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1 Introduction

Breaking supersymmetry in string theory unavoidably leads to instabilities. In the worst case sce-
nario, the light spectrum is plagued by tachyonic scalars which clearly signal that the model does
not even correspond to a classical vacuum. The spectrum of excitations does not describe the cor-
rect particle content of the theory, and any attempt to compute quantum corrections is doomed.
The fate of these configurations is hard to control since an off-shell potential is not available in the
string theory description, and the condensation process is practically intractable, save for very few
exceptions [1, 2, 3, 4].

Seemingly tachyon-free models are not difficult to build in perturbative string theory. These
configurations are typically accompanied by a number of massless scalars which probe the classi-
cal moduli space. They parametrise marginal deformations of the two-dimensional sigma-model
and allow one to tour the scalar manifold which includes regions where tachyons strike back.
Clearly, in the absence of supersymmetry, quantum corrections are expected to lift the moduli
space and generate an effective potential which could shield us from these dangerous regions. Al-
though a complete analysis is still lacking, studies [5, 6] have nevertheless shown that the tachyon-
free extrema of the scalar potential actually correspond to maxima or saddle points, so that one is
unavoidably driven towards tachyonic domains.

On the contrary, truly tachyon-free models, which are those that cannot be continuously de-
formed into classically unstable vacua, are hard to construct. In ten dimensions only three such
cases exist corresponding to the celebrated SO(16) x SO(16) heterotic string [7, 8], the 0'B orien-
tifold [9, 10] and the type IIB orientifold with USp(32) gauge group [11]. In lower dimensions,
ways to build classically stable orientifold vacua have been known since long time, and use suit-
able combinations of O-planes and D-branes, known as Brane Supersymmetry Breaking [12, 13,

, 15, 16], or non-trivial implementations of the Scherk-Schwarz mechanism [17]. In the case of
oriented closed strings, however, no such examples were known until very recently, when new non-
supersymmetric non-tachyonic heterotic vacua were constructed in eight, six and four dimensions
[18], based on asymmetric (quasi-crystalline [19, 20]) orbifolds.

Inspired by this work, and by a renewed interest [21, 22, 23] in CHL-like models [24, 25], we
present here new non-supersymmetric non-tachyonic heterotic vacua with reduced rank in sixand
four dimensions, which cannot be continuously deformed to tachyonic ones. They are based on
orbifold compactifications of the SO(16) x SO(16) string involving the permutation of the two gauge
group factors and suitable rotations and shifts acting along the right-moving and left-moving com-
pact string coordinates, respectively. To the best of our knowledge, they are the first instances of
genuinely stable non-supersymmetric CHL-like constructions in any dimension.



Although asymmetric orbifolds have a long history [26, 27], they have been rarely studied in

the literature aside from the pioneering work [28], and some more recent attempts to build a het-
erotic vacuum with interesting phenomenology [29], or study of the moduli space of string com-
pactifications [30, 31, 32]. Their main attractiveness, however, lies in the fact that asymmetric ac-

tions are typically compatible only with rigid tori. As a result, the light spectrum involves very
few moduli [33, 34, 35, 36, 18], and provides a special incarnation [37, 38] of non-geometric flux
compactifications. The combination of permutation symmetry and asymmetric orbifolds, which
project away Kéhler, complex structure and Wilson line moduli, is precisely the key to building
non-supersymmetric heterotic vacua of reduced rank which are both classically stable and rigid.
The paper is organised as follows. In Section 2 we focus on six dimensions and construct a sim-
ple example based on an asymmetric Z, orbifold resulting in a rigid, chiral, tachyon-free vacuum
with gauge group SO(8) x SO(16) and no dangerous neutral moduli. In Section 3, we extend this
construction down to four dimensions based on asymmetric Z, x Z, orbifolds utilising both ro-
tations and translations, and present three different non-supersymmetric stable vacua with rank
fourteen and twenty-two, though non-chiral. In all cases, we display the full one-loop partition
function, extract the massless spectrum and compute the corresponding vacuum energy.

2 The asymmetric T*/Z, orbifold

Let us start from the SO(16) x SO(16) heterotic string [7, 8] compactified ona T 4 at the special point
of SO(8) symmetry enhancement, with background metric and B field

2 0 -1 0 00 -1 0
0 2 -1 0 00 -1 0

§ii=|_y 1 2 1| BiTli 1 o 4 (-1)
0 0 -1 2 00 1 0

The partition function'

Z =[V3(016016 + S16S16) — S8 (016516 + S16016) — Cg (V16 V16 + C16C16) + Og (Vi6C16 + C16Vi6) |
x (108]* + 1VBI* +ISgl* +1Cal?) ,
(2.2)

is written in terms of SO(2n) level-one characters, whose definition in terms of Dedekind and Ja-
cobi theta functions and modular properties can be conveniently found in [39]. Here, the anti-
holomorphic characters are associated to the NS, and R, sectors of the world-sheet right-moving
fermions, the SO(16) characters are associated to the left-moving gauge degrees of freedom, while
the second line encodes the contribution of the compact bosons associated to the T4.

The NS vacuum from Og is not level-matched, and therefore this compactification does not
include tachyons. However, the massless spectrum contains, aside from the ubiquitous dilaton,

1Here and in the following we omit in % the invariant integration over the fundamental domain of the modular
group SL(2, Z) and the contribution 7;, dlz n(q) T'](E]))’d associated to the d transverse non compact world-sheet bosons,
including their zero modes.



sixteen neutral scalars, corresponding to the Kihler and complex structure moduli of the T4, to-
gether with 64 Wilson lines which can then be used to deform the vacuum and connect it to tachy-
onic models. As anticipated in the introduction, although quantum corrections typically lift the
moduli space, a detailed study of the Coleman-Weinberg potential reveals that non tachyonic ex-
trema only correspond to maxima or saddle points, and one is naturally driven towards unstable
regions [5, 6].

For this reason, following [33, 34, 35] and [36] we mod-out the vacuum (2.2) by the asymmetric
Z, orbifold acting on the right-moving fields along the T* direction as

y: Xi@-0)—-Xi@-0), §'G@-0)—-F(1-0). (2.3)

This choice is compatible with modular invariance and particle interpretation of the one-loop vac-
uum energy, and does not require any action on the gauge degrees of freedom, since the phases
generated by the T’ modular transformation are cancelled in the holomorphic and anti-holomorphic
sectors, independently. The vertex operators 0X' (0X/ +ip-y/)e'PX and J* (0X/ +ip-yyl)e'PX
associated to the complex structure and Kdhler moduli and Wilson lines, /¢ being an holomorphic
SO(16) x SO(16) current, are odd with respect to the Z, generator (2.3) and are therefore projected
away from the physical spectrum. This is clearly a consequence of the asymmetric action which is
not compatible with a generic shape and size of the compactification torus. However, as we shall
see, these states will come back from the twisted sector, unless we accompany the asymmetric
rotation with an additional involution which acts non-trivially on the twisted sector.

The orbifold naturally breaks the SO(8) symmetries associated to the world-sheet fermions and
the compact right-moving bosons down to SO(4) x SO(4), with

Vg =V304+ 04 Vs, Og = 0404 + V4 V4, Sg = C4Cy+ S4S4, Cs=S84Cs+CySs, (2.9

and the asymmetric Z, rotation (2.3) on the compact right-moving coordinates acts on the anti-
holomorphic characters as

V4O + Oy Vy — V4O4 — O4 Vy, C4Cy+ 8484 — C4Cy — 8484,

. . .. .- (2.5)
0404 + V4 V4 — 0404 — V4 Vy, S4Cy+ CySy— S4C4— Cy Sy
The orbifold partition function then reads
_1 h
z=3 ) Z[;l (2.6)

h,g=0,1
where Z | 8] is simply given by the toroidal amplitude (2.2),

Z| (1)] =[(V4O4 — 04 V1) (016016 + S16S16) + (0404 — V3 Vi) (C16Vig + VigCro)
—(C4Csq — S5484)(S16016 + 016S16) — (S4Cs — C4S4) (V16 Vi + C16Cir6) ] 2.7
x [(0404 — V4 Vy) Og + (V4O4 — O4 V) Vg + (C4Cs — 8484) Sg + (54Cs — C4S4) Cg]

counts the untwisted states modulo their Z, parity, while the amplitudes 2°[ ;] and 2°[ ], defining



Sector fields SO(16) x SO(16) x SO(8)

Untwisted guv» Buv, @ (1,1,1)

Ay (120,1,1) +(1,120,1) + (1,1,28)
WL (128,1,1) +(1,128,1)
VR (16,16,1)

Twisted WL (128,1,1) +(1,128,1)
VR (16,16,1)
4¢ (120,1,1) +(1,120,1) + (1,1,28)
a4, (1,1,1)

Table 2.1: The light spectrum of the six-dimensional Z, orbifold associated to the partition func-
tion (2.6). The scalar field ¢ in the first line is the universal dilaton, while w1 and g denote right-
handed (LHMW) and right-handed (RHMW) Majorana-Weyl fermions, respectively.

the twisted sector, are obtained from % [ (1)] upon the action of the S and TS modular transforma-
tions, respectively.

This six-dimensional vacuum is non-tachyonic and the massless spectrum, collected in ta-
ble 2.1, is non-chiral. As anticipated, this is nothing but the toroidal compactification of the ten-
dimensional SO(16) x SO(16) theory. The eight Abelian vectors, including the Cartan generators of
SO(8), are nothing but the mixed components g,; and B,; while, among the twisted scalars there
are sixteen neutral ones, i.e. the four scalars associated to the four Cartan generators of SO(8),
which are nothing but the deformation moduli of the T*. These scalars, together with the Wilson
lines of the SO(16) x SO(16) gauge group, can acquire a non-trivial vacuum expectation value and
take us away from the SO(16) x SO(16) x SO(8) point. Therefore, this model can be continuously
connected to tachyonic vacua.

In order to get a rigid vacuum, we can combine the asymmetric rotation (2.3) with a (modular
invariant) action on the gauge degrees of freedom. The simplest and most interesting choice is to
use the permutation R of the two SO(16) groups. Taking into account that only the Vg(01601¢ +
S16S16) and Cg(V;6Vi6 + C16Ci6) contributions admit a non-trivial action of R, the full partition
function now reads

Za=3 Y. Zaly), 2.8)
h,g=0,1

with
Q%d[g] =[(V4O4 + 04 V1) (016016 + S16S16) + (0404 + V3 Vi) (C16 Vig + VigCro)

—(C4Cs + S484)(S16016 + 016S16) — (S4Cs + C4S4) (V16 Vig + C16Cir6) ] (2.9)
x [(0404 + V3 Vy) Og + (V4Ou + O4 Vy) Vg + (C4Cy + S484)Sg + (S4Ca + C4S4) Cg]

Z5a[V] = [(V404 - 04 V) (016(g*) + S16(6°) — ($4Ca — C484) (Vi6(g®) + C16(g%))] 2.10)
% [(0404 — V4 V) Og + (V404 — O4 V) Vg + (C4Cs — 5484) Sg + (S4Cs — C4S4) Cg] '



Sector fields SO(16), x SO(8);

Untwisted 8uv» Buv, ® (L1

A# (120,1) + (1,28)
WL+ YR (128,1)
YR (136,1)
wL (120,1)
4¢ 120(1,1)
Twisted 4o+ (120,1)+(1,8,+8,+8,)
4+ YR (128,1)

Table 2.2: The light spectrum of the rigid six-dimensional Z, orbifold associated to the partition
function (2.8). The suffix k in the gauge group indicates that the associated Ka¢-Moody algebra
is realised at level k, i.e. SO(16) has level k = 2 while for SO(8) k = 1. The scalar field ¢ in the
first line is the universal dilaton, while 1, and wg denote right-handed (LHMW) and right-handed
(RHMW) Majorana-Weyl fermions, respectively.

%d[é] =[(04Cy + V4S84 — 84 Vs — C404) O16(v/q) + (0484 + V4 Cy — C4 Vi — S404) S16(v/ ) ] 211
% [(04S4+ V4Cy)Og + (V3 Sg + 04Cy) Vg + (5404 + C4 Vi) Sg + (S4 Va + C404) G , '

and

Zoa[}] =[0G~ 41+ 8,74~ 00016 + (048~ Vst Vi = 8,008V,
x [(VaCys— 0484) Og + (04C4 — V4 S4) Vg + (5404 — C4 Vi) Sg + (C404 — S V4) Cg] .

Notice that %54 [ 8] is a rewriting of eq. (2.2), where the anti-holomorphic SO(8) characters have
been conveniently decomposed as in (2.4), and is manifestly modular invariant. The twisted am-
plitudes Zgq] (1)] and Zgq| i | are, as usual, obtained from Z4q | (1)] via the action of S and TS modular
transformations, so that also the complete partition function (2.8) is SL(2, Z) invariant. To lighten
the notation, in Q%d[ H we have introduced the hatted characters 016(—\/@ = ein/3 O16(—/q) and
316(—\/@ = i3 S16(—=/q), which absorb an overall phase generated by the T modular transfor-
mation. Clearly, the g-expansion of the partition function only involves integer coefficients.

In this case, the six-dimensional massless spectrum is chiral and is reported in table 2.2. No-
tice that, as expected, the Kédhler and complex structure moduli together with the Wilson lines
are absent, which reflects the fact that this vacuum cannot be deformed, even though the spec-
trum includes 4 x 120 neutral scalars” associated to the term § O4V; 016016 in %d[g]. To better
understand their origin, we note that the two SO(16) currents ]{"2 of the parent theory should be
conveniently decomposed into the eigenstates /¢ ~ J{ + J§ of the permutation operator R with

2Notice that these scalars are a consequence of the CHL-like action on the gauge degrees of freedom, and they are also
present in the same asymmetric orbifold of the supersymmetric Eg x Eg heterotic string presented in [36]. Indeed, one
of the adjoint hypermultiplets in table 2 of [36] should rather be interpreted as a neutral hypermultiplet transforming
in the adjoint representation of the anti-diagonal combination of the two Eg’s that has been projected out by the CHL
involution. Notice that this correct interpretation of the spectrum does not conflict with the computation of irreducible
anomalies since they contribute the same amount to the trR* term, while Eg does not admit a quartic invariant.



eigenvalues +1. As a result, the vertex operators invariant under the action of the full orbifold
group are

JEOXF +ip-gytePX  and  JOOX' +ip-yihePX, (2.13)

so that the scalars ¢’ are singlets of the physical gauge group SO(16), x SO(8)1, while transforming
in the 120-dimensional adjoint representation of the now global SO(16) symmetry associated to
J%. Clearly, this continuous global symmetry is expected to be broken by quantum effects. It is
tempting to assume that these scalars have a potential of the form [¢;, ¢ ]-]2 inherited from the
ten-dimensional field strength, so that most of them will become massive. This description of the
spectrum is indeed compatible with the partition function, since

Z5a[V] 2 (VaOs — 04 V1) O16(g%) = (V404 — 04 V) (g™ + 120 g)

S (2.14)
= (V404 — 04Va) (g1 +(120-120) ¢° + 120 ),

where the coefficient of g° counts the number of J¢ currents graded by their Z; eigenvalue.

The remaining scalars all transform in non-trivial representations and it is natural to wonder
whether they can acquire a generic vacuum expectation value (vev) and break the gauge group.
In such a case, the model would be driven away from the rigid point of the SO(8) maximal torus
and the asymmetric action of the orbifold would be forbidden. As a result, the lack of deformation
moduli strongly suggests that a non-trivial potential should be generated which prevents charged
scalars from acquiring a vev. Of course, quantised vev’s compatible with the SO(8) point are still
allowed, but the resulting model, tachyonic or not, will be anyhow disconnected from our vacuum
configuration.

Itis straightforward to show that this chiral spectrum has vanishing irreducible gauge and grav-
itational anomalies, while the residual anomaly polynomial factorises as

Iy=1(2uR*-3uF - tuF;) GuFy - tuF), (2.15)
and is cancelled by a six-dimensional version of the Green-Schwarz mechanism [40, 41]. Notice
that this anomaly polynomial takes the standard form [42, 43] for six-dimensional heterotic vacua

and the coefficients of the tr F126 and tr F§ reflect the fact that the SO(16) gauge group is realised
at level k = 2, while the SO(8) group at k = 1. It would be interesting to study non-perturbative
anomalies along the lines of [44].

This model, defined by the vacuum amplitudes (2.9), (2.10), (2.11) and (2.12) is, to the best
of our knowledge, the first instance of a non-supersymmetric CHL-like construction which is free
of tachyonic excitations and cannot be continuously deformed. It represents the six-dimensional
analogue of the ten-dimensional SO(16) x SO(16) heterotic string, but with reduced rank gauge
group realised at level two.

The classical stability of this vacuum is associated to the presence of misaligned supersym-
metry [45, 46, 47, 48, 49, 50] in the tower of massive string excitations. Indeed, following [49] it
is straightforward to compute the exact sector averaged sum and show that the effective central
charge vanishes, Cefr = 0, so that the overall (signed) spectrum does not exhibit an exponential
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Figure 2.1: The signedlogarithm of the net number of degrees of freedom at each mass level for the
six-dimensional non-tachyonic CHL-like vacuum with gauge group SO(8); x SO(16), highlighting
the presence of misaligned supersymmetry. Positive (negative) contributions are ascribed to the
excess of bosonic (fermionic) states.

growth signalling the onset of a Hagedorn phase transition at some critical temperature. This is
reflected in the oscillating pattern of the net number of degrees of freedom represented in figure
2.1. Clearly, being non-supersymmetric, this model has a non-vanishing vacuum energy

1 dtidty, Z5q(11,T
_ f 1472 ZedT172) 33161073/ 3, (2.16)

T envarsls 2rd o)

which is positive and induces a one-loop runaway potential for the dilaton.

This asymmetric Z, orbifold can be evidently used to mod-out any theory which respects y R,
as for instance the [E; x SU(2)]? non-supersymmetric tachyonic heterotic string [3] compactified
on the SO(8) maximal torus,

%[g] = [VS (Xofo)(ofo +XV§UXU§U) - 38 (Xogonfl/ +Xv£v)(0§o)
_CS (XoSvxv€o+ Xv€oXov) + OB (XoSvXolv+ Xufo?(ufo)] (2.17)
x (10g[* + | Vg|* +1Ss]* +Cg|?) .

Here the characters y, and y, (£, and ¢,) are associated to the conjugacy classes of the adjoint
and fundamental representations of SU(2) (E;). As in the previous case, we decompose the anti-
holomorphic SO(8) characters into product of SO(4) x SO(4) ones (2.4), so that the asymmetric
rotation has the natural action (2.5) and the untwisted projected amplitude reads

3{?[(1)] =[(VaO4 = 04Vi) (X0l o + xv&v) (%) + (0404 — Va Vi) (xo€ v + Xv€0) (g)] 2.18)
x [(0404 = V3 V) Og + (V4O4 — O4 Vy) Vg + (C4Cy — 8484) S + (S4Cs — C4 S4) Cs] .

As usual, the twisted amplitudes %[(1)] and 2| i] can be obtained from 3’}[?] via the modular
transformations S and T'S, respectively. The light spectrum includes, in the untwisted sector, the
metric, the Kalb-Ramond field and the dilaton, gauge bosons for the gauge group (E7 x SU(2)), x



SO(8);, a tachyon in the (1,2, 1) representation and two Majorana fermions in the (56,2, 1) repre-
sentation. The twisted sector gives four scalars in the (1,3,1) + (133,1,1) + (1,1,8, + 8, + 8,) repre-
sentations and one extra Majorana fermion in the (56,2, 1) representation. Finally, we also get 544
neutral scalars associated to the internal components of the odd combination of gauge bosons, as
ineq. (2.13). Again, the Kdhler and complex structure moduli, as well as the Wilson lines are absent
and thus this tachyonic spectrum cannot be deformed. Being non-chiral the anomaly polynomial
vanishes identically, while the vacuum energy is divergent because of the presence of tachyons.

3 The asymmetric T%/Z, x Z, orbifold

The generalisation to four dimensions is, in principle, straightforward. The naive choice would be
to perform an asymmetric Z, x Z, orbifold, where each Z, is a copy of the six-dimensional one,
though acting along different directions,

Yl = (_)+!_)R7 7’2:(+;_»_)R- (31)

Indeed, at first sight, the Wilson lines J¢ OXJ +i p- 1/71/7f )elPX and the moduli 0X’ (0X/ + i p-
W) e'PX of the compactification torus are both odd under the Z, x Z, action. However, a more
attentive analysis shows that the element y;y» acts as a simple right-moving rotation of four co-
ordinates, and leaves the left moving sector completely untouched. This element reproduces (the
four-dimensional reduction of) the partition function (2.2), and thus, per se, corresponds to a sim-
ple toroidal compactification of the heterotic string defined by eq. (2.8), where (some of) the de-
formation moduli and Wilson lines come back from the twisted sector. To overcome this problem,
and make sure that the deformation moduli from vy, twisted sector become massive, we accom-
pany the right-moving rotations with left-moving (asymmetric) shifts. Modular invariance and the

rules of free-fermionic construction [51] (see [52] for a recent review) require that the asymmet-

ric shift acts on four coordinates. One can then make three inequivalent choices for the orbifold
generators

ZZXZZ: Y1 :(_y+’_)R x(l’ay(s)L er Y2:(+y_)_)R x(611y5)L XR; (3-2)

(ZaxZ)':  yi=(=+-r*x1,6,0L xR,  yy=(—-)rx(1,11L xR, (3.3)

(ZZ X ZZ)H: ’}/’1,: (_r+; _)R X (176)6)L) 7,2,: (+;_7_)R X (6r 1;6)L (34)

As usual, R denotes the permutation of the two SO(16) groups and therefore only the first and
second choice yield a gauge group of reduced rank. The entries in the brackets refer to the three
pairs of compact coordinates, each parametrising a T2. A minus sign indicates a 7 rotation on the
right-moving coordinates of the associated two-plane, and similarly 6 induces an order-two shift
along the pair of left-moving coordinates. Clearly, this asymmetric action is only compatible with
a special T which we take to be the maximal torus of SO(12).

To better understand the action of rotation and shifts on the compact coordinates, it is conve-
nient to resort to a description in terms of free fermions, so that X]i and XI_’; are described by y,w’



and 7',@’, respectively. Since rotations and shifts act on the bosonic coordinates as

Xp—-Xk, X — X +m, (3.5)
the fermionisation map

j' ~sin(X}), @' ~cos(X{), (3.6)
yields the following action on the free fermions

G — 7 +0h, (¢ ,e)— (=), -o). 3.7

Moreover, the orbifold generators break the right-moving SO(12) as

SO(12)g — [SO(2) x SO(2)]3R ) (3.8)
while the left-moving SO(12) is broken down to

SO(12); — [SO(4) x SO(4) x SO(4)]y. . (3.9)
for the first and third choice, while

SO(12); — [SO(4) x SO(8)]y, - (3.10)

for the second one, since the shifts act simultaneously on the 3,4, 5,6 directions.

In eq. (3.8) the first (second) SO(2) factor is associated to the pair 7% (@) and similarly for the
other SO(2)’s. In eq. (3.9) the k-th SO(4) factor is associated to the four fermions y?k=12k  ¢2k=12k
respectively, while in eq. (3.10) the SO(4) is associated to the four fermions y?, w2 and SO(8) to
the eight fermions y>*%%,w3%%6_ Finally, in the RNS sector, the ten-dimensional little group SO(8)
is broken to SO(2)4, parametrised by y*, for the non-compact directions, and )'(i, for the compact
ones. Putting everything together, the action of the three asymmetric orbifolds is specified in tables
3.1, 3.2 and 3.3, and reflects into

(02, V3,82,C2) — (O2,—V3,i S2,—i Cy),
(04) ‘/4) S4) C4) - (04»_‘/4’_54)C4)’ (311)
(Og, Vg, Sg, Cg) — (Og, — Vg, Sg, —C3),

for the corresponding SO(2), SO(4) and SO(8) characters.



)—CI,Z )—(3,4 )ZS,G y1,2 , w1,2 y3,4’ w3,4 y5,6 , (,()5’6 _)_/1'2 @1’2 J—/3,4 (1_)3 4 )—/5,6 6)5 6
n v X v X v v X X X /X
Yo X v O/ v X v X X v X v X
nye: v v X v v X S OOX /X X X

Table 3.1: The action of the asymmetric Z, x Z, orbifold of eq. (3.2) on the left-moving and right-
moving fermions. The symbol v (X) clearly indicates that the element y, does (not) act on the
corresponding fermions. y; and y» also act on the gauge degrees of freedom exchanging the two
SO(16) factors.

XI,Z XSA X5,6 (y’ w)l,Z (y’ w)3,4,5,6 )—/1,2 (1—)1,2 J—/3,4 (;)3,4 }75'6 (Z)5’6
n v x v X v VAR SR S S
Yo X / / X X X X v/ X v X
ny: v /X X v X v X x X

Table 3.2: The action of the asymmetric (Z, x Z,)' orbifold of eq. (3.3) on the left-moving and right-
moving fermions. The symbol v (X) clearly indicates that the element y, does (not) act on the
corresponding fermions. y; and y» also act on the gauge degrees of freedom exchanging the two
SO(16) factors.

Xl,z X3,4 X—5,6 (y’ w)l,z (y’ (,())3'4 (y’ w)5,6 )-/1,2 (1-)1,2 y3,4 @3,4 }75'6 @5,6
n v X v X v v/ X X X v X
Y2 X v v v X v X X v X v X
Yiye v v X v v X v X v X X X

Table 3.3: The action of the asymmetric (Z, x Z,)" orbifold of eq. (3.4) on the left-moving and right-
moving fermions. The symbol v (X) clearly indicates that the element y, does (not) act on the
corresponding fermions. Notice that now, y; and y» do not act on the gauge degrees of freedom.
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Sector fields SO(16)2 x SO(4)1 x SO(4); x SO(4)1

Untwisted 8uv» Buv, ¢ (1,L,1,1
Ay (120,1,1,1)+(1,6,1,1)+(1,1,6,1)+(1,1,1,6)
(4)) 2(128,1,1,1)+(136,1,1,1) +(120,1,1,1)
2¢ 120(1,1,1,1)+(1,4,4,1)+(1,4,1,4)+(1,1,4,4)
Y1 twisted 20+yp (1,1,25+24,2,+2;)
Y2 twisted 2¢+vyp (1,24+2,,1,2,+2;)
Y172 twisted Z(P (1,23 + 20,23 + 20)4)

Table 3.4: The light spectrum of the rigid four-dimensional Z;, x Z, orbifold generated by (3.2). The
suffix k in the gauge group indicates that the associated Ka¢-Moody algebra is realised at level k,
i.e. SO(16) has level k = 2 while all SO(4)’s have k = 1. The scalar field ¢ in the first line is the
universal dilaton, while yp denotes a Dirac fermion.

We have now all the ingredients to build the new four-dimensional vacua, starting from the
toroidal compactification on the maximal torus of SO(12)

Z =[Vg (016016 + S16516) — S5 (016S16 + S16016) — Cg (V16 V16 + C16Ci6) + Og (VigCi6 + Ci6Vi6) |
x [|0121* +1012* +1012/* +1012/?],
(3.12)

and implementing the orbifolds (3.2), (3.3) or (3.4) as indicated in tables 3.1, 3.2, 3.3. The as-
sociated massless spectra are collected in tables 3.4, 3.5 and 3.6, respectively. The main feature
shared by all three spectra is the absence of neutral scalars associated to the deformations of the
T and to the Wilson lines, thus reflecting once more the rigidity of these constructions. These
non-tachyonic vacua are the four-dimensional counterparts of the SO(16) xSO(16) model [7, 8]. Al-
though in the case of maximal rank gauge group similar constructions, based on quasi-crystalline
orbifolds, have been discussed in [18], the Z, x Z, and (Z, x Z,)' orbifolds represent the first in-
stances of truly non-tachyonic four-dimensional constructions with reduced rank. A common
feature of the rank-reduced spectra is the presence of neutral scalars from the untwisted sector.
As in six dimensions, they are associated to the “adjoint” representation of the non-invariant off-
diagonal combination of the two SO(16) factors, as in eq. (2.13), and therefore cannot be used
to deform the models and connect them to tachyonic vacua. Anyhow, they are expected to ac-
quire a mass via the potential [¢p;, ¢ j]2 inherited from the ten-dimensional Yang-Mills action. The
remaining scalars all transform in non-trivial representations of the gauge group and, following
the discussion given for the six-dimensional model, we expect a potential to be generated which
forbids any Higgsing.

For completeness, we report the associated partition functions written in terms of Dedekind
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Sector fields

SO(16)2 x SO(4)1 x SO(8)1

Untwisted 8uvs» Buv, ¢ (1,1,1)
Ay (120,1,1)+(1,6,1)+(1,1,28)
D 2(128,1,1)+(136,1,1) +(120,1,1)
2¢ 120(1,1,1)+(1,4,8,)
Y1 twisted 2¢+yp (1,1,8;,+8,)
Y2 twisted 2¢+yp (120,1,1)+(128,1,1)+(1,4,1) + (1,1,8,)

Y1Y2 twisted 2¢

(1)4788 + 8(,‘)

Table 3.5: The light spectrum of the rigid four-dimensional (Z, x Z,)" orbifold generated by (3.3).
The suffix k in the gauge group indicates that the associated Ka¢c-Moody algebra is realised at level
k, i.e. SO(16) has level k = 2 while both SO(4) and SO(8) have k = 1. The scalar field ¢ in the first
line is the universal dilaton, while yp denotes a Dirac fermion.

Sector fields S0(16) x SO(16) x SO(4) x SO(4) x SO(4)
Untwisted 8uv» Buv, ¢ (1,1,1,1,1)
Ay (120,1,1,1,1)+(1,120,1,1,1)
+(1,1,6,1,1)+(1,1,1,6,1)+(1,1,1,1,6)
YD (128,1,1,1,1)+(1,128,1,1,1) +(16,16,1,1,1)
2¢ 1,1,441+(1,1,41,4+1,1,1,4,4)
Y1 twisted 2¢ (1,1,4,25+2¢,25+2,)
Y2 twisted 2¢ (1,1,25+2,,4,2,+2)

Y172 twisted 2¢

(1’ 1’25+20!23+20)4)

Table 3.6: The light spectrum of the rigid four-dimensional (Z, x Z)" orbifold generated by (3.4).
All gauge factors are realised in terms of Ka¢c-Moody algebras at level one. The scalar field ¢ in the
first line is the universal dilaton, while ¥ denotes a Dirac fermion.
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eta and Jacobi theta functions®

1 1 -
b(yw):—__ Z Z q)[hhlhZ]A([)[hth]H(g)[hhlhz]_ (3.14)
23 (7777)2 h2,g2=0,1 h1,g1=0,1 1, g=0,1 g8 8 81 8 g8 &

where ¢ = 1,2,3 refers to the orbifolds (3.2), (3.3) and (3.4), respectively. Here (h, g) build the
SO(16) x SO(16) vacuum from the Eg x Eg heterotic string, while (h;, g1) and (hy, g2) implement
the different Z» x Z, orbifolds. The ® function

aralarath a+h a—h
(i)[hhl h2] :l H[bw[mgi]e[lﬂgﬂ [b gi gz] (=1)@+b+ab+ga+hb+hg (3.15)
g8 &1 2 %00 n* ’ :

encodes the universal contribution of the RNS fermions. The function Ay is associated to the
compactification lattice, and

(3.16)

’

hy 12 M2 g1 y-h-ahs 12 Ary+h h h
ol 1 ey i Fovaa il Feicaming i Dokl L Bt L Fanemeg L PO
AM)[ ]__ > 6

81 82 2 1,501 776 7

where a =1 for ¢ = 1,3, while a@ = 0 for ¢ = 2. Finally, the IT(¢ functions refers to the gauge degrees
of freedom, and for ¢ =3

1 031" 0[5]°
(3)[221 Zj] T Z: 5 n—o*.3 (-1)8tk+p+hlIro) .17

for any choice of h; » and g1,2, while for £ =1,2

H(I,Z)[Zgg] :H(I,Z)[gg?] =H(3)[Z]§i Zj], (3.18)
and
k 8
hool _ ool _ 1 o[;]@n hi
H(I'Z)[g 1 0] =Mz [go 1] T2,.5, (W D™, (3.19)

all other cases being obtained by suitable S and T modular transformations. Notice that although
these Zy x Z, orbifolds admit the possibility to turn on discrete torsion [53], it does not play any
role since, in the independent modular orbit, the lattice contribution vanishes identically for any

3Notice that for the definition of the Jacobi theta functions we adopt the conventions used by the free fermions
community (see, for instance, [52])

1 2 :
9[2](2”): Z qi(m—a/Z) eZm(m—a/Z)(z—b/Z)y 3.13)
meZ

where the periodic/antiperiodic boundary conditions along the two cycles of the world-sheet torus are associated to
characteristics equal to 1 or 0. In the following we shall not display the arguments z = 0 and 7 of the theta functions,
unless it is required by the construction.
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¢ =1,2,3, namely

L (3.20)

together with its modular transformations.
The one loop vacuum energies

Q 1 f dTldTng{ ( ) (321)
= — T1,7T .
O envaytls 2ry TNV

are all finite and positive, with

Q) =3.94x1072a"%, Qu=585x10"2a"%, Qg=755x10"2a""?, (3.22)
and thus induce a non-trivial runaway potential for the dilaton. Again, the finiteness of the free
energies implies the presence of misaligned supersymmetry in the whole string spectrum [45,

, 48, 49, 50], which signals the vanishing of the sector averaged sums [46, 48, 49].

)
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