arXiv:hep-th/0612058v4 8 Feb 2007

On Cardy states in the (2,2,2,2) Gepner model

Gor Sarkissian^∗

Dipartimento di Fisica Università di Roma “Tor Vergata”, I.N.F.N Sezione di Roma “Tor Vergata” Via della Ricerca Scientifica 1, 00133 Roma, Italy

Abstract

We study Cardy states in the (2,2,2,2) Gepner model from both the algebraic and geometric vantage points. We present the full list of primaries of this model together with their characters. The effects of fixed point resolution are analyzed. Annulus partition functions between various Cardy states are calculated. Using the equivalent description in terms of the T^4/Z_4 orbifold, the corresponding geometric realization is partially found.

∗E–mail: gor.sarkissian@roma2.infn.it 1

1 Introduction and summary

The latest developments in String Theory demonstrated the importance of understanding properties of D-branes in curved backgrounds. Despite widespread effort our knowledge of D-branes properties is still limited to the simplest backgrounds, like tori or toroidal orbifolds, group manifolds etc. It turned out that in most applications of D-branes to string theory detailed understanding of the D-branes on more complicated backgrounds, first of all Calabi-Yau manifolds, is necessary. Unfortunately for general Calabi-Yau manifolds not much is known on special Lagrangian submanifolds or holomorphic cycles wrapped by A- and B-type branes respectively.

However it is known that at certain points in their moduli spaces, Calabi-Yau compactifications can be described by rational conformal field theories, known as Gepner models [1]. By now a sophisticated technique for constructing boundary states on rational conformal field theories exists [2–11]. Starting from the pioneering papers [12,13], a number of papers [14–28] were devoted to boundary states in Gepner models. Much of the work was devoted to figure out geometrical properties of branes given by specific boundary states. These papers also brought to light that in the presence of minimal models with even levels some of the boundary states defined in [13] should be modified or, better, resolved in order to dispose of fixed point ambiguities [23], [24]. General formulae for boundary states in conformal field theories with simple current modular invariants have been given in [29, 30].

As usual before tackling complicated cases some simple models were analyzed. In [14] the (1, 1, 1) ∼ (1, 4) and (2, 2) models, which are equivalent to T^2 compactifications at the SU(3)_1 and SO(4)_1 enhancement points respectively, were discussed. In [28] B-branes in the (2, 2, 2, 2) model, which admits orbifold description as T^4/Z_4 [31], [32], were discussed.

In this paper we study in depth the Cardy states corresponding to D0 branes in the (2, 2, 2, 2) model .

The paper is organized as follows.

In section 2 we review necessary background material on the simple current extensions.

In section 3 we review Gepner models via simple current extension formalism. In section 4 we write down all the necessary information on the (2, 2, 2, 2) model: orbit representatives, characters, conformal weights. Using the resolved characters we compute the torus partition function and show that it coincides with the one computed in the appendix C as an orbifold partition function at the SU(2)^4 point. Using the general formulae of section 2 we also derive the annulus partition functions between different Cardy states, paying special attention to the peculiarities caused by the presence of the fixed points.

In section 5 we study D0 branes on the orbifold T^4/Z_4 . We compute all the annulus partition functions between D0 branes located at points in T^4/Z_4 orbifold that are fully or partially fixed under the orbifold group action. Using previously derived formulae for the annulus partition functions between Cardy states of the (2,2,2,2) model we establish a partial dictionary between Cardy states and D0 branes. This is the main result of this paper.

The necessary formulae on theta functions are reviewed in appendices A and B. 2 Simple current extension: brief review

Let us briefly remind the meaning of the simple current extension by simple currents of integral conformal weight [33–37], [24]. A primary J is called a simple current if, fused with any other primary λ, it yields just a single field Jλ. Simple current extension means the combination of two operations:

• Projection. We keep only fields which obey Q_J (λ) = 0 where

Q_J (λ) = Δ_λ + Δ_J − Δ_{Jλ} (mod Z) (1)

• Extension. We extend the chiral algebra by including the simple current J.

This means that we organize the fields surviving the projection into orbits derived as a result of fusion with the simple current J.

Before writing the torus partition function we should discuss the important issue of fixed point resolution. If all the primaries form orbits of the same length, equal to the order |G| of the full group G generated by the simple currents, or in other words have the same number of images under the repeated fusion with the simple current, the characters could be labelled by the primaries chosen, one from each orbit, called orbit representatives, and have the form:

χ̃_{λ̂} = ∑ J∈G χ_{Jλ} (2)

The unitary matrix representing modular transformations on the extended theory is: S̃_{â,b̂} = |G|S_{ab} (3) where with hatted variables we denoted the orbit representatives. However it may happen that some of the primaries have a non-trivial stabilizer S_λ, i.e. be fixed under the action of currents of a subgroup S_λ ∈ G. In this case the freely acting group is the factor G_a = G/S_a and the orbit length is given by |G_a| = |G| |S_a| (4) and therefore varies from orbit to orbit. The simple formula (3) for the modular transformation matrix does not work anymore. It turns out that in order to construct a unitary matrix representation of the modular transformation in this case one needs to resolve the primaries with non-trivial stabilizer, i.e. one should consider together with the orbit â additional |S_a| orbits^1. Labelling the additional orbits by i we find the characters: χ̃_{λ̂,i} = m_{λ̂,i} ∑ J∈G/S_λ χ_{Jλ} = m_{λ̂,i} |S_λ| ∑ J∈G χ_{Jλ} (5)

where m_{i,a} are usually equal to 1, but we keep them explicitly so as to keep track of the different resolved orbits.

The diagonal modular invariant torus partition function of the extended theory reads Z_{ext} = ∑ λ̂,i |χ̃_{λ,i}|^2 = ∑ orbits Q(λ)=0 |S_λ| · | ∑ J∈G/S_λ χ_{Jλ}|^2 (6)

where we used that |S_a| = ∑ i (m_{a,i})^2 (7)

The unitary matrix representation of the modular transformation S on the characters (5), was constructed in [33], [35]. The following ansatz was suggested S̃_{(a,i),(b,j)} = m_{a,i}m_{b,j} |G^a||G^b| |G| S_{a,b} + Γ_{(a,i),(b,j)} (8) 1Actually each primary should be resolved by the order of the subgroup U_a of the stabilizer, called untwisted stabilizer [35], on which a certain alternating U(1)-valued bihomomorphism, or discrete torsion, on the stabilizer S_a vanishes. It is well-known that discrete torsions are classified by the second U(1)-valued cohomology group H^2(S_a, U(1)) [38], and since in Gepner models with diagonal (or charge conjugation) torus partition function – the situation of our interest below – the stabilizers are all isomorphic to the Z_2 group, for which H^2(Z_2, U(1)) = 0 , one finds that the untwisted stabilizer coincides with stabilizer.

where Γ_{(a,i),(b,j)} satisfies the equation ∑ j Γ_{(a,i),(b,j)}m_{b,j} = 0 (9) and it is therefore different from zero only between fixed points. It was found in [33] that unitarity requires Γ_{(a,i),(b,j)} to satisfy the condition: ∑ orbits Q(b)=0,j Γ_{(a,i),(b,j)}Γ^∗_{(c,k),(b,j)} = δ_{ac}(δ_{ik} − m_{a,i}m_{a,k} |S_a| ) . (10)

The derivation of equation (10) is reviewed in appendix D. Using the matrix (8) one can compute the fusion rule coefficients using Verlinde formula and the annulus partition functions for the Cardy states. After some algebra, reviewed in appendix D, we arrive at the expression:

A_{(a,i),(d,e)} = ∑ orbits Q(c)=0 ∑ J∈G m_{a,i}m_{d,e}N^d_{Ja,c} |S_a||S_d| ∑ K∈G_c χ_{Kc}

+ ∑ orbits Q(c)=0 ∑ (orbits Q(b)=0,j) Γ_{(a,i),(b,j)}S_{c,b}Γ^∗_{(b,j),(d,e)} S_{0,b} ∑ K∈G_c χ_{Kc} (11)

Given that the resolving matrix Γ_{(a,i),(b,j)} are different from zero only between fixed points we observe that formula (11) simplifies if one of the states is not fixed. When a is not fixed and d fixed (11) simplifies to A_{(a),(d,e)} = ∑ orbits Q(c)=0 ∑ J∈G m_{d,e}N^d_{Ja,c} |S_d| ∑ K∈G_c χ_{Kc} (12)

When neither a nor d are fixed (11) further simplifies to A_{ad} = ∑ orbits Q(c)=0 ∑ J∈G N^d_{Ja,c} ∑ K∈G_c χ_{Kc} (13)

For later application to Gepner models let us discuss the matrix Γ_{(a,i),(b,j)} and the second term in (11) in the case when all the fixed points have a stabilizer isomorphic to Z_2. In this case equations (9) and (10) can be satisfied by taking Γ_{(a,i),(b,j)} in the form: Γ_{(a,ψ),(b,ψ}′_) = |G_a||G_b| |G| Ŝ_{ab}ψψ^′δ_{af} δ_{bf} (14) where ψ is the resolving index which takes two values ±, and Ŝ_{ab} is a unitary matrix. Plugging (14) in (11) for the the second term one can write: 1 |S_a||S_d| ψψ^{′′} ∑ Orbits Q(c)=0 ∑ b ∑ J∈G Ŝ_{Ja,b}S_{c,b}Ŝ∗_{b,d} S_{0,b} ( ∑ K∈G_c χ_{Kc} ) δ_{af} δ_{bf} δ_{df} (15)

We also show in appendix D that formulae (13) and (11) are actually equivalent to the formulae for the A-type annulus partition functions derived in [13] and [23].

3 Gepner models: generalities

Let us remind the basic facts about Gepner models [1]. The starting point of a Gepner model is the tensor product theory C^{s−t}_{k1,···,kn} = C^{s−t} ⊗ C_{k1} ⊗ · · · ⊗ C_{kn} , (16) where C^{s−t} is the D dimensional flat space-time part, and C_k is one of the N = 2 minimal models, whose central charges c_k =^{3k}_{k+2} satisfy the relation n∑ i=1 c_{ki} + 3 2 (D − 2) = 12 (17)

N = 2 minimal models can be described as cosets SU(2)_k × U(1)_4/U(1)_{2k+4}. Accordingly the primaries of C_k are labelled by three integers (l, m, s) with ranges l ∈ (0, · · · k) , m ∈ (−k − 1, · · · , k + 2), s ∈ (−1, 0, 1, 2), subject to the selection rule l + m + s ∈ 2Z and the field identification (l, m, s) ≡ (k − l, m + k + 2, s + 2). Primaries with even values of s belong to the NS sector, while primaries with odd values of s belong to the R sector. The conformal dimension and charge of the primary (l, m, s) are given by: h^l_{m,s} = l(l + 2) − m^2 4(k + 2) + s^2 8 (mod 1) (18) q^l_{m,s} = m k + 2 − s 2 (mod 2) (19)

The exact dimensions and charges can be read off (18) and (19) using field identifications to bring (l, m, s) into the standard range l ∈ (0, · · · k), |m − s| ≤ l, s ∈ (−1, 0, 1, 2) (20)

The characters are given by χ^{l (k)}_{m, s}(z, τ) = k−1∑ j=0 c^{l (k)}_{m+4j−s}(τ)Θ_{2m+(4j−s)(k+2),2k(k+2)}(z, τ) (21)

where Θ_{M,N} (z, τ) = θ [_M 2N 0 ] (z, 2Nτ) = ∑ n∈Z e^{2πiτ N}(^{n+ M2N} )^2 e^{2iπz}(^{n+ M2N} ) (22)

that obviously satisfy the identity Θ_{M+2N,N} = Θ_{M,N} (23) and c^{l (k)}m are the characters of the parafermionic field theory at level k, satisfying identities:

c^{l (k)}_m = c^{l (k)}_{−m} = c^{l (k)}_{m+2k} = c^{k−l (k)}_{k±m} (24) The fusion coefficients are N^{N=2 l1l2l3} m_1m_2m_3s_1s_2s_3 = (25) N^{SU(2) l3} l_1l_2 δm1+m2−m3 δs1+s2−s3 + N SU(2) k−l_3 l_1l_2 δm1 +m2−(m3+k+2)δs1+s2−(s3+2)

The space-time part can be described in terms of the SO(D − 2)_1 algebra. SO(2n)_1 algebras have four primaries λ = (o, v, s, c), with conformal dimensions h_o = 0, h_v = 1 2 , h_s = h_c = n 8 (26) charges q_o = 0, q_v = 1, q_s = n 2 , q_c = n 2 − 1 (27) and characters: χ^{SO(2n)} O = 1 2η^n (θ^n_3 + θ^n_4 ) (28) χ^{SO(2n)} V = 1 2η^n (θ^n_3 − θ^n_4 ) χ^{SO(2n)} s = 1 2η^n (θ^n_2 + i^{−n}θ^n_1 ) χ^{SO(2n)} c = 1 2η^n (θ^n_2 − i^{−n}θ^n_1 ) O and V primaries belong to the NS sector, while S and C belong to the R sector. For future use, let us write down also the fusion rules of the SO(2n)_1 algebras.

n odd o v s c o o v s c v v o c s s s c v o c c s o v

(29)

n even o v s c o o v s c v v o c s s s c o v c c s v o

(30)

The primaries of the product theory (16) can be labelled by the following collection of indices (λ,⃗l, ⃗m, ⃗s)) = (λ, l_1, m_1, s_1, · · · , l_n, m_n, s_n) (31) The Gepner model is the simple current extension of the product C^{s−t}_{k1,···,kn} , with the following simple currents:

• supersymmetry current: S_{tot} = (s, (0, 1, 1), · · · (0, 1, 1)) • alignment currents: V_i = (v, · · · (0, 0, 2) · · ·), with (0, 0, 2) at the ith position. Let us summarize the results of applying the formalism reviewed in the previous section to Gepner models [34], [23], [24]. In Gepner models the simple current projection or, in the original Gepner’s language, β-projection with respect to the supersymmetry current S_{tot} reads Q_{(ω,⃗l, ⃗m,⃗s))} = q_ω + n∑ i=1 q^{li}_{mi,si} = 1 (mod 2Z) (32)

and is nothing else than the famous GSO projection yielding space-time supersymmetry^2. The projection with respect to the alignment current selects only

2Actually direct application of the formula (1) brings to shift 1 with respect to (32), but as explained in [23] and [24] the shift is absorbed by the superghost part, or alternatively by the bosonic string map.

primaries were all constituent primaries belong to the same sector, either NS either R and guarantees world-sheet supersymmetry.

To analyze the length of the orbits we should consider two cases: 1. all the levels k_i are odd

In this case no fixed point occurs, all the primaries have trivial stabilizer, and the length of the S_{tot} current is K = lcm{4, 2k_i + 4}. All V_i currents always act freely and have length 2. But when all the k_i levels are odd, it turns out that the S_{tot} current has an overlap with the V_i currents, and to cover all orbit it is enough to sum over only n − 1 of the n V_i currents. As a result, the orbit length in this case is 2^{n−1}K.

2. one has r ≠ 0 even levels k_i Let us place the even levels in the first r positions. In this case for a generic primary the orbit length of the supersymmetry current is again K = lcm{4, 2k_i + 4}. But for the primaries with all l_i at the first r positions equal^{ki}_2 :

l_i = k_i 2 i = 1, . . . , r (33) due to the previously discussed field identification, which for them reads : ( k_1 2 , m_1, s_1, · · · , k_r 2 , m_r, s_r, l_{r+1}, m_{r+1}, s_{r+1} · · · , l_n, m_n, s_n) ≡ (34) ( k_1 2 , m_1 + k_1 + 2, s_1 + 2, · · · , k_r 2 , m_r + k_r + 2, s_r + 2, l_{r+1}, m_{r+1}, s_{r+1} · · · , l_n, m_n, s_n)

there is a non-trivial stabilizer: S^{k12 ,··· kr2 ,lr+1,···,ln} ⃗m,⃗s = Z2. (35) We see that the stabilizer depends only on the values of l_i’s i = 1, . . . , r and one can write:

|S^{l1,···lr} | = 1 + δ_{l1} k_{12} · · · δ_{lr} kr_2 (36)

Therefore here we have two kinds of orbits, long orbits with length 2^nK for generic primary, and short orbits with length 2^{n−1}K for primaries of type (33). As we explained the short orbits should be resolved and acquire an additional label ψ taking two values, which we choose to be a sign ψ = ±.

4 The (2,2,2,2) Gepner model

From now on we will specialize to the case of the (2, 2, 2, 2) Gepner model, that corresponds to a compactification down to six dimensions. The flat part is described by an SO(4)_1 algebra. In order to write down the characters of the model, first of all we note that using the fusion rules (30) one can check that the subgroup generated by the currents S^2_{tot} and V_iV_j has trivial action on the space-time part. The length of the S^2_{tot} current is^K_2 = 4. Using (32) we find it convenient to choose the primaries in the form {v, (l_1, m_1, s_) · · · , (l_n, m_n, s_n)}, with prescribed space-time part v, and neutral internal part, i.e. 4∑ i=1 q^{li}_{mi,si} = 0 (mod 2Z) (37)

Now one can express the Gepner extension characters χ^{G ⃗l}_{( ⃗m,⃗s)} in the form χ^{G ⃗l}_{( ⃗m,⃗s)} = 1 |S^{⃗l}_{⃗m,⃗s}| (X_v − X_c + X_o − X_s) (38)

where

X_v = χ^{SO(4)}v η^4

A(m_1, s_1, m_2, s_2, m_3, s_3, m_4, s_4) (39)

X_c = χ^{SO(4)}c η^4

A(m_1 + 1, s_1 + 1, m_2 + 1, s_2 + 1, m_3 + 1, s_3 + 1, m_4 + 1, s_4 + 1)

X_o = χ^{SO(4)}o η^4

A(m_1, s_1 + 2, m_2, s_2, m_3, s_3, m_4, s_4)

X_s = χ^{SO(4)}s η^4

A(m_1 + 1, s_1 + 3, m_2 + 1, s_2 + 1, m_3 + 1, s_3 + 1, m_4 + 1, s_4 + 1)

with

A(m_i, s_i) = 3∑ ν_0=0 ∑ ν_1=0,2 ∑ ν_2=0,2 ∑ ν_3=0,2

χ^{l1(2)}_{m1+2ν0, s1+ν1+ν2+ν3+2ν0} (z_1) · (40)

χ^{l2(2)}_{m2+2ν0, s2+ν1+2ν0} (z_2) · χ^{l3(2)}_{m3+2ν0, s3+ν2+2ν0} (z_3) · χ^{l4(2)}_{m4+2ν0, s4+ν3+2ν0} (z_4)

and, as explained above,

|S^{⃗l}_{⃗m,⃗s}| = 1 + δ_{l11}δ_{l21}δ_{l31}δ_{l41} (41)

Using (21), (24) and (97) for the characters of the k = 2 minimal model one obtains the following simple expression

χ^{l(2)}_{m, s}(z) = c^{l(2)}_{m−s}(τ)Θ_{4q,4}( z 2 , τ) (42)

where q =^m_4 −^s_2 , and c^{l (2)}m are related to the Ising characters:

c^{0(2)}_0 = 1 2η (√ θ_3 η + √ θ_4 η ) (43)

c^{2(2)}_0 = c^{0(2)}_2 = 1 2η (√ θ_3 η − √ θ_4 η ) (44)

c^{1(2)}_1 = 1 η √ θ_2 2η (45)

Now let us compute A(m_i, s_i). Repeatedly using theta functions product formulae from appendix A, we have

A(m_i, s_i) = Θ_{qtot,1}

(z_{tot} 8 , τ ) B(m_i, s_i) (46)

where z_{tot} = z_1 + z_2 + z_3 + z_4 (47)

q_{tot} = q_1 + q_2 + q_3 + q_4 = even (48) and

B(m_i, s_i) = (49) ∑ ν_1,ν_2,ν_3=0,2

c^{l1(2)}_{m1−(s1+ν1+ν2+ν3)}c^{l2(2)}_{m2−(s2+ν1)}c^{l3(2)}_{m3−(s3+ν2)}c^{l4(2)}_{m4−(s4+ν3)} · ∑ a=0,2 Θ_{(q1−q2+q3−q4)−ν2+a,2}(y_1, 2τ) · Θ_{(q1−q2−q3+q4)−ν3+a,2}(y_2, 2τ) · Θ_{(q1+q2−q3−q4)−ν1+a,2}(y_3, 2τ) where

y_1 = z_1 − z_2 + z_3 − z_4 4 , y_2 = z_1 − z_2 − z_3 + z_4 4 , y_3 = z_1 + z_2 − z_3 − z_4 4 (50)

Note that B(m_i, s_i) = B(m_i +1, s_i +1). Using (46), (28), (100), (102), this allows us to write for (38): χ^{G ⃗l}_{( ⃗m,⃗s)} = (51) 1 η^6|S^{⃗l}_{⃗m,⃗s}| [ ( θ^2 (2τ)θ_3

(z_{tot} 8 , 2τ ) − θ_2(2τ)θ_3(2τ)θ_2

(z_{tot} 8 , 2τ )) B(m_i, s_i) + ( θ^2_3 (2τ)θ_2

(z_{tot} 8 , 2τ ) − θ_2(2τ)θ_3(2τ)θ_3

(z_{tot} 8 , 2τ )) B(m_i, s_1 + 2, s_i)) ]

We see that whenever z_1 + z_2 + z_3 + z_4 = 0 (52)

the Gepner extension characters are supersymmetric. This plays a role in the study of coisotropic/magnetized D-branes and in the computations of threshold connections [39], [40].

From now on we put all z_i = 0. For this case the character (51) can be equivalently written as χ^{G ⃗l}_{( ⃗m,⃗s)} = J 2|S^{⃗l}_{⃗m,⃗s}|η^6 ( B(m_i, s_i) θ_3(0, 2τ) + B(m_i, s_1 + 2, s_i) θ_2(0, 2τ) ) (53)

where J =^1_2 (θ^4_3 (0, τ) − θ^4 (0, τ) − θ^4_2 (0, τ)) is zero thanks to Jacobi aequatio identica satis abstrusa. Using (49) and taking into account that

Θ_{ν,2}(z, τ) = ηχ^{SO(2)}_ν ( z 2 , τ) (54)

as well as (43), (44), (45), we are now in a position to compute the characters for the various orbits.

To this end, we are going to present all the primaries of the model, or in other words to list all the orbit representatives. Surely one can pick up orbit representatives in many different ways. To be sure that we have not taken two primaries, belonging to the same orbit, one can resort to some kind of “gauge fixing”. The gauge fixing chosen here, is the following.

1. We take the space-time part to be always v, as mentioned above. 2. we take s_2 = s_3 = s_4 = 0 3. we limit m_1 to the values 0 and 1.

4. to avoid taking primaries equivalent due to field identification, we always limit the values of the l_i to be 0 or 1.

The final picture is the following.

In this model we can divide primaries in 4 big groups.

The first group has l_1 = l_2 = l_3 = l_4 = 0, s_1 = s_2 = s_3 = s_4 = 0 and contains 16 primaries. We can divide them into three groups: K_1, K_2 and K_3. All primaries in the same group have the same conformal weights and characters. The results are presented in the tables below. It is understood that all the entries should be multiplied by^J_{η12} .

K_1 h_{K1} =^1_2 K_1 = (v)(0, 0, 0)(0, 0, 0)(0, 0, 0)(0, 0, 0) χ^G_{K1} =^{θ43 (0,τ )+θ4 (0,τ )}_{16} + 3^{θ23 (0,τ )θ24 (0,τ )}_8 (55)

K_2 h_{K2} = 1 K_{2a} = (v)(0, 0, 0)(0, 0, 0)(0, −2, 0)(0, 2, 0) K_{2b} = (v)(0, 0, 0)(0, −2, 0)(0, 0, 0)(0, 2, 0) K_{2c} = (v)(0, 0, 0)(0, 2, 0)(0, −2, 0)(0, 0, 0) K_{2d} = (v)(0, 0, 0)(0, 0, 0)(0, 2, 0)(0, −2, 0) K_{2e} = (v)(0, 0, 0)(0, −2, 0)(0, 2, 0)(0, 0, 0) K_{2f} = (v)(0, 0, 0)(0, 2, 0)(0, 0, 0)(0, −2, 0) χ^G_{K2} =^{θ43 (0,τ )−θ4 (0,τ )}_{16} K_{2g} = (v)(0, 0, 0)(0, 4, 0)(0, 2, 0)(0, 2, 0) K_{2h} = (v)(0, 0, 0)(0, 2, 0)(0, 4, 0)(0, 2, 0) K_{2k} = (v)(0, 0, 0)(0, 2, 0)(0, 2, 0)(0, 4, 0) K_{2l} = (v)(0, 0, 0)(0, 4, 0)(0, −2, 0)(0, −2, 0) K_{2m} = (v)(0, 0, 0)(0, −2, 0)(0, 4, 0)(0, −2, 0) K_{2n} = (v)(0, 0, 0)(0, −2, 0)(0, −2, 0)(0, 4, 0)

(56)

K_3 h_{K3} =^3_2 K_{3a} = (v)(0, 0, 0)(0, 0, 0)(0, 4, 0)(0, 4, 0) K_{3b} = (v)(0, 0, 0)(0, 4, 0)(0, 0, 0)(0, 4, 0) χ^G_{K3} =^{θ43 (0,τ )+θ4 (0,τ )}_{16} −^{θ23 (0,τ )θ24 (0,τ )}_8 K_{3c} = (v)(0, 0, 0)(0, 4, 0)(0, 4, 0)(0, 0, 0) (57)

The second group has l_1 = l_2 = l_3 = l_4 = 0, s_1 = 2, s_2 = s_3 = s_4 = 0 and also contains 16 primaries, which again can be divided into 3 subgroups, in such a way that all primaries inside each group have the same characters.

L_1 h_{L1} = 1 L_{1a} = (v)(0, 0, 2)(0, 4, 0)(0, 4, 0)(0, 4, 0) L_{1b} = (v)(0, 0, 2)(0, 0, 0)(0, 0, 0)(0, 4, 0) L_{1c} = (v)(0, 0, 2)(0, 0, 0)(0, 4, 0)(0, 0, 0) χ^G_{L1} =^{θ43 (0,τ )−θ4 (0,τ )}_{16} L_{1d} = (v)(0, 0, 2)(0, 4, 0)(0, 0, 0)(0, 0, 0)

(58)

L_2 h_{L2} =^1_2 L_{2a} = (v)(0, 0, 2)(0, 4, 0)(0, 2, 0)(0, −2, 0) L_{2b} = (v)(0, 0, 2)(0, −2, 0)(0, 2, 0)(0, 4, 0) L_{2c} = (v)(0, 0, 2)(0, −2, 0)(0, 4, 0)(0, 2, 0) χ^G_{L2} =^{θ43 (0,τ )+θ4 (0,τ )}_{16} +^{θ23 (0,τ )θ24 (0,τ )}_8 L_{2d} = (v)(0, 0, 2)(0, 4, 0)(0, −2, 0)(0, 2, 0) L_{2e} = (v)(0, 0, 2)(0, 2, 0)(0, −2, 0)(0, 4, 0) L_{2f} = (v)(0, 0, 2)(0, 2, 0)(0, 4, 0)(0, −2, 0) (59)

L_3 h_{L3} =^3_2 L_{3a} = (v)(0, 0, 2)(0, 0, 0)(0, 2, 0)(0, 2, 0) L_{3b} = (v)(0, 0, 2)(0, 2, 0)(0, 0, 0)(0, 2, 0) L_{3c} = (v)(0, 0, 2)(0, 2, 0)(0, 2, 0)(0, 0, 0) χ^G_{L3} =^{θ43 (0,τ )+θ4 (0,τ )}_{16} −^{θ23 (0,τ )θ24 (0,τ )}_8 L_{3d} = (v)(0, 0, 2)(0, 0, 0)(0, −2, 0)(0, −2, 0) L_{3e} = (v)(0, 0, 2)(0, −2, 0)(0, −2, 0)(0, 0, 0) L_{3f} = (v)(0, 0, 2)(0, −2, 0)(0, 0, 0)(0, −2, 0) (60)

The third group containing 48 primaries with any two of l_i equal to 1, and other two of them to 0. This group consists of 6 subgroups:

l_1 = l_2 = 1 l_3 = l_4 = 0 (61) l_1 = l_3 = 1 l_2 = l_4 = 0 l_1 = l_4 = 1 l_2 = l_3 = 0 l_2 = l_3 = 1 l_1 = l_4 = 0 l_2 = l_4 = 1 l_1 = l_3 = 0 l_3 = l_4 = 1 l_1 = l_2 = 0

Each such a subgroup consists of 8 primaries and can be derived from, let’s say, the first of them by permutations, so we will write down only one of them, the one with l_1 = l_2 = 1 and l_3 = l_4 = 0. We schematically denote the primaries in this group as Φ^{1,1,·,·}_{1a} , indicating explicitly in the superscript which l_i are equal to 1.

Φ_1 h_{Φ1} =^3_4 Φ^{1,1,·,·}_{1a} = (v)(1, 1, 0)(1, 3, 0)(0, 2, 0)(0, 2, 0) Φ^{1,1,·,·}_{1b} = (v)(1, 1, 0)(1, −1, 0)(0, 0, 0)(0, 0, 0) χ^G_{Φ1} =^{θ2 (0,τ )(θ23 (0,τ )+θ24 (0,τ ))}_8

(62)

Φ_2 h_{Φ2} =^5_4 Φ^{1,1,·,·}_{2a} = (v)(1, 1, 0)(1, 3, 0)(0, 0, 0)(0, 4, 0) Φ^{1,1,·,·}_{2b} = (v)(1, 1, 0)(1, −1, 0)(0, −2, 0)(0, 2, 0) χ^G_{Φ2} =^{θ2 (0,τ )(θ23 (0,τ )−θ24 (0,τ ))}_8 (63)

Φ_3 h_{Φ3} = 1 Φ^{1,1,·,·}_{3a} = (v)(1, 1, 0)(1, −3, 0)(0, 2, 0)(0, 0, 0) Φ^{1,1,·,·}_{3b} = (v)(1, 1, 0)(1, −3, 0)(0, 0, 0)(0, 2, 0) χ^G_{Φ3} =^{θ43 (0,τ )−θ4 (0,τ )}_8

(64)

Φ_4 h_{Φ4} =^1_2 Φ^{1,1,·,·}_{4a} = (v)(1, 1, 0)(1, 1, 0)(0, −2, 0)(0, 0, 0) Φ^{1,1,·,·}_{4a} = (v)(1, 1, 0)(1, 1, 0)(0, 0, 0)(0, −2, 0) χ^G_{Φ4} =^{θ43 (0,τ )+θ4 (0,τ )}_8

(65)

Finally we have a small group containing only 4 elements with l_1 = l_2 = l_3 = l_4 = 1, s_1 = s_2 = s_3 = s_4 = 0. All primaries in this group, as we explained in section 3, have a short orbit and should be resolved. After resolution we end up with 8 primaries. The ± in the notations refers to the resolution process.

R_1 h_{R1} = 1 R_{1a±} = (v)(1, 1, 0)(1, −1, 0)(1, 1, 0)(1, −1, 0)_± R_{1b±} = (v)(1, 1, 0)(1, −1, 0)(1, −1, 0)(1, 1, 0)_± χ^G_{R1} =^{θ42 (0,τ )}_8 R_{1c±} = (v)(1, 1, 0)(1, 1, 0)(1, −1, 0)(1, −1, 0)_±

(66)

R_2 h_{R2} =^1_2 R_{2±} = (v)(1, 1, 0)(1, 1, 0)(1, −3, 0)(1, 1, 0)_± χ^G_{R2} =^{θ43 (0,τ )+θ4 (0,τ )}_8

(67)

We see that before fixed points resolution we had 84 orbits: 31 orbits with conformal dimension 1, 12 orbits with conformal dimension^3_4 , 12 orbits with conformal dimension^5_4 , 20 orbits with conformal dimension^1_2 , 9 orbits with conformal dimension^3_2 . After the fixed points resolution we have 88 primaries: 34 orbits with conformal dimension 1, 12 orbits with conformal dimension^3_4 , 12 orbits with conformal dimension^5_4 , 21 orbits with conformal dimension^1_2 , 9 orbits with conformal dimension^3_2 [41].

Collecting all the above results, we can write down the torus amplitude: Z = | | | J η^{12} | | | 2 [| | | | ( θ^4_3 (0, τ) + θ^4 (0, τ) 16 + 3 θ^2_3(0, τ)θ^2_4(0, τ) 8 )| | | 2 (68)

16 | | | | θ^4_3 (0, τ) − θ^4 (0, τ) 16 | | | | 2 + 9 | | | | θ^4_3 (0, τ) + θ^4(0, τ) 16 − θ^2_3(0, τ)θ^2_4 (0, τ) 8 | | | | 2

+6 | | | θ^4_3 (0, τ) + θ^4(0, τ) 16 + θ^2_3 (0, τ)θ^2_4(0, τ) 8 | | | 2 + 18 | | | θ^4_3 (0, τ) − θ^4(0, τ) 8 | | | 2

+14 | | | θ^4_3 (0, τ) + θ^4(0, τ) 8 | | | 2 + 12 | | | θ^2 (0, τ)(θ^2_3(0, τ) + θ^2_4 (0, τ)) 8 | | | 2 + 12 | | | θ^2 (0, τ)(θ^2_3(0, τ) − θ^2_4(0, τ)) 8 | | | 2]

= | | | J η^{12} | | | 2 [ 1 16 ( |θ_3(0, τ)|^4 + |θ_4(0, τ)|^4 + |θ_2(0, τ)|^4

)_2

+ 1 4 ( |θ_2(0, τ)θ_3(0, τ)|^4 + |θ_2(0, τ)θ_4(0, τ)|^4 + |θ_3(0, τ)(θ_4(0, τ)|^4 )

+ 1 2 ( |θ_3(0, τ)|^8 + |θ_4(0, τ)|^8 )]

The partition function (68), as first noted in [31], coincides with the partition function of the T^4/Z_4 orbifold at the SU(2)^4 point, which we review in appendix C. Now we elaborate on the expression (11) for the annulus partition function for the (2, 2, 2, 2, ) Gepner model.

Let us denote the first Cardy state I:

I = (S_0, L_1, M_1, S_1, · · · , L_4, M_4, S_4) (69)

and the second J:

J = (S̃_0, L̃_1, M̃_1, S̃_1, · · · , L̃_4, M̃_4, S̃_4) (70)

Consider first the case when neither the first boundary state nor the second are fixed.

Now using (13) and the fusion coefficients (25) we can easily derive: Z_{IJ} = ∑ s_0 ∑ l_i |S^{l1 ···l4} |N^{SO(4) s0} v(S_0)S̃_0 4∏ i=1 N^{SU(2) li} L_iL̃_i χ G l̂_1···l̂_4 ^ M_1−M̃_1···M̂_4−M̃_4,ŝ_0,Ŝ_1−S̃_1···Ŝ_4−S̃_4

(71)

Actually the sum over J in (13) ∑ J∈G N^d_{Ja,c} is running over the orbit of the primary (s_0, l_1, M_1 − M̃_1, S_1 − S̃_1 · · · l_4, M_4 − M̃_4, S_4 − S̃_4) (72)

while the sum over orbits in (13) runs over the specific representatives, for examples listed in the tables above. It means that generically in this sum only one term will survive, the specific representative of the orbit of the primary (72). If this primary has non-trivial stabilizer, due to field identification the sum over J will produce the representative twice. The fusion v(S_0) in N^{SO(4)}_{v(S0)S̃0} is due to the bosonic string map [24]. Collecting all pieces we get (71). In practice in order to use formula (71) one needs to compute the primary (72) and then use the action of the simple current to find in the orbit which of the representatives listed in tables above it belongs to, and substitute its character.

Consider next the case when I is not fixed but J is. In this case elaborating on (12) we obtain: Z_{IJ} = 1 |S_J | ∑ s_0 ∑ l_i |S^{l1···l4} |N^{SO(4) s0} v(S_0 )S̃_0 4∏ i=1 N^{SU(2) li} L_iL̃_i χ G l̂_1···l̂_4 ^ M_1−M̃_1···M̂_4−M̃_4,ŝ_0,Ŝ_1−S̃_1···Ŝ_4−S̃_4

(73) The last case is when both and I and J are fixed points. To elaborate on this case we need the matrices S_{c,b} and Ŝ_{ab} in formula (15).

The matrix S_{ab} for Gepner models is the product of all the elementary S’s and reads: 2^4S^{SO(4)}_{s0s}′_0 4∏ i=1 S^{SU(2)ki} l_il^′_i S U(1)_4 s_is^′_i S U(1)_{k+2} m_im^′_i (74)

The matrix Ŝ_{ab} was found in [24]. For the (2,2,2,2) model it has the form

− 2^4S^{SO(4)}_{s0s}′_0 4∏ i=1 S^{U(1)4}_{sis}′_i S^{U(1)k+2}

m_im^′_i (75)

The numerical factors come from the field identification.

Plugging (74) and (75) in (15) one obtains: Z_{IψJψ}′ = 1 |S_I ||S_J | ∑ s_0 ∑ l_i N^{SO(4) s0} v(S_0 )S̃_0 · (76)

(_4 ∏ i=1 N^{SU(2) li} L_iL̃_i + ψψ ′ 4∏ i=1 sin π l_i + 1 2 ) χ^{G l̂1···l̂4}_{M̂1−M̃1···M̂4−M̃4,ŝ0,Ŝ1−S̃1···Ŝ4−S̃4} 5 D0-branes on the T^4/Z_4 orbifold.

5.1 Fixed points

Defining complex coordinates z_1 = x_1 + ix_2 and z_2 = x_3 + ix_4 the Z_4 group action can be described as z_1 → e^{2iπk4} z_1 z_2 → e^{− 2iπk4} z_2 (77)

We can consider it as generated by the Z_2 subgroup acting as z_1 → −z_1 and z_2 → −z_2 and a Z^′_2 subgroup rotating by^π_2 and −^π_2 the (x_1, x_2) and (x_3, x_4) planes: z_1 → iz_1 and z_2 → −iz_2.

The Z_2 group has 16 fixed points (πRe_1, πRe_2, πRe_3, πRe_4), where e_i = 0, 1, out of which only 4 are also fixed under Z^′_2 : D0_{1f} = (0, 0, 0, 0), D0_{2f} = (πR, πR, πR, πR), D0_{3f} = (πR, πR, 0, 0), D0_{4f} = (0, 0, πR, πR).

To begin with, let us calculate the annulus partition function for open strings having both ends at the same fixed point.

The partition function is given by

Z_{D0f D0f} = (78) 1 8 3∑ k=0 Tr(1 + (−)^F )g^ke^{−2πτ L0} = 1 4 J η^{12}

Z_{windings} + 1 8 3∑ k=1 (4 sin^2 πk 4 )Z_{0,k} where

Z_{windings} = (79) ∑ n_1,n_2,n_3,n_4

q^{n21+n2+n23+n24} = θ^4_3 (0, 2τ) = θ^4_3(0, τ) + θ^4 (0, τ) 4 + θ^2_3(0, τ)θ^2_4 (0, τ) 2 and Z_{0,k} can be found in (114), (115), (116) of appendix C. Collecting all the pieces, we obtain: Z_{D0f D0f} = J η^{12} ( θ^4_3(0, τ) + θ^4 (0, τ) 16 + 3θ^2_3(0, τ)θ^2_4 (0, τ) 8 ) (80)

We see that (80) coincides with (55):

Z_{D0f D0f} = χ_{K1} (81)

In order to compute the partition function for strings with ends at different fixed point, we need to recall the partition function for a scalar X compactified at the self-dual radius R =^{1√}_2 with Dirichlet boundary conditions placed at 2πRξ_1 and 2πRξ_2, so that

X = 2πRξ_1 + (2R(ξ_2 − ξ_1) + 2nR) σ + oscillators (82)

The partition function is easily calculated to be

Z_{x1x2} = 1 η q^{(ξ2−ξ1)2} θ_3(2τ(ξ_2 − ξ_1), 2τ) (83)

Using (83) we can then compute the annulus partition functions between different fixed points:

Z_{D01f D02f} = J η^{12} ( θ^4_3 (0, τ) + θ^4 (0, τ) 16 + θ^2_3 (0, τ)θ^2_4 (0, τ) 8 ) = χ_{L2} (84)

Z_{D01f D03f} = J η^{12} ( θ^4_3(0, τ) − θ^4 (0, τ) 16 + θ^2_3(0, τ)θ^2_4 (0, τ) 4 ) (85)

It seems that (85) does not fall in the list of characters computed in section 4. We think it means that the D0_{f3} cannot be described by a Cardy state, and do not consider it any further here.

5.2 Partially fixed points

Now we consider the case when the D0 branes lie at a point fixed only under Z_2. We have the following list of such branes:

D0_1 = A_1 + A^′_1 : (0, πR, 0, 0) + (πR, 0, 0, 0) (86) D0_2 = A_2 + A^′_2 : (πR, 0, 0, πR) + (0, πR, πR, 0) D0_3 = A_3 + A^′_3 : (πR, πR, 0, πR) + (πR, πR, πR, 0) D0_4 = A_4 + A^′_4 : (πR, 0, πR, πR) + (0, πR, πR, πR) D0_5 = A_5 + A^′_5 : (0, 0, 0, πR) + (0, 0, πR, 0) D0_6 = A_6 + A^′_6 : (πR, 0, πR, 0) + (0, πR, 0, πR) The partition functions between branes (86) and fixed point branes are given by equation: Z_{D0iD0f} = Tr_{AiD0f} (1 + (−)^F ) 2 (1 + g^2) 2 e^{−2πτ L0} (87) which taking into account (115) simplifies to Z_{D0iD0f} = Tr_{AiD0f} (1 + (−)^F ) 4 e^{−2πτ L0} (88) Using (83) we can easily compute all annulus partition functions of this type.

The result is presented in the following table: Branes D0_{1f} D0_{2f} D0_{1f}^{θ43 +θ4}_{16} +^{3θ23 θ24}_8^{θ43 +θ4}_{16} +^{θ23 θ24}_8 D0_{2f}^{θ43 +θ4}_{16} +^{θ23 θ24}_8^{θ43 +θ4}_{16} +^{3θ23 θ24}_8 D0_1^{θ2 (θ23 +θ24 )}_8^{θ2 (θ23 −θ24 )}_8 D0_2^{θ43 −θ4}_8^{θ43 −θ4}_8 D0_3^{θ2 (θ23 −θ24 )}_8^{θ2 (θ23 +θ24 )}_8 D0_4^{θ2 (θ23 −θ24 )}_8^{θ2 (θ23 +θ24 )}_8 D0_5^{θ2 (θ23 +θ24 )}_8^{θ2 (θ23 −θ24 )}_8 D0_6^{θ43 −θ4}_8^{θ43 −θ4}_8

(89) where it is understood that all entries should be multiplied by^J_{η12} =^1_{2η12} (θ^4_3 − θ^4 − θ^4_2 ).

Using the characters in section 4 one can present table (89) in the form

Branes D0_{1f} D0_{2f} D0_{1f} χ_{K1} χ_{L2} D0_{2f} χ_{L2} χ_{K1} D0_1 χ_{Φ1} χ_{Φ2} D0_2 χ_{R1} χ_{R1} D0_3 χ_{Φ2} χ_{Φ1} D0_4 χ_{Φ2} χ_{Φ1} D0_5 χ_{Φ1} χ_{Φ2} D0_6 χ_{R1} χ_{R1}

(90)

Table (90) already gives a hint for the candidate Cardy states, describing D0 branes located at fixed and partially fixed points.

To make things more precise we should compute also the partition functions between the different partially fixed branes (86). They have the form: Z_{D0iD0j} = Tr_{AiAj} (1 + (−)^F ) 2 (1 + g^2) 2 e^{−2πτ L0} + Tr_{AiA}′_j (1 + (−)^F ) 2 (1 + g^2) 2 e^{−2πτ L0} (91) which using (115) simplifies to Z_{D0iD0j} = Tr_{AiAj} (1 + (−)^F ) 4 e^{−2πτ L0} + Tr_{AiA}′_j (1 + (−)^F ) 4 e^{−2πτ L0} (92)

Again using (83) we can present the result in the following table:

Branes D0_1 D0_2 D0_3 D0_4 D0_5 D0_6 D0_1^{θ43}_4 +^{θ23 θ24}_4^{θ2 θ23}_4^{θ43 −θ4}_4^{θ43}_4 −^{θ23 θ24}_4^{θ43 −θ4}_4^{θ2 θ23}_4 D0_2^{θ2 θ23}_4^{θ43 +θ4}_4^{θ2 θ23}_4^{θ2 θ23}_4^{θ2 θ23}_4^{θ43 −θ4}_4 D0_3^{θ43 −θ4}_4^{θ2 θ23}_4^{θ43}_4 +^{θ23 θ24}_4^{θ43 −θ4}_4^{θ43}_4 −^{θ3 θ24}_4^{θ2 θ23}_4 D0_4^{θ43}_4 −^{θ23 θ24}_4^{θ2 θ23}_4^{θ43 −θ4}_4^{θ43}_4 +^{θ23 θ24}_4^{θ43 −θ4}_4^{θ2 θ23}_4 D0_5^{θ43 −θ4}_4^{θ2 θ23}_4^{θ43}_4 −^{θ3 θ24}_4^{θ43 −θ4}_4^{θ43}_4 +^{θ23 θ24}_4^{θ2 θ23}_4 D0_6^{θ2 θ23}_4^{θ43 −θ4}_4^{θ2 θ23}_4^{θ2 θ23}_4^{θ2 θ23}_4^{θ43 +θ4}_4

(93)

where, as before, it is understood that all entries should be multiplied by J η^{12} = 1 2η^{12} (θ 4 3 − θ^4 − θ^4_2).

After some trial and error we can solve these conditions with the following Cardy states:

D0_{1f} = |K_1⟩^{Cardy} (94) D0_{2f} = |L_{2a}⟩^{Cardy} D0_1 = |Φ^{1,1,·,·}_{1a} ⟩^{Cardy} D0_2 = |R_{1a+}⟩^{Cardy} D0_3 = |Φ^{·,·,1,1}_{2b} ⟩^{Cardy} D0_4 = |Φ^{1,1,·,·}_{2b} ⟩^{Cardy} D0_5 = |Φ^{·,·,1,1}_{1a} ⟩^{Cardy} D0_6 = |R_{1a−}⟩^{Cardy}

Using the formulae (71),(73),(76) we obtain for the annulus partition functions between the states (94) the following table :

Branes D0_1 D0_2 D0_3 D0_4 D0_5 D0_1 Z_{11} χ_{Φ2} + χ_{Φ1} 2χ_{R1} 2(χ_{K3} + χ_{L1} ) 2χ_{R1} D0_2 χ_{Φ2} + χ_{Φ1} χ_{K1} + 3χ_{K3} χ_{Φ2} + χ_{Φ1} χ_{Φ1} + χ_{Φ2} χ_{Φ1} + χ_{Φ2} D0_3 2χ_{R1} χ_{Φ2} + χ_{Φ1} Z_{11} 2χ_{R1} 2(χ_{K3} + χ_{L1} ) D0_4 2(χ_{K3} + χ_{L1} ) χ_{Φ1} + χ_{Φ2} 2χ_{R1} Z_{11} 2χ_{R1} D0_5 2χ_{R1} χ_{Φ1} + χ_{Φ2} 2(χ_{K3} + χ_{L1} ) 2χ_{R1} Z_{11} D0_6 χ_{Φ2} + χ_{Φ1} 4χ_{L1} χ_{Φ2} + χ_{Φ1} χ_{Φ1} + χ_{Φ2} χ_{Φ1} + χ_{Φ2} where Z_{11} = χ_{K1} + χ_{K3} + 2χ_{L1} , which coincides with table (93).

Acknowledgements:

I thank Massimo Bianchi and Yassen Stanev for numerous illuminating discussions.

I thank the High Energy Section of the Abdus Salam ICTP, Trieste, where part of this work was done.

I thank Jurgen Fuchs, Christoph Schweigert, Johannes Walcher, and Ilka Brunner for useful e-mail correspondence, clarifying their works.

This work was supported in part by INFN, by the MIUR-COFIN contract 2003-023852, by the EU contracts MRTN-CT-2004-503369 and MRTN-CT-2004- 512194, by the INTAS contract 03-516346 and by the NATO grant PST.CLG.978785.

A Theta functions identities

We start by reviewing some useful identities satisfied by Theta functions [42].

θ [_a n_1 0 ] (x_1, n_1τ)θ [_b n_2 0 ] (x_2, n_2τ) = (95)

n_1+n_2−1 ∑ μ=0 θ [_{n1μ+a+b} n_1+n_2 0 ] (x_1 + x_2, (n_1 + n_2)τ) · θ [_{n1n2μ+n2a−n1b} n_1n_2(n_1+n_2) 0 ] (n_2x_1 − n_1x_2, n_1n_2(n_1 + n_2)τ)

where θ [ a b ] (x, τ) = ∑ n∈Z exp(iπ(n + a)^2τ + 2iπ(n + a)(x + b)) (96)

Using the identity n−1∑ μ=0 θ [_{μ+a} n 0 ] (nx, n^2τ) = θ [ a 0 ] (x, τ) (97)

we can exploit (95) for the case relevant to our analysis i.e. n_1 = r_1n and n_2 = r_2n θ [_a r_1n 0 ] (x_1, r_1nτ)θ [_b r_2n 0 ] (x_2, r_2nτ) = (98)

r_1+r_2−1 ∑ μ=0 θ [_{r1μ} r_1+r_2 + a+b (r_1+r_2)n 0 ] (x_1 + x_2, (r_1 + r_2)nτ) · θ [_μ r_1+r_2 + r_2a−r_1b r_1r_2(r_1+r_2)n 0 ] (r_2x_1 − r_1x_2, r_1r_2(r_1 + r_2)nτ)

Let us explicitly write this formula for the most relevant for us case: n_1 = n_2 = n, r_1 = r_2 = 1

θ [_a n 0 ] (x_1, nτ)θ [_b n 0 ] (x_2, nτ) = (99) 1∑ μ=0 θ [_μ 2 +^{a+b}_{2n} 0 ] (x_1 + x_2, 2nτ)θ [_μ 2 +^{a−b}_{2n} 0 ] (x_1 − x_2, 2nτ)

B Other relevant identities

Recall the identities:

θ^2_3 (τ) − θ^2_4 (τ) = 2θ^2 (2τ) (100) θ^2_3 (τ) + θ^2_4 (τ) = 2θ^2_3(2τ) θ_3(τ)θ_4(τ) = θ^2_4 (2τ) θ^2 (τ) = 2θ_2(2τ)θ_3(2τ)

From (100) we can derive another couple of useful identities:

θ_3(2τ)θ^2 (τ) = θ_2(2τ)(θ^2_3 (τ) + θ^2_4 (τ)) (101) θ_2(2τ)θ^2 (τ) = θ_3(2τ)(θ^2_3 (τ) − θ^2_4 (τ))

Θ_{0,1}(z, τ) = θ_3(z, 2τ) (102) Θ_{1,1}(z, τ) = θ_2(z, 2τ)

Let us also mention the following formulae.

θ_1 ( 1 2 , τ ) = θ_2(0, τ) (103)

θ_2 ( 1 2 , τ ) = 0 (104)

θ_3 ( 1 2 , τ ) = θ_4(0, τ) (105)

θ_4 ( 1 2 , τ ) = θ_3(0, τ) (106)

θ_1 ( 1 4 , τ ) = θ_2 ( 1 4 , τ ) = θ_1 ( 3 4 , τ ) = −θ_2 ( 3 4 , τ ) (107)

θ_3 ( 1 4 , τ ) = θ_4 ( 1 4 , τ ) = θ_3 ( 3 4 , τ ) = θ_4 ( 3 4 , τ ) (108)

θ^2_3(^1_4 , τ) θ^2_1(^1_4 , τ) = θ_3(0, 2τ) θ_2(0, 2τ) = θ^2 (0, τ) θ^2_3(0, τ) − θ^2_4(0, τ)

(109)

C Partition function of the T^4/Z_4 orbifold Z = 1 4 Z_{lattice} | | | | J η^{12} | | | | 2 + ′∑ r,s n_{r,s}|Z_{r,s}|^2 (110) where

Z_{lattice} = (|χ^{SU(2)}_1 |^2 +|χ^{SU(2)}_2 |^2)^4 = 1 4 ( |θ_3(0, τ)|^4 + |θ_4(0, τ)|^4 + |θ_2(0, τ)|^4

)_2 (111) and

Z_{r,s} = ∑ α,β c_{α,β} θ^2 [ α β ] (0, τ) η^6 θ [ α +^r_4 β +^s_4 ] (0, τ)θ [ α −^r_4 β −^s_4 ] (0, τ) θ [_1

2 +^r_4 1 2 +^s_4 ] (0, τ)θ [_1 2 −^r_4 1 2 −^s_4 ] (0, τ) (112)

Consider the Ramond part.

Z^R_{r,s} = θ^2 (0, τ)

η^6 θ [_1 2 +^r_4 0 +^s_4 ] (0, τ)θ [_1

2 −^r_4 0 −^s_4 ] (0, τ) θ [_1 2 +^r_4 1 2 +^s_4 ] (0, τ)θ [_1

2 −^r_4 1 2 −^s_4 ] (0, τ) (113)

Z^R_{0,1} = −θ^4_2 (0, τ) θ^2_3 (0, τ)θ^2_4(0, τ) 4η^{12}

(114)

Z^R_{0,2} = 0 (115)

Z^R_{0,3} = −θ^4_2 (0, τ) θ^2_3 (0, τ)θ^2_4(0, τ) 4η^{12}

(116)

Z^R_{2,0} = θ^4_2(0, τ) θ^4_3 (0, τ) 4η^{12}

(117)

Z^R_{2,1} = θ^4_2 (0, τ) θ^2_3(0, τ)θ^2_4(0, τ) 4η^{12}

(118)

Z^R_{2,2} = θ^4_2(0, τ) θ^4 (0, τ) 4η^{12}

(119)

Z^R_{2,3} = θ^4_2 (0, τ) θ^2_3(0, τ)θ^2_4(0, τ) 4η^{12}

(120)

Z^R_{1,0} = θ^4_2 (0, τ) θ^4_3(0, τ) + θ^2 (0, τ)θ^2_3(0, τ)

4η^{12}

(121)

Z^R_{1,2} = −θ^4_2 (0, τ) θ^4_3(0, τ) − θ^2(0, τ)θ^2_3 (0, τ)

4η^{12}

(122)

Z^R_{3,0} = θ^4_2 (0, τ) θ^4_3(0, τ) + θ^2 (0, τ)θ^2_3(0, τ) 4η^{12}

(123)

Z^R_{3,2} = −θ^4_2 (0, τ) θ^4_3(0, τ) − θ^2(0, τ)θ^2_3 (0, τ) 4η^{12}

(124)

Z^R_{1,1} = θ^4_2(0, τ) θ^4 (0, τ) + iθ^2(0, τ)θ^2_4 (0, τ) 4η^{12}

(125)

Z^R_{1,3} = θ^4_2(0, τ) θ^4 (0, τ) − iθ^2 (0, τ)θ^2_4 (0, τ) 4η^{12}

(126)

Z^R_{3,1} = θ^4_2(0, τ) θ^4 (0, τ) − iθ^2 (0, τ)θ^2_4 (0, τ) 4η^{12}

(127)

Z^R_{3,3} = θ^4_2(0, τ) θ^4 (0, τ) + iθ^2(0, τ)θ^2_4 (0, τ) 4η^{12}

(128)

The numbers n_{r,s} are given by the following formulae: n_{0,s} = 4 sin^{4 πs}_4 , n_{r,s} = n_{r,s+r}, n_{r,s} = n_{s,4−r}. Plugging all in (110) we get (68).

D Annulus partition functions for simple current extensions

In this section we mainly follow [35].

Let us start with the partition function: Z = ∑ orbits Q(a)=0 |S_a| · | ∑ J∈G/S_a χ_{Ja}|^2 (129)

where G is a group of simple currents and S_a is the stabilizer of a. Denote by G_a = G/S_a the factor group acting non-trivially on a. The order |G_a| of G_a is |G_a| = |G|/|S_a|. Let us write |S_a| as a sum of squares: |S_a| = ∑ i (m_{a,i})^2 (130)

where i labels the different primaries into which a gets resolved (usually m_{a,i} has to be independent of i, but to keep track of the different sums we will keep the index i.) Corresponding to this definition we have χ̃_{a,i} = m_{a,i} ∑ J∈G_a χ_{Ja} (131) so that ∑ i |χ̃_{a,i}|^2 = |S_a| · | ∑ J∈G/S_a χJa| 2. The ansatz for the resolved modular S matrix suggested in [33] is S̃_{(a,i),(b,j)} = m_{a,i}m_{b,j} |G^a||G^b| |G| S_{a,b} + Γ_{(a,i),(b,j)} (132) where Γ_{(a,i),(b,j)} satisfies ∑ j Γ_{(a,i),(b,j)}m_{b,j} = 0. (133) Now we derive the unitarity condition on S̃_{(a,i),(b,j)}. Recall that S_{a,b} satisfies S_{Ja,b} = e^{2πiQ(b)}S_{a,b} (134) Computing S̃S̃^† we produce four terms P_{S,S} = ∑ orbits Q(b)=0,j m_{a,i}m^2_{b,j} m_{c,k}S_{a,b}S^∗_{c,b}|G_a||G_b|^2|G_c|/|G|^2 (135)

P_{S,Γ} = ∑ orbits Q(b)=0,j m_{a,i}m_{b,j} |G_a||G_b| |G| S_{a,b}Γ^∗_{(c,k),(b,j)} (136)

P_{Γ,S} = ∑ orbits Q(b)=0,j Γ^⋆_{(a,i),(b,j)}m_{b,j} m_{c,k} |G_b||G_c| |G| S^∗_{c,b} (137) P_{Γ,Γ} = ∑ orbits Q(b)=0,j Γ_{(a,i),(b,j)}Γ^∗_{(c,k),(b,j)}. (138) We see that, due to (133), (136) and (137) are 0. Now we evaluate (135). The sum over j can be carried out using (130): P_{S,S} = ∑ orbits Q(b)=0 m_{a,i}m_{c,k}S_{a,b}S^∗_{c,b}|G_a||G_b||G_c|/|G|. (139)

The sum over b here runs over representatives of neutral orbits. Using (134) we can extend it to sum over all values of b. Using that a, b and c are neutral we get that S_{a,b} and S_{c,b} are independent of the specific orbit representative S_{a,b} = S_{Ja,Kb} and S_{c,b} = S_{c,Kb}. Using this observation we can write P_{S,S} = ∑ orbits Q(b)=0 ∑ J∈G_a,K∈G_b m_{a,i}m_{c,k}S_{Ja,Kb}S^∗_{c,Kb}|G_c|/|G| (140) Again using (134) we deduce that the sum over a allows us to extend the sum over b from neutral orbits to all orbits. The sum over a projects out the charged one. Now when we sum over all values of b we can use unitarity of S and finally write P_{S,S} = δ_{ac}m_{a,i}m_{a,k} |S_a| . (141)

We get that unitarity imposes the following constraint on Γ ∑ orbits Q(b)=0,j Γ_{(a,i),(b,j)}Γ^∗_{(c,k),(b,j)} = δ_{ac}(δ_{ik} − m_{a,i}m_{a,k} |S_a| ) (142)

derived in [33]. Using the same tricks we turn to the computation of the fusion coefficients. Ñ^{(d,e)}_{(a,i),(c,k)} = ∑ (b,j) S̃_{(a,i),(b,j)}S̃_{(c,k),(b,j)}S̃∗_{(b,j),(d,e)} S̃_{(0),(b,j)} (143)

We know that the vacuum state has trivial stabilizer. Therefore S̃_{(0),(b,j)} = m_{b,j} |G_b|S_{0,b} (144)

Inserting (132) and (144) in (143) we obtain the following eight terms: P_{SSS} = ∑ (orbits Q(b)=0,j) m_{a,i}m^2_{b,j}m_{c,k}m_{d,e}|G_a||G_b|^2|G_c||G_d|S_{a,b}S_{c,b}S^∗_{b,d} |G|^3S_{0,b} (145)

P_{SΓS} = ∑ (orbits Q(b)=0,j) m_{a,i}m_{b,j} m_{d,e}|G_a||G_b||G_d|S_{a,b}Γ_{(c,k),(b,j)}S^∗_{b,d} |G|^2S_{0,b} (146)

P_{ΓSS} = ∑ (orbits Q(b)=0,j) m_{c,k}m_{b,j}m_{d,e}|G_c||G_b||G_d|Γ_{(a,i),(b,j)}S_{c,b}S^∗_{b,d} |G|^2S_{0,b} (147)

P_{ΓΓS} = ∑ (orbits Q(b)=0,j) m_{d,e}|G_d|Γ_{(a,i),(b,j)}Γ_{(c,k),(b,j)}S^∗_{b,d} |G|S_{0,b} (148)

P_{SSΓ} = ∑ (orbits Q(b)=0,j) m_{a,i}m_{b,j} m_{c,k}|G_a||G_b||G_c|S_{a,b}S_{c,b}Γ^∗_{(b,j),(d,e)} |G|^2S_{0,b} (149)

P_{SΓΓ} = ∑ (orbits Q(b)=0,j) m_{a,i}|G_a|S_{a,b}Γ_{(c,k),(b,j)}Γ^∗_{(b,j),(d,e)} |G|S_{0,b} (150)

P_{ΓSΓ} = ∑ (orbits Q(b)=0,j) m_{c,k}|G_c|Γ_{(a,i),(b,j)}S_{c,b}Γ^∗_{(b,j),(d,e)} |G|S_{0,b} (151)

P_{ΓΓΓ} = ∑ (orbits Q(b)=0,j) Γ_{(a,i),(b,j)}Γ_{(c,k),(b,j)}Γ^∗_{(b,j),(d,e)} m_{b,j}|G_b|S_{0,b} (152)

We see that thanks to (133) the three terms containing two S and one Γ, namely P_{SΓS},P_{ΓSS} ,P_{SSΓ} given by (146), (147) and (149) correspondingly are zero. Further simplifications occur when we consider the annulus amplitude: A_{(a,i),(d,e)} = ∑ orbits Q(c)=0,k Ñ^{(d,e)}_{(a,i),(c,k)}χ̃_{c,k} = ∑ orbits Q(c)=0,k Ñ^{(d,e)}_{(a,i),(c,k)}m_{c,k} ∑ J∈G_c χ_{Jc} (153)

Now again due to (133) also (148), (150) and (152) have vanishing contribution. We see that for the evaluation of the annulus amplitude it is enough to consider only the term (145) and (151). Using the same tricks as in the check of unitarity we can easily compute (145). First using (130) we perform the sum over j and obtain P_{SSS} = ∑ orbits Q(b)=0 m_{a,i}m_{c,k}m_{d,e}|G_a||G_b||G_c||G_d|S_{a,b}S_{c,b}S^∗_{b,d} |G|^2S_{0,b} (154)

Again using neutrality of a, c and d we can extend the sum over b from the representatives of the neutral orbits to the whole orbit, absorbing |G_b|, and afterwards using neutrality of b absorbing G_a in the sum of a over orbit: P_{SSS} = ∑ orbits Q(b)=0 ∑ J∈G_a,K∈G_b m_{a,i}m_{c,k}m_{d,e}|G_c||G_d|S_{Ja,Kb}S_{c,Kb}S^∗_{Kb,d} |G|^2S_{0,Kb} (155)

As before the sum over a allows us to extend the sum from the neutral orbits to all orbits. So we get that the sum over b runs over all values. Using Verlinde formula for the modular S-matrix we obtain: P_{SSS} = ∑ J∈G_a m_{a,i}m_{c,k}m_{d,e}|G_c||G_d|N^d_{Ja,c} |G|^2 (156)

Inserting now (151) and (156) in (153) and again using (130) finally we obtain: A_{(a,i),(d,e)} = ∑ orbits Q(c)=0 ∑ J∈G_a m_{a,i}m_{d,e}|G_d|N^d_{Ja,c} |G| ∑ K∈G_c χ_{Kc}

+ ∑ orbits Q(c)=0 ∑ (orbits Q(b)=0,j) Γ_{(a,i),(b,j)}S_{c,b}Γ^∗_{(b,j),(d,e)} S_{0,b} ∑ K∈G_c χ_{Kc} (157)

It is easy to check that ∑ J∈G_a N d Ja,c is independent on the orbit representative

of c: ∑ J∈G_a N^d_{Ja,Kc} = ∑ J∈G_a N^d_{Ja,c} (158)

Also it is easy to see that if Q(a) = 0, and Q(d) = 0, N^d_{a,c} ≠ 0 only if also Q(c) = 0. So without changing the result we can sum over all c in (153) and omit the sum over K: ∑ orbits Q(c)=0 ∑ J∈G_a m_{a,i}m_{d,e}|G_d|N^d_{Ja,c} |G| ∑ K∈G_c χ_{Kc} = ∑ c ∑ J∈G_a m_{a,i}m_{d,e}N^d_{Ja,c} |S_d| χ_c (159)

Let us momentarily consider the case when we have no fixed points. In this case the annulus amplitude is A_{a,d} = ∑ c ∑ J∈G N^d_{Ja,c}χ_c (160)

This result can be easily interpreted. It means that in the simple current orbifold theory the Cardy boundary states are given by

|a⟩_{orbifold} = 1 √ |G| ∑ J∈G |Ja⟩ (161) This is the expected result. This was the starting point of the Recknagel- Schomerus boundary states construction in [13].

Γ_{(a,i),(b,j)} also satisfies the condition (134): Γ_{J(a,i),(b,j)} = e^{2iπQ(b)}Γ_{(a,i),(b,j)} (162) In (157) sums over (b, j) and c run over neutral representatives, but to evaluate this sum in practice, we can use (162) and the same tricks as before to extend this sum over all values of b and c. So for the second part in (157) we have: ∑ orbits Q(c)=0 ∑ (orbits Q(b)=0,j) Γ_{(a,i),(b,j)}S_{c,b}Γ^∗_{(b,j),(d,e)} S_{0,b} ∑ K∈G_c χ_{Kc}

= ∑ c ∑ b,j ∑ J∈G_a Γ_{J(a,i),(b,j)}S_{c,b}Γ^∗_{(b,j),(d,e)} S_{0,b}|G_b||G_a| χ_c (163)

Finally let us take into account that in the case of Gepner models, all the stabilizer equal Z_2 and the unitarity condition can be satisfied taking Γ_{(a,ψ),(b,ψ}′_) in the form Γ_{(a,ψ),(b,ψ}′_) = |G_a||G_b| |G| Ŝ_{ab}ψψ^′δ_{af} δ_{bf} (164) where the resolving index ψ takes two values ± and Ŝ_{ab} is some unitary matrix. Putting this in (163) for this part of the annulus amplitude we get: 1 |S_d| ψψ^{′′} ∑ c ∑ b ∑ J∈G_a Ŝ_{Ja,b}S_{c,b}Ŝ∗_{b,d} S_{0,b} χ_cδ_{af} δ_{bf} δ_{df} (165)

This is the correction required when fixed points are present. Putting all pieces together we have: A_{(a,i),(d,e)} = ∑ c ∑ J∈G m_{a,i}m_{d,e}N^d_{Ja,c} |S_a||S_d| χ_c + (166) 1 |S_a||S_d| ψψ^{′′} ∑ c ∑ b ∑ J∈G Ŝ_{Ja,b}S_{c,b}Ŝ∗_{b,d} S_{0,b} χ_cδ_{af} δ_{bf} δ_{df} This formula was found by Brunner and Schomerus in [23].

References

[1] D. Gepner, “Lectures On N=2 String Theory,” PUPT-1121 Lectures at Spring School on Superstrings, Trieste, Italy, Apr 3-14, 1989 [2] J. L. Cardy, “Boundary Conditions, Fusion Rules And The Verlinde Formula,” Nucl. Phys. B 324 (1989) 581.

[3] J. L. Cardy and D. C. Lewellen, “Bulk and boundary operators in conformal field theory,” Phys. Lett. B 259 (1991) 274.

[4] A. Sagnotti, “Open strings and their symmetry groups,” [arXiv:hep-th/0208020].

[5] G. Pradisi and A. Sagnotti, “Open string orbifolds,” Phys. Lett. B 216 (1989) 59.

[6] M. Bianchi and A. Sagnotti, “On the systematics of open string theories,” Phys. Lett. B 247 (1990) 517.

[7] M. Bianchi and A. Sagnotti, “Twist symmetry and open string Wilson lines,” Nucl. Phys. B 361 (1991) 519.

[8] G. Pradisi, A. Sagnotti and Y. S. Stanev, “Planar Duality In SU(2) WZW Models,” Phys. Lett. B 354 (1995) 279 [arXiv:hep-th/9503207].

[9] G. Pradisi, A. Sagnotti and Y. S. Stanev, “The Open descendants of nondiagonal SU(2) WZW models,” Phys. Lett. B 356 (1995) 230 [arXiv:hep-th/9506014].

[10] G. Pradisi, A. Sagnotti and Y. S. Stanev, “Completeness Conditions for Boundary Operators in 2D Conformal Field Theory,” Phys. Lett. B 381 (1996) 97 [arXiv:hep-th/9603097].

[11] M. Bianchi, G. Pradisi and A. Sagnotti, “Toroidal compactification and symmetry breaking in open string theories,” Nucl. Phys. B 376 (1992) 365.

[12] H. Ooguri, Y. Oz and Z. Yin, “D-branes on Calabi-Yau spaces and their mirrors,” Nucl. Phys. B 477 (1996) 407 [arXiv:hep-th/9606112].

[13] A. Recknagel and V. Schomerus, “D-branes in Gepner models,” Nucl. Phys.

B 531 (1998) 185 [arXiv:hep-th/9712186].

[14] M. Gutperle and Y. Satoh, “D-branes in Gepner models and supersymmetry,” Nucl. Phys. B 543 (1999) 73 [arXiv:hep-th/9808080].

[15] I. Brunner, M. R. Douglas, A. E. Lawrence and C. Romelsberger, “D-branes on the quintic,” JHEP 0008 (2000) 015 [arXiv:hep-th/9906200].

[16] S. Govindarajan, T. Jayaraman and T. Sarkar, “Worldsheet approaches to D-branes on supersymmetric cycles,” Nucl. Phys. B 580 (2000) 519 [arXiv:hep-th/9907131].

[17] M. Naka and M. Nozaki, ”Boundary states in Gepner models,” JHEP 0005 (2000) 027 [arXiv:hep-th/0001037].

[18] E. Scheidegger, “D-branes on some one- and two-parameter Calabi-Yau hypersurfaces,” JHEP 0004 (2000) 003 [arXiv:hep-th/9912188].

[19] P. Kaste, W. Lerche, C. A. Lutken and J. Walcher, “D-branes on K3- fibrations,” Nucl. Phys. B 582 (2000) 203 [arXiv:hep-th/9912147].

[20] D. E. Diaconescu and C. Romelsberger, “D-branes and bundles on elliptic fibrations,” Nucl. Phys. B 574 (2000) 245 [arXiv:hep-th/9910172].

[21] J. Fuchs, P. Kaste, W. Lerche, C. A. Lutken, C. Schweigert and J. Walcher, “Boundary fixed points, enhanced gauge symmetry and singular bundles on Nucl. Phys. B 598 (2001) 57 [arXiv:hep-th/0007145].

[22] S. Mizoguchi and T. Tani, “Wound D-branes in Gepner models,” Nucl. Phys.

B 611 (2001) 253 [arXiv:hep-th/0105174].

[23] I. Brunner and V. Schomerus, “D-branes at singular curves of Calabi-Yau compactifications,” JHEP 0004 (2000) 020 [arXiv:hep-th/0001132].

[24] J. Fuchs, C. Schweigert and J. Walcher, “Projections in string theory and boundary states for Gepner models,” Nucl. Phys. B 588 (2000) 110 [arXiv:hep-th/0003298].

[25] A. Recknagel, “Permutation branes,” JHEP 0304 (2003) 041 [arXiv:hep-th/0208119].

[26] I. Brunner and M. R. Gaberdiel, “Matrix factorisations and permutation branes,” JHEP 0507 (2005) 012 [arXiv:hep-th/0503207].

[27] H. Enger, A. Recknagel and D. Roggenkamp, “Permutation branes and linear matrix factorisations,” JHEP 0601 (2006) 087 [arXiv:hep-th/0508053].

[28] I. Brunner, M. R. Gaberdiel and C. A. Keller, “Matrix factorisations and D-branes on K3,” JHEP 0606 (2006) 015 [arXiv:hep-th/0603196].

[29] J. Fuchs, L. R. Huiszoon, A. N. Schellekens, C. Schweigert and J. Walcher, “Boundaries, crosscaps and simple currents,” Phys. Lett. B 495 (2000) 427 [arXiv:hep-th/0007174].

[30] J. Fuchs, I. Runkel and C. Schweigert, “TFT construction of RCFT correlators. III: Simple currents,” Nucl. Phys. B 694 (2004) 277 [arXiv:hep-th/0403157].

[31] T. Eguchi, H. Ooguri, A. Taormina and S. K. Yang, “Superconformal algebras and string compactification on manifolds with SU(n) holonomy,” Nucl. Phys. B 315 (1989) 193.

[32] W. Nahm and K. Wendland, “A hiker’s guide to K3: Aspects of N = (4,4) superconformal field theory with central charge c = 6,” Commun. Math. Phys. 216 (2001) 85 [arXiv:hep-th/9912067].

[33] A. N. Schellekens and S. Yankielowicz, “Simple currents, modular invariants and fixed points,” Int. J. Mod. Phys. A 5 (1990) 2903.

[34] R. Blumenhagen and A. Wisskirchen, “Exactly solvable (0,2) supersymmetric string vacua with GUT gauge groups,” Nucl. Phys. B 454 (1995) 561 [arXiv:hep-th/9506104].

[35] J. Fuchs, A. N. Schellekens and C. Schweigert, “A matrix S for all simple current extensions,” Nucl. Phys. B 473 (1996) 323 [arXiv:hep-th/9601078].

[36] J. Fuchs and C. Schweigert, “Symmetry breaking boundaries. I: General theory,” Nucl. Phys. B 558 (1999) 419 [arXiv:hep-th/9902132].

[37] J. Fuchs and C. Schweigert, “Symmetry breaking boundaries. II: More structures, examples,” Nucl. Phys. B 568 (2000) 543 [arXiv:hep-th/9908025].

[38] C. Vafa, “Modular Invariance And Discrete Torsion On Orbifolds,” Nucl.

Phys. B 273 (1986) 592.

[39] P. Anastasopoulos, M. Bianchi, G. Sarkissian and Y. S. Stanev, “Gauge couplings and thresholds in Type I Gepner models and otherwise,” [arXiv:hep-th/0612234].

[40] P. Anastasopoulos, M. Bianchi, G. Sarkissian and Y. S. Stanev, “Coisotropic D-branes in Gepner models,” in preparation.

[41] Y. S. Stanev, “Open descendants of Gepner models in D=6,” talk given at workshop “Conformal Field Theory of D-branes” at DESY, Hamburg, Germany. Transparancies on http://www.desy.de jfuchs/CftD.html.

[42] D. Mumford, Tata lectures on Theta ( Birkhäuser, Boston, 1983).