line above, the insertion of r; in the trace causes only the states gener-
ated from n; = 0 to contribute, and produces a factor (—)* when acting on the state
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T—py T, |np)r. Note that the traces in the untwisted sector only involve p(0). Under
T — 7 + 1, the partition trace Z"Z; is invariant, as expected.

It will be assumed that the partition traces satisfy modular covariance (possibly when
raised to some critical power d), and it will be shown that the assumption 7% = 1 leads to
a contradiction. Indeed, if 77 = 1, only the traces Z',, and Z"t, in the sector twisted by
rr, remain to be determined. Modular covariance gives,

2, (7) = 371 (~1/7) = pu(0) L3101 (O + T310]) )

1

2 (7) = 2, 4+ 1) = pu0) ] (SO + e 210) () (43

Assuming that r;, is of order two, (r? = 1 and thus ;' = r;) implies that, Z1,, (7 +2) =
pr(0) e/ ¢[110](¢[0]0] — ¢[3]0])(7). But this result is clearly distinct from Z',,(7), and
hence violates modular invariance and in particular the level matching condition of (),
irrespective of the dimension d. Therefore, the order of r; cannot be 2. On the other
hand, an analogous calculation yields Z*, (7 +4) = e/ ?Z! (7). Therefore, 7y, is of order
4 provided that additionally the dimension d is a multiple of 4 and that pz(0)* = 1.

4.2 Chiral reflections of order 4

Henceforth, it will be assumed that 7, is of order 4, and that the dimension d is a multiple
of 4. In the preceding subsection, it was shown that these conditions are necessary in
order to have modular invariance and a consistent Hilbert space formulation. It was
also necessary for the factor pr(0) to be a 4-th root of unity. Since all effects of pp(0)
will disappears from all the partition traces in all dimensions d which are multiples of 4,
we may simply set pr(0) = 1 without loss of generality. The traces Z!; and Z™, are
unchanged from (@2) but are now considered with p;(0) = 1. Using modular covariance
and charge conjugation symmetry, one has the following traces,

27 (r) = 24 () = (01 L)() TOIP) (4.0
2, (1) = 23 (7) = 22(-1/7) = C310] (0T + ¢ 10 ) ()

£ (1) = 2ty (7) = B (r+ 8) = L) (TOR0 + 72 0] )

27 (1) = Z'hg (1) = 27, (-1/7) = A0l L o))

Note that the partition traces in the untwisted sector and in the sector twisted by 7%
indeed yield different results.



4.2.1 The sector twisted by r,

The next key step is to construct a Hilbert space H,, for the sector twisted by r; which
can reproduce the traces Z',, and Z", . Here, we encounter the key difficulty of how
to determine the pairing between left and right movers in the twisted sector. Specifically,
the chiral operator r;, produces two twisted ground states, which may both be taken to
be eigenstates, rr|£)r ~ |£)r. Therefore, the Hilbert space in the sector twisted by rp,
should be a subspace of the full direct product space of left and right movers,

H,, = {I—m—i-% Tyl )L ®@Tp, 'j—ng|nR>R> np € Z}
EB{:C_”1+% ttt x_nk+% |_>L ® i‘—nl te j—nk|nR>R7 nR e Z} (45>
To determine which subspace H,, is the appropriate choice and how r, should act on this

space, use will be made of the partition traces Z',, and Z2,. , which were obtained earlier
by modular covariance.

rLo

The partition trace Z 1., plays the role of a spectral density, as each state contributes
a factor gloglo times its multiplicity factor. The spectral density (for a theory of bosons
only) suffers no accidental cancellations and may be used as an accurate guide for how
left and right chiralities are to be paired against one another. The expansion of Z',, in
powers of ¢ and ¢ suggests defining H,, by the following pairing,

HTL = {x—nl—l—% o 'x—nk+%|+>L ® 'f—nl o 'j—n;‘nR>R7 ng € 2Z}
@{x—nﬁ-% . 'l’_nk+%|—>L & j—nl . 'i’_n§|7’LR>R, np € 274 + 1} (46)

The operator theoretic trace Try, (qLoqLO) agrees then with Z', (7), up to a factor of
e™/8. Taking the dimension d to be a multiple of 16, complete agreement is obtained.

More generally, the partition traces Z’"lim, with b € Z play the role of a spectral
density weighed by the eigenvalues of the operator r® on the subspace H,,, as each state
contributes a factor 7 g%0gl® times its multiplicity factor. Clearly, when b is not a multiple
of 4, this quantity may suffer from accidental cancellations between states with identical
conformal weight but different 7% eigenvalue. Therefore, this partition trace will not, in
general, determine the action of r} is a unique manner, and one will have to restrict to
searching for internally consistent choices. Taking the operator r, to have order 4 on H

one has the following natural assignment,

LY

L

TL|+>L®|7LR>R = |+>L®|TLR>R, nREQZ
r =) ® Inpdr = e7F|=)L @ |ng)g, ng €27 + 1 (4.7)
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and the usual commutation relations with the oscillators. With this, the evaluation of all
traces in the sector twisted by r;, may be completed, and one finds for b € Z,

2%, (7) = clyl3) (TO0T+ el 01) () (15)

For b = 0, 1, this formula indeed reproduces the result of ({3, (which was obtained by
modular transformations from partition traces in the untwisted sector) up to an overall
factor of e~""/8. Therefore, the Hilbert space formulation of the operator r;, in the sector
twisted by 7, given above, will be consistent with modular covariance only if the dimension
d is a multiple of 16.

4.2.2 The sector twisted by r?

Charge conjugation symmetry, represented by the operator C = S?, ensures that the
partition traces behave naturally under the reversal of orientation of the homology cycles,
and implies the following relation on the partition traces, Z9,(t) = £29 ', -1(7). As the

dimension is always assumed to be even, the + factor is immaterial and will be omitted.

The charge conjugation relation may be used to investigate the partition traces and
the Hilbert space in the sector twisted by 73 = r;'. Applying charge conjugation to (),
it is readily derived that for b € Z,

27h7) = 315] (T + el 01) () (49)

L

Notice the difference in the relative phase factor between the two terms in the parenthesis
above when b is odd. As a result of this phase difference the structure of the Hilbert space
”Hr% is very close to that of H,, but not identical, as the operator r;, has a different action
on both spaces. Therefore, extra care is needed in constructing also this space correctly.
The two degenerate ground states in the sector twisted by 3 will be denoted by |+)§,
where the superscript C stands for charge conjugation. The Hilbert space is

His = {2 p1 01| H)E @ Ty Top|ng)r, 1R € 22}

6B{x—n1+% o 'z—nk+%|_>% ® j_nl o 'j—n§|nR>R’ nr € 24 + 1} (410)

and the analysis of the partition traces in () leads to the following definition of the
action of the operator ry on HT’%’

TL|+>% & |nR>R = |+>% X |nR>R, nr € 27
rol =) @ ng)r = €76 @ |ng)a, ng €27 + 1 (4.11)
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and the usual commutation relations with the oscillators. With these assignments, all par-
tition traces in 7—[,:2 are consistent with modular covariance and the values of the remaining

.y . 3
partition traces 2"ty = Z"L,.

4.2.3 The sector twisted by 2

It remains to analyze the sector twisted by r? i Since 7y, is not of order 2 but rather 4, the
Hilbert space H, 2 in the sector twisted by r? is expected to be distinct from the untwisted
Hilbert space. The starting pomt is the partition trace with 72 inserted in the untwisted
sector. The eigenvalues of rZ in the untwisted sector are deduced from (@),

rilnc)e @ Inr)r = pr(—nr)pr(nL)|nL) L ® [ne)r (4.12)

Since 7} = 1, the combination pr(—ng)pr(nz) can take eigenvalues +1 only. There are
two natural assignments,

{ 1 pL(—nL)pL(nL) =1 for all n;, € Z

11 pr(—np)pr(ng) = (=1)" for alln, € Z (4.13)

In the next subsection, it will be shown that these are not only natural assignments, but in
fact the only ones that are compatible with the SU ( ), xSU ( ) r symmetry of the theory.

In case I, 72 acts as the identity in the untwisted sector and modular covariance requires
Zh =21, = Z”%T% = Z',2. The full partition function is therefore

zi = (IO + I3 1017) + SO TP + 2oL o
43 > clgla1 (clofo) + ebme o)) (4.14)

This theory appears to have the undesirable property that the order of r, is 4 in the sector
twisted by r; but that the order is only 2 in the untwisted sector. The counting of the
low lying states suggests that the theory is inconsistent.

In case II, we have the following partition trace in the untwisted sector,

1
2"y =[¢[ojo]* - <5100 (4.15)
Modular covariance may be used to derive the remaining partition traces,
1 — 1
1 _
2 = clol0lcl o] + oMl 1o
. " 11
2 1 — 1
s = Col0cl10] - COcT 0 (116)



Proceeding as in the other twisted sectors, the Hilbert space 7—[,,% is obtained from Z 1,,% ,
7‘[7% = {l'_nl = 'l’_nkli'_nl .. -:i_n];|nL>L X |7’LR — 1>R, nr +nr € QZ} (417)

The trace over this Hilbert space of the operator g% g~ indeed reproduces Z 1,% . The action

of rp on M, is inferred from Z”liri . The following phase assignment will be assumed,
consistently with the fact that the chiral parts of H,2 are identical to the chiral parts of
the untwisted sector,

rein)r @ ng— g = pr(np)| —nr)r ® |nr — 1)r (4.18)

We continue to assume that pL(O) = 1 without loss of generality. As only states with
ny = 0 contribute to Z™ r2 = Zi v these partltlon traces are readily reproduced by the
above assignments. From the expression for Z" L,,% , it is clear that r? has eigenvalue +1
when ny is even, and —1 when ny, is odd. Therefore, p(n;) must satisfy

pr(—nr)p(ny) = (=1)" (4.19)

consistently with the fact that 7 = 1. There is no canonical choice py satisfying this
relation; a convenient choice is py(ny) = exp{im|ny|}, which has the additional property
that pr(np)* =1 for all ny, € Z.

Altogether, the r, theory with d € 16NN fields is modular covariant, possesses a consis-
tent Hilbert space interpretation and has the following full partition function

In = S Z;:I(K 0[0] |2+<f|<“[ 0] I2> 21( 0|O?+UC[O|O] (l= |0]>d (4.20)
+5C011CO07 + 5¢[o1) Zc4 ¢ (ctolo) + ebim \oDd

Term by term comparison reveals that this partition function is identical to (the complex
conjugate of) the partition function of the model twisted by sg, given by combining (B
with (BI0) for dimension d = 16. The significance of this identification will be elucidated
in the next section.

4.3 The symmetry Sﬂf2) X Sﬂf2)
At the self-dual radius, R2 = 272, the conformal field theory of a single boson possesses

the symmetry SU ( ), x SU ( )r- The generators of SU ( ), are the holomorphic currents

Jg = 8I+

{ JE = Z5(JE +iJ}) = etiVae (421)

Jp = (L —iJf) = eV
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where x, denotes the left chiral part of the field x. Using the fact that under sy, one has
the transformation x, — x, + m/v/2, we are in a position to obtain the transformation
laws of these generators under the chiral operators, (see e.g. [1]),

[J¢.rR] =0 rdirh = +J} rdprh = —Jp

[J},sr] =0 spJist = 73 spJist = —Jp? (4.22)

Thus, 1, and sy, both correspond to SU(2), rotations by 180 degrees, 1, about the 1-axis
and sy, about the 3-axis. This observation explains (1) why the orders of 7y, and sy must be
equal — to 4; (2) why the critical dimension of the asymmetric orbifold models constructed
from them coincide — and are multiples of 16; (3) why their partition functions coincide.

The presence of this enhanced symmetry also has consequences for the phase assign-
ments pr(ng) associated with ;. The operator r? corresponds to a 360 degree rotations
and, as expected, commutes with the currents Jj and must thus assume constant eigenvalue
throughout any irreducible representation of .S I/JTQ) - In the untwisted sector, two repre-
sentations occur, one of spin 0 corresponding to ny, even, and one of spin 1/2 corresponding
to ny odd. The first representation of 7% would be the trivial (identity) representation,
but this was ruled out for being inconsistent with modular invariance. The only other

non-trivial representation is then,

rilng) = (=)"InL) rrlng) = |ng)

ralng) = (—=)"%|ng) rrinL) = nz) (4.23)

Notice that these assignments are in complete analogy with the action of 3%7 p in the
untwisted sector. For s, g, however, the phase assignment of their squares dictated their
own action. For 7y, g, the condition is weaker as the invariant generator J} is not diagonal
in the basis |ny)r. It simply amounts to the relation pr(—np)p(ng) = (—1)"t, already

derived in (EIY).

4.3.1 Interpretation in terms of chiral blocks constructions

As we did earlier for the asymmetric s; theory, we can give an interpretation for the
asymmetric 7, theory in terms of chiral blocks of the symmetric r = (1, rgr) theory. Now
the chiral operator r, is of higher order than the symmetric operator r = (r,rg), and at
first sight, there seems to be no way of differentiating between the conformal blocks of, say,
b and r5™. But the one-loop case shows that the blocks come with a specific assignment
of phases, and it is these phases which distinguish between the blocks of r} and o2,
More precisely, let b,a € Z, as before, with b expressed uniquely in terms of 5 € {0, %}

and ¢ € {0,1} as in (BI)). In [10], it was shown that the orbifold of the circle theory at
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self dual radius by r = (r, rg) coincides with the circle theory at half the self-dual radius.
Thus the chiral blocks of the » = (rp,rg) theory and the chiral blocks of the untwisted
theory are given as before by (BI0). This time, our formulas obtained earlier by Hilbert
space methods show that they are paired differently in order to give the partial traces of
the asymmetric r; theory. In fact, the pairing matrix is K5 = 0,7e2™+297 and the
partial traces given by

2(7) = MG > e2i7f<c+2ff>n9h+%am](o,zf)ﬁmm(o,zf), (4.24)
~v€{0,5}

Hence the partition function of the ry theory for d bosons is given by

1
20=1 = i

a,beZ

Z 622‘#(0—1—25)“{19[7 + i@W](Oa 27’)W}d- (425)

1
'YEEZ

As noted before, the partition functions of the s;, and the r, theories are the same, although
the blocks for the assignment s and s¢ on the B and A cycles differ by phases from the
blocks for the assignment of 72 and r¢ on the same cycles.

5 Orbifolds defined by chiral shifts and reflections

The next step towards analyzing the models of Kachru-Kumar-Silverstein is the consid-
eration of asymmetric orbifold models which involve both chiral shifts s; z and chiral
reflections 7z, . First, a detailed study is presented of a purely bosonic model with only
a single chiral generator f = (7, sg); second, the model is extended to include two chiral
generators f and g = (sp,rg); third, fermions are included as well and the full KKS model
is analyzed.

5.1 The f = (ry,sg) model

The proper definition of the chiral operator f involves some of the same delicate issues that
arose when defining r7. First, in the untwisted sector, f will involve the phases pr(ny),

flnp)r ® |ng)r = pL(nL)eimR/2\ —np)L @ [nr)r

Pnc) @ ng)r = pr(=ns)pr(np)(=1)"|nL) @ [ng)r (5.1)

Depending on whether p(—np)pr(ng) equals 1 or (—1)"%, the order of 7y, is 2 or 4, while
the order of f will be 4 or 2 respectively (the latter since ny + ng € 2Z). Which of these
choice (if any) leads to a consistent f-orbifold is analyzed below.
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5.1.1 Ruling out the case of trivial phases p(ny)

It is first shown that the naive definition of r, for which py(—np)pr(ng) = 1 for allng, € Z,
and f is of order 4, is incompatible with the dual requirements of modular covariance and
a proper Hilbert space interpretation. With this naive choice, one has f? = (1,s%) # 1.
The 4 partition traces in the untwisted sector are readily evaluated to be

Zh = IGO0 + I 2 = [l
2 1 3 1
27 = OOP - K0 2 =Icl)P (52

Note that the relative — sign in Z/*; appears due to the presence of s% in f2. Assuming
modular covariance, all other partition traces may be derived from (B22); they are

Zi=2p=2"=2" = 2|C[i|0]|2

B=2pn =50 =2 = AP (5.3)
in the sectors twisted by f and f3, and
0 2@ =l
o) 2 =kDEP 64

in the sector twisted by f2. Since f? = (1, s%), the Hilbert space of the sector twisted by
f? may easily be constructed and one has,

Hpp=A{x_p, 2 InL)L T, - 2p_|np — )R, Nz +ng € 27} (5.5)

This allows an independent evaluation of Z/;2(7) as an operator trace; one finds,
1 515100, 7)

1
Lo=Lo\ __ §| .
Try,, (fa"d™) = T T = (5.6)

[N

This contradicts the earlier, non-vanishing, formula for Z72(7) obtained from modular

covariance
0£2 -2y 52/, 52 5 2/ 40 (5.7)

Therefore, the assumption that the phase assignment of r is trivial cannot lead to a
consistent orbifold theory.
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5.1.2 Consistency of the case of non-trivial phases p;(ny)

For the non-trivial phase assignment, pr(—nz)pr(nr) = (—1)"t, one has f2 = 1 in the
untwisted sector and the theory truncates. The traces Z'; and Z7; in the untwisted sector
do not depend on the choice of pr(nz) (having set pr(0) = 1 without loss of generality),
and are still given by their expressions in ([52). Since the traces Z'; and Z/; follow by
modular covariance, they are also given by their expressions in (B.3).

The only issue that remains to be verified is that the traces in the sector twisted by
f can indeed be realized as partition traces in a twisted Hilbert space Hy, where f is
realized as an operator of order 2. It is well-known [6, [7] that the chiral sector twisted
by 7, contains two degenerate ground states, which we shall denote by |£),. Also, the
chiral sector twisted by sg contains two sectors |ng — 1/2) g with ng either even or odd.
Following the method of §4, the Hilbert space is found to be

N N 1
Hy = {(:c_nﬁé~-~x_nk+%|+>L®x_m~-~:c_n].€\nR—5)3, nREQZ} (5.8)
5 N 1
@{(I_nﬁ%"'I_nk+%|_>L®1'—n1"'f—n;;mR_§>’ nRGQZ—I—l}

Note that the pairing between the |+); and |ng — 1/2 >g provides a highly non-trivial
piece of information on how the left and right chiral Hilbert spaces need to be combined.
The pairing indeed implies that out of the 4 ground states arising from a full tensor product
of left and right, only 2 are to be retained in the asymmetric orbifold theory. The same
pairing issue arose already in the theory twisted by the symmetric operator r = (rp,g),
where also only 2 states out of a total of 4 should be retained.? It is readily verified that,

By = T, (g"03") = 2 C L 0] (59)

as desired. To obtain Z7; from H; as well, it suffices to define r7, on the momenta ground
states in Hy as

1 1
rol4)L @ [ng — §>R = |[H)L®|ng— §>R ng € 27
1 , 1
r=) @l =5k = —il-)L@lne = S)a ng€2Z+1  (5.10)

and similarly for excited states. With this construction, Try;, (qLoqLO) is indeed found to
agree with the expression found earlier for Z/; by modular covariance.

3 Although the issue is well-known in the symmetric theory [B], it has nonetheless given rise to confusion
when the proper pairing was not taken into account.
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Altogether, the theory obtained this way is modular covariant and admits a Hilbert
space realization in terms of twisted sectors. Its partition function in dimension d € 4N
is given by

2 = L QCoMIP + 15 002)* + oI + 2 CllolP + 2l )

which coincides with that of the d-dimensional circle theory orbifolded by r = (rp, rr).

5.2 Orbifolds generated by f and g

Next, we consider the theory of d bosonic scalar fields moded out by the group G generated
by the two elements f = (rp, sg) and g = (rg, sz). This group is Abelian; indeed, in view
of (BJ), one has in the untwisted sector

flnn)r @ ng)r = pr(ng)e™ | —ny)p ® ng)r

gnL)r ® Inp)r = pr(ng)e™ ?Iny)r ® | — ng)r (5.12)
and therefore

gfinc)r @ |nr)r = ™™ falng) L @ |ng) g (5.13)

In view of the fact that in the untwisted sector n; + ngr € 27Z, the phase factor on the rhs
is just 1, and one has fg = gf. Since also f? = g = 1, the orbifold group generated by
f, g is just the group Zs X Z,. As usual, it taken for granted that the group composition
laws remain the same in all sectors.

5.2.1 The sectors twisted by f and g

The partition traces Z/"1, (and by interchanging left and right movers also Z9"1), have al-
ready been determined in (B2) and we have e.g. £/, = 29 = [([0[3]|*>. By modular trans-
formation, the partition traces are found in the twisted sectors, Z'; = 21, = 2|¢[1|0]]%.
The Hilbert space H; in the sector twisted by f, (and by interchanging left and right
movers also the Hilbert space H, in the sector twisted by ¢) was given in ().

The novel partition traces to be calculated in H; are Z9; and Z79;. They belong to a
modular orbit that does not include any partition trace evaluated in the untwisted sector,
and is thus not derivable from preceding results. To evaluate Z9, it suffices to find g on
the ground states of Hy,

) ® nn = 3n = (51E)1) @ (raln — 5))
~ (52l @ (|~ na+ ) (514)
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Here, the ~ sign has been used, because a phase factor may arise when applying rg to
| ) g states. The half-integer moding of the | ) states alone guarantees that the operator g
has no diagonal matrix elements in Hy, and must therefore have vanishing trace, Z9; = 0.
Modular invariance then implies that all partition traces in the same orbit must vanish,

29, =2 =2, =2/, =219 =29, =0 (5.15)

In the sector H;, the vanishing of the partition trace Z79; holds for the same reasons as
the vanishing of Z9; did, namely that fg has vanishing diagonal matrix elements in ;.
The verification of the traces 2/, and Z9;, will require the construction of the Hilbert
space Hy, in the sector twisted by fg, to be given below.

Finally, it is worth noting that although fg = ¢gf when f, g are viewed as elements
of the point group, they do not commute when they are viewed as elements of the full
orbifold group, since fgf~tg~! = (5,2, s%). For asymmetric orbifold groups, we are aware
of no arguments based on first principles that would guarantee the vanishing of the torus
contribution for twists f, g that do not commute in the full orbifold group (but do commute
in the point group). Nonetheless, this vanishing actually does take place in the model

considered here.

5.2.2 The action of s; r in the sector twisted by 7 r

For the sake of completeness, as well as for later use, we briefly discuss the action of s;, on
the twisted states |4), which enters (EI4]) but is not actually needed for the evaluation
of Z9;. In the left-right symmetric conformal field theory of a single scalar field, twisted
by the symmetric reflection operator r, the symmetric ground states |+) are associated
with the fixed points of r. Applying r to the circle of radius R, there are two solutions
to the fixed point equation r(z) = —x (mod 27R), namely x = 0 and x = 7R. Under r,
each fixed point is mapped into itself, which is tantamount to r|+) ~ |+) and r|—) ~ |—),
and the state |[4+) may be associated with the fixed point 0 while |—) is associated with
the fixed point mR. On the other hand, the operator s acts by shifts s(z) = x + 7R and
thus interchanges the two twisted ground states, s|+) ~ |—) and s|—) ~ |+). It is natural
and internally consistent to induce analogous actions on the chiral twisted states, namely
TLH:)L ~ |j:>L and SL|j:>L ~ |:F>L> and T’R|:i:>R ~ |j:>R and SR|:i:>R ~ |:F>R

5.2.3 The sector twisted by fg

The only partition trace in the untwisted sector which has not yet been determined is
Z79,(7). Since the product fg involves reflection operators on both left and right movers,
only states with n;, = ng = 0 will contribute in the untwisted sector and the partition
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trace manifestly reduces to that of the symmetric operator r = rprg; it is readily computed
and one finds,

29, = |clol)P (5.16)

Modular covariance implies

1 11
By =250 2, = 2l 150 (517
The first result yields the Hilbert space of the sector twisted by fg
Hfg = @{x—nl-‘r% T z—nk+%j—n1+% e j—ng—i—% |j:>/} (518)

Here, |£)" are two ground states in the sector twisted by fg = (rpsr, sgrr), both of which
are of conformal weight 1/16.

If the presence of the translation operators s; and sg were ignored, fg would coincide
with the non-chiral reflection r, and |£) = |£) would just be the ground states in the
sector twisted by r. The problem with this simplified picture is that the vanishing of Z/ fq
does not allow for a chiral formulation of the states |+) and the operator fg consistent
with the relations 7|+), = |[+)r and r1|—)r = —i[—) L, used successfully in other sectors,

such as (@), (EIT), BEI0).

If the presence of the translation operators s; and sg is carefully taken into account,
a consistent chiral formulation of the twisted states |+)’ and the action thereupon by
the chiral operators r; p and s; r does exist and reproduces the corresponding partition
traces predicted from modular covariance. The key observation is that the states twisted by
(rp,mr) and by fg = (rpsr, sgrr) are different but isomorphic to one another. Following
the spirit of section B2 the twisted states may be associated with geometrical fixed
points in the symmetric theory. While the fixed points of (r7,rg) on the circle are 0 and
mR, those of fg = (rpsp,sgrg) are shifted by mR/2, i.e. they are +7R/2 and —7R/2.
Denoting associated twisted states by |+)’ and |—)’ respectively, it is now clear that one
should expect to have r|+)" ~ |=)', r|=) ~ |4+)’, as well as s|+)" ~ |=)’, s|=)" ~ |+)". On
the other hand, the states |£)’ are eigenstates of the operators rs.

The above geometry-inspired picture may be realized concretely in terms of chiral states
and operators. We start with the chiral ground states |£), g of the sectors twisted by rp,
and rr and the action of the chiral reflection operators on these states,

rolH)n = |+)r rol=)r = —i|-)L
rr|+)r = |+)r rr|—)r = +i|—)r (5.19)
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Using the standard relations s¢rps¢ = rp and s4rgsh = rg for any a € R, one deduces

(resp)|+) = 14)1 (resp)| =) = —il=)L )= 52715
(srrr)l[+)r = [+)& (srrr)| =)k = +il=)r £k =sr’lH)r (5.20)

Thus, the action of the operator rps; on the twisted states |£)) is isomorphic to the
action of 7, on the twisted states |&).. The action of the chiral operators rz r on |£)} p,
however, is now calculable from the above definitions, from s{r;s¢ = rp, and from the
fact that sy r|4)} g ~ |F)7., and we find,

rolE)L ~ [ F)L rR|E)R ~ [Tk (5.21)

This relation readily guarantees that f and g have vanishing diagonal matrix elements in
Hyy, s that Z7 ¢, = Z9,, = 0.

The final relation to be implemented is the partition trace 279, = 2|¢[1[3]|?, which
effectively requires that fg be the identity on both states |£)’. In view of fg = (rps, SrTr)
and (B20), this provides with a unique correspondence between the chiral and non-chiral
twisted states and we have

+) =)@ +)k =) =11 @)% (5.22)

With this construction, all the partition traces of (B.23) and (ETH) are indeed reproduced
in a chiral fashion. The partition function for the orbifold generated by f and g is, in
dimension d € 4N is therefore given by

2= 2 0CI0I0I + 15 002)* + BICT0lS1P + 3 2101 + 3 2cll 51} (5.23)

Notice that this partition function involves the same blocks as that of the orbifold by f
alone, but the relative proportions of the three non-vanishing modular orbits is different.

5.3 Including worldsheet fermions

It is straightforward to include worldsheet fermions v in models twisted by shifts s and
reflections r. Given a canonical homology basis of 1-cycles A, B, the worldsheet fermions
are defined with a spin structure § = (¢’|¢”). The models of greatest interest are those with
worldsheet supersymmetry [35]. Invariance of the matter supercurrent S, = —1/2¢} 0, a*
thus forces ¥4 to undergo the same transformation as the bosonic field d,z. Shifts do
not act on ¢%. Reflections may be parametrized by a half-characteristic e = (¢’|¢”), with
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g e" =0, %, such that ¢/ is double-valued around the cycle D, = &’ A+&”B. The combined

boundary conditions due to the spin structure ¢ and the reflection ¢ are,

Wiz 1) = ()P (2) (5.24)
Wiz +7) = (=)L (2)
The chiral partition function is given by
[0 + €](0, 7)
Fyploe] = ———= 5.25
lore = 2 (5.25)

When § + ¢ equals (1]1), the chiral partition function vanishes, F|[0;¢] = 0.

Notice that while the bosonic models twisted by r and by s are identical, once fermions
are included, they will differ, since the fermions are twisted by r but not by s.

6 Asymmetric Orbifolds via chiral splitting

The operator and Hilbert space methods used earlier in this paper to construct the partition
traces and full partition functions for asymmetric orbifolds on a torus worldsheet do not
easily generalize to higher loop order. The construction of symmetric orbifolds is, of
course, well-understood, both in the functional integral and the operator formulations
(see, for example [5l, B, [, 0, I1]). The construction of the chiral blocks has also been
extensively investigated using operator methods, the chiral OPE, and the implications of
modular invariance [I0, IT]. Furthermore, in recent work [22], the full Z,-twisted chiral
blocks were calculated in the presence of non-trivial supermoduli and simple expressions
in terms of Y-functions were derived. It is the construction of the full partition functions
for asymmetric orbifolds that remains much less well-understood.

By chiral splitting, it is clear that the correct blocks of an asymmetric orbifold theory
should be defined as the products of the blocks of the left and right chiral halves. To
be concrete, the asymmetric orbifold group G is viewed as a subgroup of the product
G x Gg of left and right groups GG, and Gg, so that elements of G may be labeled as
pairs (gr; gr), with g;, € G and gg € Gg. The starting point of the proposed construction
is two symmetric orbifolds, one with group G, the other with group Gg. For simplicity,
the discussion will be carried out here for the torus, with boundary conditions around a
single A and a single B cycle; the generalization to higher genus are analogous.

By chiral splitting, the blocks are given by |F9%y, (pr; 7)|? and |F9%,, (pr; T)|* respec-
tively, i.e. the left and right chiral blocks are complex conjugates of one another. Here,
pr, pr stand for any extra labels of the chiral blocks, such as, for example, dependence on
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the internal loop momentum. A block 29, of the asymmetric orbifold with h = (hp;hg)
and g = (gr;ggr) is then defined as the product of the corresponding chiral blocks; as
illustrated by the diagram below,

Symm |F9L, |2 Symm |Fo%y,|*
vd N\ e N\
(‘FthL)* ‘FthL (]:thR)* ‘FthR
N\ Ve

Asymm FI5, X (F9%,,.)"

and may be expressed by the following formula,

ZULI gy (P PR3 T, T) = FO 4, (01 7)o, (D3 7) (6.1)

The key difficulty with asymmetric orbifolds resides in the precise pairing between the left
and right chiral blocks, i.e. in the superposition of the blocks Z(gL?gR)(hL;hR).

Following [22], the superposition of the blocks may be expressed in terms of a pairing
matrix on left and right chiral blocks, which is denoted K. The full partition function is
then given by*

1

Zo(r7)=— 3 3 K(pr.gr.heipr,gr he) F' g, (p:7) (F', (i 7)) (6.2)

| |g7heG PLPR

Here the summations are over g = (gr; gr) and h = (hp; hg). Clearly, the matrix K cannot
depend upon moduli 7,7 as this would violate chiral splitting. Many models admit the
same symmetrized theories, and hence the same chiral blocks. It is then the pairing matrix
K which differentiates between different models, and the key issue is its determination.

Modular invariance places strong constraints on K, which may be derived as follows.
The modular transformations of the blocks of the symmetric theory are as in (CZ). Using
chiral splitting, it follows that the transformations of the chiral blocks themselves are
known up to phases ¢ and mixing coefficients S, which are independent of moduli,

Fo(pr;m+1) = e¥oh Foht (p, . 7)
Fonlpr; =1/7) = S Spr, ) F" 40 7) (6.3)

P

41t is useful to note that, when considering the compactification and orbifolding of several dimensions
d > 1, the group elements gr, hr, gr, hr represent the action of the orbifold group on all dimensions and
the chiral blocks F represent the chiral blocks for d dimensions. When the d dimensions are orthogonal,
as has been the case in this paper, the blocks F themselves are the product of d one-dimensional blocks
and the action of a group element g accordingly decomposes into d group elements each acting on a
one-dimensional block.
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A sufficient condition for modular invariance of the full partition function is the require-
ment that K satisfy the following relations,

K (pL, thzl, hL;pR, th}_zl, hR) = €iw(gL’hL)_w(gR7hR) K (pLu gr, hL§pR7 9R, h’R) (64>
Z S(PL,P'L)S(PR,I?IR)*K(PL,QL,hL;pR,gm hr)

P .0R

K (pihi',guipe b gr)

These conditions are also necessary when all the chiral block-functions F9;, are linearly
independent. If the block-functions exhibit non-trivial linear dependences, the matrix K
can be reduced to pair only the linearly independent bock-functions; modular invariance
may then be expressed on this reduced K matrix just as in (G4).

Modular invariance cannot, in general, determine K completely, even when all the
block-functions are linearly independent. The action of modular transformations 7 —
(at+0b)(cT+d)™! (with a, b, ¢, d € Z and ad—bc = 1) induces the following transformations
on pairs of group elements

(9, hr) — (g%h%,gih%) (9r, hr) — (g%hl}%,g%hﬁg) (6.5)

Generally, this action will decompose into a several disjoint modular orbits. Clearly, the
modular transformation laws of K in (&4]) cannot serve to relate K on different orbits; this
information must come from physical input, derived from the Hilbert space formulation
and the proper actions of the chiral group elements gy, hr.

Since K is independent of moduli, its value may be determined by taking various
degeneration limits of moduli space in which the corresponding chiral blocks do not all
vanish. For example, in the case of genus two, the separating degeneration will produce
two tori with prescribed twist sectors. On each of these tori, the matrix K is known.
Therefore, the genus two matrix K will be known for the subset of twists for which the
genus one limits of the chiral blocks are non-vanishing (and linearly independent). We
expect that the matching of the Hilbert space construction with the expression of (G2
produces a unique pairing matrix K to higher genus.
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A Orbifolding by symmetric orbifold groups

In this appendix, some concrete orbifold partition functions for symmetric orbifolds are
constructed. The general prescription in terms of conjugacy classes is reviewed. Finally,
simple examples of symmetric orbifolds based on shifts and reflections are worked out.

A.1 The functional integral and conjugacy class prescription

Consider a scalar field x with classical action S[z] on a torus worldsheet with modulus
7 subject to the following twisted boundary conditions B on the A- and B-cycles, corre-
sponding to z — z 4+ 1 and z — z + 7 respectively,

{x(z +1)=hx(z)
x(z4+71)=gx(2)
The functional integral with boundary conditions B is denoted by Z9,(7) and given by

Z9,(1) E/BDxe_sm (A.2)

(A.1)

It is well-known that when gh # hg, the above boundary conditions have no solutions, and
such sectors do not contribute to the functional integral. Since the boundary conditions
have also the following two equivalent representations,

z(z+1)=hx(z) { z(z+7) =g z(2)
24+ 7+1)=ghua(z) r(z—1)=h"12(2)
the following modular identities immediately result from the functional integral represen-
tation,

B e {x( (A.3)

Z29,(1) = 29 (1 + 1) = 2" (=1/7) (A.4)
which, in turn, are equivalent to the modular transformation laws of (I[L2).

The general prescription for the one-loop orbifold partition function Zg defined by the
group G is given in terms of a summation over all possible twisted boundary conditions
g,h € G. The following two formulas are equivalent,

1 1 _
g = — E Z9, = E — E ZCZh <A5)
‘G| }g,heciL i |NZ| heN;
19=g

The second expression above is in terms of a summation over all conjugacy classes of G,
which are indexed by ¢ and any representative is denoted by C; in the above formula. Also,
N; is the stabilizer of C;, i.e. the subgroup of all h € G such that g commutes with every
element of C;. The equivalence of both expressions is readily established by using the fact
that 29, = 2w, 1 for all g, h,u € G, and by breaking up the sum over all g € G into
a sum over ¢’ and u with ¢ = ugu=!.

31



A.2 The Poisson resummation formula

The reformulation of momentum and winding mode summations is carried out using the
Poisson resummation formula. Let A be an invertible n x n symmetric matrix and B, C
two n-column vectors,

> exp {—WA,-j(mi + CHY(m? + C7) + 2miB;(m' + C’)} (A.6)
ml - mneZ

1 ey .
(detA)l Z exXp {_W(A 1) I(m; — B;)(mj — B;) + 2miC" (m; — BZ)}
2 my,mn€Z

The derivation of this formula is standard [24].

A.3 Symmetric Abelian orbifolds defined by Z, shifts

Consider the symmetric orbifold generated by Zy shifts, sz = = + 2r R/N. In this
subsection, the theory Sk/s is worked out using the conjugacy class prescription and it is
verified to coincides with the theory Sk /n» as should be expected on geometric grounds.
The prescription of the preceding subsection for this case gives,

1 gN-1
Zsll?/ - N hzl Zgh (A?)
g’ =

By definition, Z', = Z st is the untwisted partition function.

General shifted boundary conditions may be specified by the characteristics 6 = (&', ")

where ¢',6” =0,1/N,2/N,---(N —1)/N and the following correspondence with the group

U 1"
elements, h = s and g = sV,

(ot +1,0%) = 2(c',0?) +27R (mod 27 R)
z(ot, o +1) = x(c',0%)+27R " (mod 27R) (A.8)

The associated instanton solutions and action are given by

22 (0) = 2nRo'(my + ) + 2w Ro*(my + 0")

my,m2
5 7TR2 2
S[xml,mz] = 2?27'2 T(m1 —+ (S/) — (mg + 5//) (Ag)
The field y(o) = z(0) — 22, ,,,(0) is now a doubly periodic scalar function. Its functional

integral produces the well-known factor produces a factor Det’ A = 7|n(7)|* from the non-

zero modes and a factor of (872)~22wR/? = R/\/2¢ from the zero mode of y. Assembling
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all contributions, one finds, (still with h = s¥" and g = s"")

R 7 R?
Z9 = L
W) = iR, exp{ 2027,

m1,mo€Z

)

T(m1 + 5/) — (mg + 5”)

1 e

Under the modular transformations 7 — 7 + 1, one has ¢’ — ¢’ and 6" — §" — &', i.e.
h — h and g — gh~! in accord with (CJ). Under the modular transformations 7 — —1/7,
one has &' — ¢§” and 8" — —¢', i.e. h — g and g — h™!, also in accord with (CZ).

The formula ([AI0) obtained above has manifest modular transformation properties
but does not exhibit the chiral block structure of the theory. To make the chiral block
structure manifest, Poisson resummation in mqy is carried out, using (A6 for n = 1,
A= R?/20°1y, B=0and C = ¢" — 1y(my + &),

Z o2mid" (pL+PR) 5 q%P% q*%p%a (A.11)

6/
(rL,pR)ETY

Here, the momenta (pz, pr) span the lattice I'},, defined by,

/ 14 R 14 R
F(I;% = {(p[”pR) = <Em2 — ﬁ(ml -+ 5/), Emg + ﬁ(ml + (5/)) mi, Mo € Z} (A12)
The modular transformation properties of [ATIIl) of course follow from those of (A1)

which were discussed after ((AI0). But they may also be derived directly from ([ATTl).

This is manifest for 7 — 7 + 1, while for 7 — 7 = —1/7, it is achieved by applying the
Poisson resummation formula ([AZ@) in both m; and msy for n = 2 and
RQ ~ -~
=L — O 5/
A=(2Z? O T B:< > O:( ) A3
( —it 25 0" 0 (A.13)

and one recovers results in accord with ([LC2).

The summation over §” forces ms = (pr + pR)2—RIZ to be an integer multiple of IV, so that
me = Nny with ny € Z, and eliminates the overall factor of % Next, the summation over
0’ is reproduced by replacing m; with %nl, where n; € Z. Combining all, one finds,

1 1,2 1.2
Ty )= —— g g (A.14)
b= TR, 2

pL.PR)ETY N

This expression clearly coincides with Zgig/n. The above formula can be understood in
the Hamiltonian picture as a trace over a Hilbert space H,. twisted by s* with the insertion
of the b-th power of the translation operator s of shifts by 2rR/N,

R
29, = Tr (sb qp%/2gpﬁ/2) 5 = exp <27ri(pL +pR)w) (A.15)
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B The point group versus by the full orbifold group

In the construction of an orbifold theory of flat space R", the orbifold group G (or more
generally the space group of ) is a discrete subgroup of the Euclidean group of R", con-
sisting of elements g = (R, v,), where R, € O(n) is a rotation and v, € R™ a translation.
The maximal subgroup of pure translations is denoted Ag while the subgroup of all ele-
ments IR, is the point group Fg. The normal subgroup Pg = G/A¢ is isomorphic to Pg,
while the coset R" /A = Tg" is a torus. Symmetric orbifolds may be constructed either
coseting R™ by the full G or coseting T" by Pg,

R"/G = Te"/ Py (B.1)

In this appendix, the simplest non-trivial such case when n = 1 and G = Zy x Z will be
shown to yield the same partition function when treated either way.

B.1 The functional integral from S'/Z,

Here, the field = takes values in the circle S;. The point group P = Zs = {(1,0), (—1,0)}
is Abelian, and hence each element forms a conjugacy class by itself. The centralizer of
each element is always the full P, so that the cardinality of the centralizer is always 2,
producing a factor % In the twisted sectors, consider all solutions to the twisted boundary
conditions. For example, when the twist is placed on the B-cycle,

(ot +1,0%) = +z(c',0?) mod(2TR)
z(o', 0+ 1) = —x(c',0?) mod(2TR) (B.2)

the general solution is a combination of oscillating solutions, plus a constant,

1
Tnymy (01, 0%) = 20 + exp {2m’ [mlal + (mo + 5)02} } (B.3)
The constant may be interpreted as the center of mass of the string, as usual. It must
satisfy g = —zg mod(2mR), which produces two solutions or fixed points xy = 0 and
xo = mR. Both fixed points produce equal contributions to the functional integral, whence
a factor of 2. Putting all together, one finds

1
/DCL’ E_S[m] = §Z511? + Z
1=2,3,4

n(r)
9;(0,7)

(B.4)

This formula agrees with [6].
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B.2 The functional integral from R/(Zy x Z)

Quotienting by the full orbifold group, the conjugacy classes are

Cr=A{(1,0)} N, =G
Cy ={(1,m), m > 0} Ny ={(1,n), n € Z}
Cs ={(-1,0)} N3 ={(1,0),(-1,0)}
Cy=A{(-1,0)} Ny ={(1,0), (-1, 1)} (B.5)

For the classes C'3 and CYy, the centralizers have cardinality 2, resulting in an overall factor
of 1/2 in the partition function. On the other hand, the contributions from C3 and Cy are
identical, therefore cancelling the factor of 1/2. Their contributions result in the twisted
functional integrals with ¢J; for ¢« = 3,4. For the classes S; and S5, the cardinality of the
centralizers are

#(N1) = 27(Ar) #(N2) = #(Ar) (B.6)

Recall that Agr = {2mnR, n € Z}. The factor of 2 arises because Ny = Zy X Ag.

The elements in N; of the type (—1,n) produce #(Ag) identical copies of the twist-
ing (—1,0), which yields the contribution with . To derive the precise weight of this
contribution is a little tricky. For a given element (—1,n), the boundary conditions are

(ot +1,0%) = +z(o',0?)
r(ot, o +1) = —x(c', 0% +2mnR (B.7)
The general solution of these equations is
Trny my (01, 0%) = TR + 2mil(mi+3)ot +mao?) (B.8)

Here, n € Z specifies the center of mass of the string at 7nR. These positions may be
viewed as translates of one another by the lattice A 1p- The original shifts in the boundary
conditions were 2mn R, which may be viewed as translates in the lattice Ag. Although both
quantities are infinite, their ratio is well-defined, and given by #(A 1 r) = 2#(AR). As a
result, the factor of #(A 1 r) cancels the factor of 1/#(N;) and the contribution involving
¥ is recovered with coefficient 1. The elements in N; of the type (1,7n) combine with all
of N5 to produce half of the untwisted partition function.
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C J-function identities

Throughout, the following correspondence of ¥J-function notations is being used, (see [36]),

U1(z,7) = I315] (2, 7) U3(z,7) = 0[0]0](z, 7)
Da(z,7) = 9[3[0](z, 7) Va(z,7) = 0[0[3](z, 7) (C.1)
where the J-functions with half-characteristics are defined by,
19[Oé|ﬁ](2, 7_) — Z eim-(n+a)2+27ri(n+a)(z+ﬁ) (02)
neZ

The ¥-constants are defined by setting z = 0. The Dedekind n-function is defined by

’f] — 27r7-/12 H 27rm7— (C?))

and satisfies 2n(7)3 = 95(0, 7)93(0,7)04(0, 7). The modular transformations of the ¥-
constants and n-function are given by

Da(0, 7 + 1) = ™ *95(0, 7) 0o(0, —=1/7) = V=it 94(0,7)
93(0, 7 + 1) = 94(0,7) ¥5(0, —1/7) = V=it 95(0,7)
94(0,7+ 1) = 93(0,7) 94(0, —1/7) = /=it ¥4(0, 1)
n(r+1) = ™ 2n(r) n(=1/7) = V~ir (1) (C.4)
The Jacobi J-identity is ¥2(0, 7)* + 94(0, 7)* = 93(0,7)*. As a result, the following combi-
nations of ¥* may be expressed in terms of 8-th powers of ¥,
2049 — 98 495 — o
20091 = 8 495 — 8
—20705 = U5+ 9% — 95 (C.5)
The following doubling identities, which relate ¥-constants with modulus 27 to those of
modulus 7, will be needed. For general characteristics,

1 .
9[alB)(0.27) = 5 (90010] 9[2018] + 003 D20l + 2] )0.1)  (CO)
For some of the characteristics needed here, for example,
1 1 1
19[—|0](0, 27)? = 5192193(0,7) 19[§|0](0, 27)% = 5192193(0,7)
ﬂ[lﬁm 27)2 = +L204(0,7) ﬂ[3|11<o 2 = ~Loi0.r)  (CT)
1'9 7'—22477' 119 7'—22477' .
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C.1 The function ([«a|5](T)

The definition of the function ([«|8](7) may be given either in terms of ¥-functions for

modulus 27, or directly in terms of momentum summations, (with ¢ = *™7),
- J[a| B](0, 27) ( +a)? ,2ming
[OK‘B]( ) 2mwiaf — n+a) Tin, (CS)
n(7) 77( Ez

The following periodicity properties are readily derived,

C(l=al=pl(r) = (lalpl(7)
Cla+11B)(r) = e ([alB](r)
Clalf+1](r) = (lalpl(r) (C.9)

Modular transformations act as follows
falBl(r+1) = w ™ ClalB + 20](7)

clalsli=7) = e (¢[-5I2a

where w = exp{—in/12}. Actually, it is useful to spell out the modular transformations
on the characteristics that are needed in the orbifold constructions in this paper,

() + e%iag{% _ §\2a} @) (©10)

1 1
o)+ 1) =w COOI)  COI0-1/7) = (<ol + <510 )
Ol + ) =w Pl colgl(-1/m) = ﬁc&mx )
1 1 1
I+ 1) = el Cli0l=1/m) = = (clolo) = 5101 ) )
I+ 1) =w @YD <IN/ = —Cigle)
<[i|§]<f+ 1) = w e 0)(r) c[j@ 1/r) = [i%}( ) (1)
Another useful fact is that for a € 2Z + 1,
8+ 515) = e (©12)
both of which are proportional (with a = factor) to ([+|2]. Other useful identities are,
q—1/24 _ 1 . q1/48 B 1 é _
YO ¢loi51(r) T (g b) Clyl5lm) (C13)
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