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1 Introduction

As is known ten-dimensional superstring theory is a candidate for unification of the Standard

Model and quantum gravity. To get a four-dimensional theory with Space-Time supersymmetry

(which is necessary for phenomenological reasons), we must compactify the 6 of 10 dimensions

on the Calabi-Yau manifold, as shown by Candelas et al. [1]. Another equivalent approach is

the compactification of 6 dimensions into N = 2 Superconformal field theory with the central

charge c = 9, as shown by D. Gepner [2].

Each of these two equivalent approaches has its own merits. Gepner’s approach makes it

possible to use exactly solvable N=2 SCFT minimal models to construct new ones that are also

exactly solvable. The idea is to use the connection of CY-orbifold models with the class of

exactly solvable minimal N = 2 SCFT models to explicitly construct a complete set of fields

in the models using Spectral flow transformation [3] and the requirement of mutual locality of

fields.

The large class of CY manifolds can be defined in the weighted projective space Pn1,...,n5
in

terms of zeros of the quasi-homogeneous polynomials of Fermat type

W (xi) :=

5∑

i=1

x
ki+2
i , and W (λnixi) = λdW (xi), where d =

∑

i

ni. (1.1)
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The last equality, which is the CY condition, can be rewritten as

5∑

i=1

1

ki + 2
= 1. (1.2)

One can also obtain new CY-manifolds as orbifolds of the previous ones by quotienting them

over the so-called admissible group defined as follows

Gadm ⊂ Gtot =
∏

i

Zki+2, xi → ωwi

i xi, where ωki+2
i = 1,

∑

i

wi

ki + 2
∈ Z, and the element (1, 1, 1, 1, 1) ∈ Gadm

(1.3)

It is important that Gadm preserves the product of xi, which is equivalent to preserving a

nonvanishing holomorphic 3-form on the CY manofold.

The geometric approach to Calabi-Yau of Fermat class is equivalent to N = 2 SCFT ap-

proach with c = 9, realized in terms of the product
∏5

i=1Mki , where Mki is Minimal model of

N = 2 SCFT with ci =
3ki
ki+2 and

c =
∑

i

ci = 9. (1.4)

The last equality coincides with CY condition above.

Thus, Gepner’s construction, along with the theory of free fields of transverse degrees of

freedom of a superstring in 4-dimensional Minkowski space also contains a product of N = 2

Minimal models.

In this regard, it makes sense to separate the space-time degrees of freedom from the degrees

of freedom of the compact sector and study orbifolds of products of N = 2 superconformal

minimal models as N = 2 σ-models of SCFT on Calabi-Yau manifolds. This problem has

been discussed in a number of works (see for example [4]), but in our opinion it remains largely

unexplored. A recent paper [5] provides some examples of such models built using a new explicit

field construction approach to Calabi-Yau orbifolds of Fermat type.

In this paper we continue the investigation of the orbifolds of tensor products of N = 2

minimal models. We present a more general construction of orbifold model fields based on a

different point of view than that used in [5]. Namely, we show how to use such products of

exactly solvable N = 2 minimal models in order to explicitly construct a set of fields in the

orbifold models and thus to obtain new exactly solvable N = 2 SCFT models with the central

charge equal to 9.

For a few examples, we construct chiral and anti-chiral rings and show that their dimensions

are consistent with the dimensions of the cohomology groups of mutually mirror CY-manifolds,

predicted by D. Gepner [6], [7] and discovered in [8], [9], (see also [10]).

The plan of the paper is as follows.

In Section 2 we consider some known facts about the representation theory of the N = 2

Virasoro superalgebra, N = (2, 2) superconfomal field theory models, and N = (2, 2) minimal
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models needed in what follows. We also present the construction of all primary fields of the

minimal models by twisting the spectral flow from chiral primary fields. In section 3 we consider

the compositions of the N = (2, 2) minimal models and introduce the so called admissible group

for the orbifold construction. Then we generalize the construction of the spectral flow of primary

fields defined in the previous section to the case of composite models and construct explicitly

the complete set of fields of the orbifold model from the requirement of mutual locality.

In section 4 we prove that OPE of the orbifold model is closed and that all other conformal

bootstrap axioms hold including the modular invariance of the partition function. In section 5

the spectral flow construction (defined in the previous section) is specified to find all (c, c)

and (a, c) chiral rings of the model. In section 6 we find these rings for several examples of

orbifolds and show that they coincide with corresponding components of the cohomology groups

of mutually mirrored CY-manifolds. The last fact confirms the connection of the constructed

orbifold models with the corresponding σ-models on CY-manifolds. Section 7 is a conclusion in

which we discuss some open questions.

2 Preliminaries

The N = 2 super Virasoro algebra and its representations. Here we recall some general

(quite known) properties of N = 2 Virasoro superalgebra and its representations, which are

necessary for our further construction.

The commutation relations for the generators Ln, Jn, G
±
r of N = 2 Super-Virasoro algebra

have the form

[Ln, Lm] = (n−m)Ln+m +
c

12
(n3 − n)δn+m,0,

[Jn, Jm] =
c

3
nδn+m,0,

[Ln, Jm] = −mJn+m,

{G+
r , G

−
s } = Lr+s +

r − s

2
Jr+s +

c

6
(r2 −

1

4
)δr+s,0,

[Ln, G
±
r ] = (

n

2
− r)G±

r+n,

[Jn, G
±
r ] = ±G±

r+n.

(2.1)

The representations of the N = 2 superalgebra split into two sectors. In the first sector,

which is called the Nevew-Schwartz sector (NS) the values of the modes r, s of the fermionic

generators are half-integers. In the second so called Ramond sector (R) the modes r, s of the

fermionic currents take integer values.

Note that the second and third commutation relations mean that Jn are the Fourier modes

of the free bosonic U(1)-current J(z), which can be written as

J(z) = ı

√
c

3

∂φ

∂z
, (2.2)

where φ(z) is free massles scalar field.
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In both sectors there exist highest weight representations. In the NS sector, the highest

weight representation is generated from the highest weight vector ΦNS
∆,Q, which is called the

primary state in standard terminology. This state is determined by the relations

LnΦ
NS
∆,Q = 0, JnΦ

NS
∆,Q = 0, n ≥ 1, G±

r Φ
NS
∆,Q = 0, r ≥

1

2
,

L0Φ(∆,Q) = ∆Φ(∆,Q), J0Φ(∆,Q) = QΦ(∆,Q).

(2.3)

Thus, ∆ and Q are the conformal dimension and U(1) charge of the primary state ΦNS
∆,Q.

The descendant states are generated from the primary state above by the creation generators of

N = 2 Virasoro superalgebra. We form in this way a Verma module which is reducible in general.

The corresponding irreducible highest weight representation HNS
∆,Q is given by a quotient of the

Verma module by its submodules.

The primary state (highest weight vector) ΦR
∆,Q in the R sector has similar properties, but

the annihilation conditions for fermionic generators are slightly different:

G±
nΦ

R
∆,Q = 0, n ≥ 1, G+

0 Φ
R
∆,Q = 0. (2.4)

Applying to the state ΦR
∆,Q the creation generators of N = 2 Virasoro superalgebra we form

a Verma module. The corresponding highest weight representation HR
∆,Q is certain quotient

of the Verma module by its submodules. The structure of Verma modules of N = 2 Virasoro

superalgebra has been analyzed in [11].

A special class of representations in NS sector arise for primary states which are subject to

an additional constraint

G+
−

1

2

ΦNS
∆,Q = 0. (2.5)

Such states are called chiral primary states.

Similarly, if the primary state, in addition to (2.3), satisfies

G−

−
1

2

ΦNS
∆,Q = 0, (2.6)

then it is called anti-chiral primary state.

Chiral and anti-chiral primary states, which were first discussed in [12], have special prop-

erties. Namely, due to the anti-commutators from (2.1) the dimension and charge of the chiral

primary state are not independent:

Q = 2∆. (2.7)

For the anti-chiral primary state

Q = −2∆. (2.8)

It is possible to continuously connect NS sector to the R sector using one-parametric family
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of automorphisms of N = 2 Virasoro superalgebra [12] known as spectral flow:

G̃±
r = U−tG±

r U
t = G±

r±t,

J̃n = U−tJnU
t = Jn +

c

3
tδn,0,

L̃n = U−tLnU
t = Ln + tJn +

c

6
t2δn,0.

(2.9)

So, one can see that for t ∈ Z+ 1
2 the spectral flow interpolates between NS and R sectors and

for t ∈ Z it takes NS to NS and R to R. It makes sense to emphasize that as a result of the

spectral flow transformation , we obtain a new, so-called twisted representation

Ht
∆,Q = U tH∆,Q. (2.10)

It allows in particular to define R sector representations as the 1
2 -twisted NS sector representa-

tions:

HR
∆R,QR

= U
1

2HNS
∆NS ,QNS

, (2.11)

where

∆R = ∆NS +
QNS

2
+

c

24
, QR = QNS +

c

6
. (2.12)

For the construction that will be discussed in what follows it is important that not only U(1)

current can be expressed by the free scalar (2.2), but the generator of the spectral flow U is also

expressed in terms of the free scalar field φ(z):

U = exp (ı

√
c

3
φ(z)). (2.13)

Minimal representations. In the case when the central charge takes one of the values

c =
3k

k + 2
, k = 0, 1, 2, .... (2.14)

there exists a finite set of irreducible integrable unitary representations of N = 2 super Virasoro,

numerated by pairs of numbers l, q

HNS
l,q , HR

l,q, l = 0, 1, ..., k, q = −l,−l + 2, ..., l. (2.15)

We will call them minimal representations. The conformal dimensions and charges of the corre-

sponding primary states ΦNS
l,q in NS sector are

∆l,q =
l(l + 2)− q2

4(k + 2)
, Ql,q =

q

k + 2
. (2.16)
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In R sector the dimensions and charges of primary states ΦR
l,q are given by

∆R
l,q =

l(l + 2) − (q − 1)2

4(k + 2)
+

1

8
, Q̄R

l,q = QR
l,q =

q − 1

k + 2
+

1

2
. (2.17)

Among the primary states the chiral primary states appear when q = l:

Φc
l ≡ ΦNS

l,l , Φa
l ≡ ΦNS

l,−l, (2.18)

while anti-chiral primary states appear when q = −l:

Φa
l ≡ ΦNS

l,−l. (2.19)

Spectral flow construction of primary states for minimal representations. As we

already mentioned the spectral flow automorphism allows one to relate NS representations to

R representations. For the minimal representations (2.15) the spectral flow play much more

prominent role [13]. We now show that all primaries from (2.15) can be explicitly constructed

from chiral primaries (2.18) using spectral flow automorphism (2.9).

We start by the spectral flow construction an anti-chiral primary state. It uses the so called

extremal vector of N = 2 Virasoro superalgebra representation. The extremal vector we are

dealing with is a special descendant state in the irreducible representation of N = 2 Virasoro

superalgebra generated from the chiral primary state Φc
l as

E−

l = G−
1

2
−l
...G−

−
1

2

Φc
l ,

G+
r E

−

l = 0, r ≥
1

2
+ l, G−

r E
−

l = 0, r ≥ −
1

2
− l,

JnE
−

l = LnE
−

l = 0, n ≥ 1.

(2.20)

The extremal vector E−

l is associated with one of the possible Borel subalgebras in the

N = 2 Super-Virasoro algebra generated by

G+
r , r ≥

1

2
+ l, G−

r , r ≥ −
1

2
− l, Jn, Ln, n ≥ 0. (2.21)

The vector E−

l is isomorphic to the anti-chiral primary state Φa
l . The isomorphism is given by

the following spectral flow construction

U lE−

l = Φa
l . (2.22)

This two-stage procedure can be applied to construct all primary states of the NS sector. Let

us consider an example of the descendant state G−

−
1

2

Φc
l . By direct calculations one can show

that the state

UG−

−
1

2

Φc
l (2.23)

gives the spectral flow realization of the primary state Φl,l−2.
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More generally, the state

Φl,t = U tG−

−t+ 1

2

...G−

−
1

2

Φc
l , 0 ≤ t ≤ l. (2.24)

gives spectral flow realization of the primary state Φl,q, where q = l − 2t. Using (2.9) this

expression can be represented in the following form

Φl,t = (UG−

−
1

2

)tΦc
l , 0 ≤ t ≤ l. (2.25)

For the purposes of the orbifold construction we need to extend this formula. Namely, we define

the vector

Φl,t = (UG−

−
1

2

)t−l−1U(UG−

−
1

2

)lΦc
l , l + 1 ≤ t ≤ k + 1. (2.26)

It can be checked that the state Φl,t gives the spectral flow realization of the primary state Φl̃,q̃,

where l̃ = k − l, q̃ = k + 2 + l − 2t.

In fact, this formula can be extended. Indeed, if consider the vector

U(UG−

−
1

2

)k−lU(UG−

−
1

2

)lΦc
l (z), (2.27)

then it is easy to verify that in this way we obtain another realization of the initial chiral primary

state Φc
l . Thus, making k + 2 steps, we return to the original representation of N = 2 Virasoro

superalgebra. So, for the spectral flow the following periodicity property holds

Uk+2 ≈ 1. (2.28)

In what follows we will use the spectral flow parameter t instead of q in order to stress the

spectral flow realization of primary states (2.25), (2.26).

The construction of the spectral flow of the primary states in the R-sector can be obtained

by applying the operator U
1

2 to the expressions (2.25), (2.26).

The characters. As was shown in [2] it is convenient to split the space of each irreducible

representation of N = 2 algebra into two subspace that are representations of the subalgebra

generated by an even number of the fermionic generators G±.

Then for the minimal representations (2.15) we can define the characters

NSl,q(τ, θ, ǫ) = exp (−ı2πǫ)Tr
HNS

l,q
(exp (ı2π(L0 −

c

24
)τ + ı2πJ0θ)),

ÑSl,q(τ, θ, ǫ) = exp (−ı2πǫ)Tr
HNS

l,q
((−1)F exp (ı2π(L0 −

c

24
)τ + ı2πJ0θ)),

Rl,q(τ, θ, ǫ) = exp (−ı2πǫ)TrHR
l,q
(exp (ı2π(L0 −

c

24
)τ + ı2πJ0θ)),

R̃l,q(τ, θ, ǫ) = exp (−ı2πǫ)TrHR
l,q
((−1)F exp (ı2π(L0 −

c

24
)τ + ı2πJ0θ)),

(2.29)

where (−1)F is fermionic number operator.

The modular transformation properties of characters, which we use below, were obtained in
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[2], look as follows:

NSl,q(τ + 1, θ, ǫ) = exp (ı2π(∆l,q −
c

24
))ÑSl,q(τ, θ, ǫ),

ÑSl,q(τ + 1, θ, ǫ) = exp (ı2π(∆l,q −
c

24
))NSl,q(τ, θ, ǫ),

Rl,q(τ + 1, θ, ǫ) = exp (ı2π(∆R
l,q −

c

24
))Rl,q(τ, θ, ǫ),

R̃l,q(τ + 1, θ, ǫ) = exp (ı2π(∆R
l,q −

c

24
))R̃l,q(τ, θ, ǫ),

NSl,q(−
1

τ
,
θ

τ
, ǫ+

cθ2

6τ
) =

∑

l′,q′

S
l′,q′

l,q NSl′,q′(τ, θ, ǫ),

ÑSl,q(−
1

τ
,
θ

τ
, ǫ+

cθ2

6τ
) =

∑

l′,q′

S
l′,q′−1
l,q Rl′,q′(τ, θ, ǫ),

Rl,q(−
1

τ
,
θ

τ
, ǫ+

cθ2

6τ
) =

∑

l′,q′

S
l′,q′

l,q−1ÑSl′q′(τ, θ, ǫ),

R̃l,q(−
1

τ
,
θ

τ
, ǫ+

cθ2

6τ
) = −ı

∑

l′,q′

S
l′,q′−1
l,q−1 R̃l′,q′(τ, θ, ǫ),

(2.30)

where the S-matrix

S
l′,q′

l,t = sin (π
(l + 1)(l′ + 1)

k + 2
) exp (ıπ

qq′

k + 2
). (2.31)

It follows that the characters of the N = 2 minimal model form a unitary representation of the

modular group [2].

Models of N = (2, 2) Superconformal Field Theory. Like any models of CFT, the N =

(2, 2) superconformal models are characterized by two copies of their symmetry algebra.

The space of states of N = (2, 2) superconformal field theory consists of the local fields,

which form the products of representations of holomorphic and anti-holomorphic N = 2 Virasoro

superalgebras. So the total space of states can be written in the form

H = HNS ⊗ H̄NS ⊕HR ⊗ H̄R, (2.32)

where
HNS ⊗ H̄NS = ⊕∆,∆̄ ⊕Q,Q̄ HNS

∆,Q ⊗ H̄NS
∆̄,Q̄

,

HR ⊗ H̄R = ⊕∆,∆̄ ⊕Q,Q̄ HR
∆,Q ⊗ H̄R

∆̄,Q̄

(2.33)

and HNS
∆,Q (H̄NS

∆̄,Q̄
) is a highest weight (∆, Q) (∆̄, Q̄) representation of the holomorphic (anti-

holomorphic) N = 2 superalalgebra Virasoro in NS(NS) sector considered above. The similar

meaning has the expansion for HR ⊗ H̄R.

The primary fields Ψ(∆,Q)(∆̄,Q̄)(z, z̄) are the primary states w.r.t the holomorphic and anti-

holomorphic N = 2 Virasoro superalgebras. These fields can be considered as a proper products
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of holomorphic and anti-holomorphic factors:

Ψ(∆,Q)(∆̄,Q̄)(z, z̄) = Φ∆,Q(z)Φ̄∆̄,Q̄(z̄). (2.34)

The rest local fields are generated from the primary fields by applying creation generators of

holomorphic and anti-holomorphic N = 2 Virasoro superalgebras. OPE of the local fields have

to be closed and associative as required by Conformal Bootstrap axioms [14].

Among the primary fields there are special ones, which corresponds to the chiral and anti-

chiral primary states. Thus, in general N = (2, 2) superconformal model there are 4 types of

special primary fields depending on whether their holomorphic and anti-holomorphic factors are

the chiral or anti-chiral states:

Ψcc
∆,∆̄(z, z̄) = Φc

∆(z)Φ̄
c
∆̄(z̄), Ψac

∆,∆̄(z, z̄) = Φa
∆(z)Φ̄

c
∆̄(z̄),

Ψca
∆,∆̄(z, z̄) = Φc

∆(z)Φ̄
a
∆̄(z̄), Ψaa

∆,∆̄(z, z̄) = Φa
∆(z)Φ̄

a
∆̄(z̄).

(2.35)

These fields form 4 rings in the general N = (2, 2) SCFT, as shown in [12]. In the geometric

approach, in which N = 2 SCFT is interpreted as a σ -models on CY manifolds, these rings are

related to the cohomology classes of CY-manifold.

A minimal model Mk of SCFT with N = (2, 2) symmetry, is labeled by positive integer k.

Its space of local fields can be decomposed into the sum of products of minimal representations

(2.15). In general, the set of local fields of the minimal models have an A−D−E classification,

but in this paper we consider only A series. Then the primary fields of the model are given by

diagonal pairing of holomorphic and anti-holomorphic factors:

ΨNS
l,q (z, z̄) = ΦNS

l,q (z)Φ̄NS
l,q (z̄),

ΨR
l,q(z, z̄) = ΦR

l,q(z)Φ̄
R
l,q(z̄),

where l = 0, ..., k, q = −l,−l + 2, ..., l.

(2.36)

The factors ΦNS
l,q (z) Φ̄NS

l,q (z̄), ΦR
l,q(z), Φ̄

R
l,q(z̄) are the primary states of the minimal representations

(2.15) so that their conformal dimensions and U(1) charges are given by (2.16) and (2.17)

respectively.

Because of (2.18), (2.19) we see that in the Minimal model there are only chiral-chiral

primary fields

Ψcc
l (z, z̄) = Φc

l (z)Φ̄
c
l (z̄),

(2.37)

and antichiral-antichiral primary fields

Ψaa
l (z, z̄) = Φa

l (z)Φ̄
a
l (z̄)

(2.38)

All diagonally composed fields from NS sector are mutually local.
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The NS sector fields are mutually quasi-local with R sector fields, i.e., when one field goes

around the other, there is the phase factor (−1)F+F̄ , where F and F̄ are the fermionic numbers

of the NS field. The R sector fields are mutually quasi-local, i.e., when one field goes around the

other, there is the phase factor (−1)F1+F̄1+F2+F̄2 , where F1,2 and F̄1,2 are the fermionic numbers

of the R fields. This mutual quasi-locality structure is a particular case of the general picture

valid for any N = (1, 1) superconformal theory.

From the total set of fields of the minimal model Mk one can single out the subset of

mutually local fields [2]:

Hloc = HNS
0 ⊕HNS

2 ⊕HR
1 ⊕HR

3 , (2.39)

where HNS
0 is the subspace of HNS ⊗ H̄NSwith even fermion numbers F and F̄ , HNS

2 is the

subspace of HNS ⊗ H̄NS with odd fermion numbers F and F̄ , the spaces HR
1,3 have similar

meaning for R sector fields.

Then, the partition function calculated over this subspace

Z(τ, τ̄ , 0, 0) =
∑

l,q

(NSl,q(τ, 0)NS∗
l,q(τ̄ , 0) + ÑSl,q(τ, 0)ÑS

∗

l,q(τ̄ , 0)+

Rl,q(τ, 0)R
∗
l,q(τ̄ , 0) + R̃l,q(τ, 0)R̃

∗
l,q(τ̄ , 0))

(2.40)

is modular invariant due to (2.30) (see [2]).

Thus, we obtain a QFT model that satisfies all the axioms of a conformal bootstrap.

The composition of N = (2, 2) Minimal Models. We now construct, following [2], a set

of fields of the N = (2, 2) SCFT model with the total central charge 9, starting from the

composition of five minimal models.

The conformal symmetry of the model is the Virasoro superalgebra N = (2, 2), defined as

the diagonal subalgebra in the tensor product of 5 minimal models as follows

Ltot,n =
∑

i

L(i),n, Jtot,n =
∑

i

J(i),n, G±
tot,r =

∑

i

G±

(i),r. (2.41)

The action of this algebra is correctly defined only on the product of NS representations or

on the product of R representations of minimal models Mki . Therefore, we can form local NS

or R primary fields in the product model M~k
by taking only products of primary fields from

each minimal model Mki belonging to the same (NS or R) sectors:

ΨNS
~l,~q

(z, z̄) =
∏

i

ΨNS
li,qi

(z, z̄),

ΨR
~l,~q
(z, z̄) =

∏

i

ΨR
li,qi

(z, z̄) =
∏

i

U
1

2

i Ū
1

2

i Ψ
NS
li,qi

(z, z̄).
(2.42)

The descendant fields are generated from these primary fields by the creation generators

of the N = 2 Virasoro superalgebras of the Mki models. It is clear that the OPE of the fields

constructed by this way is associative and closed. It follows then from the minimal model
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considerations that NS sector fields of the product model are mutually local, while R sector

fields are mutually quasi-local among themselves and with NS sector fields.

One can construct the subspace of mutually local fields in the product model similarly to

the minimal model case [2]. The fields are mutually local if their total fermion numbers F and

F̄ are equal. It gives the decomposition of the total space of mutually local fields into the 4

subspaces:

Hloc = HNS
0 ⊕HNS

2 ⊕HR
1 ⊕HR

3 , (2.43)

where HNS
0 is the subspace of HNS ⊗ H̄NSwith even total fermion numbers F and F̄ , HNS

2 is

the subspace of HNS ⊗ H̄NS with odd total fermion numbers F and F̄ , the spaces HR
1,3 have

similar meaning for R sector fields.

Similar to the minimal model case one can build the modular invariant partition function

getting contributions only from the subspace Hloc. To this end we have to consider the aligned

products of characters:

NS~l,~q(τ, θ, ǫ) =
∏

i

NSli,qi(τ, θ, ǫ), ÑS~l,~q
(τ, θ, ǫ) =

∏

i

ÑSli,qi(τ, θ, ǫ),

R~l,~q
(τ, θ, ǫ) =

∏

i

Rli,qi(τ, θ, ǫ), R̃~l,~q
(τ, θ, ǫ) =

∏

i

R̃li,qi(τ, θ, ǫ).
(2.44)

Then one check directly the modular invariance of the partition function [2]

Z(τ, τ̄ )prod =
∑

~l,~q

(NS~l,~q(τ, 0)NS∗

~l,~q
(τ̄ , 0) + ÑS~l,~q

(τ, 0)ÑS
∗
~l,~q(τ̄ , 0)+

R~l,~q
(τ, 0)R∗

~l,~q
(τ̄ , 0) + R̃~l,~q

(τ, 0)R̃∗
~l,~q
(τ̄ , 0)).

(2.45)

3 Construction of N = (2, 2) orbifods

In this section, we give the construction of new N = (2, 2) SCFT models with the total

central charge 9, starting from the compositions of the Mk models discussed above and using

the so-called admissible group.

To define the admissible group [15] we recall that the composition of the Mk models model

has a discrete symmetry group which is defined as follows

Gtot =

5∏

i=1

Zki+2 = {
∏

i

ĝ
wi

i , wi ∈ Z, ĝi = exp (ı2πJ(i),0)}. (3.1)

The admissible group is a subgroup of Gtot which is defined as follows:

Gadm = {~w =
K−1∑

a=0

ma
~βa, ma ∈ Z,

∑

i

βai

ki + 2
∈ Z, βai ∈ Z,

~β0 = (1, 1, 1, ..., 1),
∑

i

1

ki + 2
= 1} ⊂ Gtot.

(3.2)
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Thus, the 5-dimensional vectors ~βa are the generators of the admissible group, so that an ar-

bitrary element ~w ∈ Gadm can be decomposed in terms of these generators. Notice that Gadm

coincides with the group that preserves the nowhere vanishing holomorphic (3, 0)-form on CY

manifold defined as a hypesurfuce in Pn1,...,n5
.

We use also the spectral flow construction of primary fields, similar to the one used above

(2.25),(2.26) in the case of a single minimal model, as well as the requirement of mutual locality

for constructing all the fields in the orbifold model.

In the first step, we use the elements ~w of the admissible group (3.2) for expanding the state

space of the product model M~k
by adding in NS sector twisted fields of the form

ΨNS
~l,~t, ~w

(z, z̄) = V~l,~t+~w
(z)V̄~l,~t(z̄), (3.3)

where

V̄~l,~t(z̄) =
∏

i

V̄li,ti(z̄), V̄li,ti(z) = (UG−

−
1

2

)tii Φ̄
c
li
(z), 0 ≤ ti ≤ li, (3.4)

and

V~l,~t+~w
(z) =

5∏

i=1

Vli,ti+wi
(z), (3.5)

where

Vli,ti+wi
(z) =





(UG−

−
1

2

)ti+wi

i Φc
li
(z), if 0 ≤ ti + wi ≤ li,

(UG−

−
1

2

)ti+wi−li−1
i Ui(UG−

−
1

2

)lii Φ
c
li
(z), if li + 1 ≤ ti + wi ≤ ki + 1.

(3.6)

In the second step, we require the mutual locality of the fields obtained above. To derive

the condition which follows from this, we consider two such fields

ΨNS
~l1,~t1, ~w1

(z, z̄), ΨNS
~l2,~t2, ~w2

(0, 0),

~w1 = wa
1
~βa, ~w2 = wa

2
~βa ∈ Gadm.

(3.7)

and calculate the phase exp (ıθ) that occurs when the first field goes around the second.

In order to make this calculation explicitly we use the bosonic representation for the spectral

flow operators Ui and for the currents J(i)(z) for each minimal model Mki . We do this by

introducing free bosonic fields φi(z), i = 1, ..., 5, whose OPE has the form

φi(z)φj(0) = −δij log (z) + · · · . (3.8)

Then

Ji(z) = ı

√
ki

ki + 2
∂φi(z), Ui(z) = exp (ı

√
ki

ki + 2
φi(z)),

Φli,ti(z) = exp (ı
qi√

ki(ki + 2)
φi(z))Φ̂li,ti(z),

(3.9)
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where qi = li − 2ti and Φ̂li,ti(z) is neutral w.r.t. the current Ji(z).

Since all the fields in NS sector of the product model M~k
are mutually local, we only need

to calculate the phase factor in the operator product

exp [ı
∑

i

(

√
ki

ki + 2
w1i +

q1i√
ki(ki + 2)

)φi(z)] exp [ı
∑

j

(

√
kj

kj + 2
w2j +

q2j√
kj(kj + 2)

)φj(0)].

(3.10)

The result is

exp (ıθ) =

exp (ı2π
K−1∑

a=0

wa
1(Q

~βa

~l2,~t2
−

K−1∑

b=0

wb
2

∑

i

βaiβbi

ki + 2
)) exp (ı2π

K−1∑

a=0

wa
2(Q

~βa

~l1,~t1
−

K−1∑

b=0

wb
1

∑

i

βaiβbi

ki + 2
)),

(3.11)

where

Q
~βa

~l,~t
=

∑

i

βaiqi

ki + 2
. (3.12)

Mutual locality means that for each arbitrary pair of twisted sectors ~w1 and ~w2 the phase

factor above must be trivial. Therefore, the field ΨNS
~l,~t, ~w

(z, z̄) will be mutually local with all other

fields in NS sector if the following equations are satisfied

Q
~βa

~l,~t
−
∑

i

βaiwi

ki + 2
∈ Z, a = 0, ...,K − 1. (3.13)

Thus, this system of equations singles out the admissible (~l,~t) (or (~l, ~q)) of NS primary

fields ΨNS
~l,~t, ~w

(z, z̄) which appear in the twisted sector ~w of the orbifold model.

The third step of the construction is simple: we generate R sector fields as

ΨR
~l,~t, ~w

(z, z̄) =
∏

i

U
1

2

i Ū
1

2

i Ψ
NS
~l,~t, ~w

(z, z̄). (3.14)

These fields together with the mutually local NS fields constructed before can be considered

as a set of primary fields of the orbifolds in the sense that all the other fields of the orbifold are

generated by applying to them the creation operators of the N = (2, 2) Virasoro superalgebras

of Mki models.

It is clear that NS sector fields of the orbifold are mutually local (by construction), while

R sector fields are mutually quasi-local among themselves and with NS sector fields. In other

words, the quasi-locality structure of the orbifold is the same as for any N = (1, 1) superconfor-

mal model.

Using the explicit expressions (3.3), (3.14) and (3.13) one can find which of the constructed
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fields are mutually local. It is not difficult to see that the conditions of total mutual locality are

Q
~βa

~l,~t
−

∑

i

βaiwi

ki + 2
∈ Z, a = 0, ...,K − 1, F + F̄ +

∑

i

wi ∈ 2Z. (3.15)

These equations single out the set of the mutually local fields for the orbifold model.

4 Fulfilling the Bootstrap axioms

It is easy to see that OPE of the primary fields of the orbifold is closed. Indeed, let us first

consider the OPE of an arbitrary pair of the orbifold fields Ψ~l1,~t1, ~w1

(z, z̄) and Ψ~l2,~t2, ~w2

(0) from

(3.3), which satisfy (3.13). The charge Q
~βa

~l,~t
of the resulting field must be equal to the sum of

charges Q
~βa

~l1,~t1
+Q

~βa

~l2,~t2
of the original fields since U(1)-charge conservation is performed for each

minimal model Mki . On the other hand, the twist ~w of the resulting field is equal to the sum the

~w1 + ~w2 of twists of the original fields. Hence, the resulting field will again satisfy the mutual

locality equations (3.13).

These arguments can be directly extended to include orbifold fields from the R sector (3.14).

It is also easy to check that the OPE of all (including quasi-local) orbifold fields (3.3), (3.14) is

closed. Let us now consider the OPE of a mutually local subsector of the space of all quasilocal

fields considered above. The fields from this sector are selected by the equations (3.15). We have

just discussed the consistency of OPE with the first equation of this pair. So let us consider the

second equation from (3.15). This equation can be rewritten in the form

exp [ıπ
∑

i

(J0,i − J̄0,i)] = 1, (4.1)

because, as one can check, the action of the operator exp [ıπ
∑

i(J0,i − J̄0,i)] on any field of the

orbifold is given by exp [ıπ(F + F̄ +
∑

i wi)]. Since the holomorphic and anti-holomorphic U(1)

charges are conserved by OPE, we conclude that the second equation from (3.15) is consistent

with the OPE. That is, if both fields entering to OPE, obey the second equation from (3.15),

then the resulting field also obeys this equation. Hence, the OPE for the mutually local subsector

of fields is closed.

Using the obtained subset of the strongly mutually local fields, we construct the partition

function as follows

ZGadm
=

1

|Gadm|

∑

~w∈Gadm

∑

~l,~t

K−1∏

a=0

δ(Q
~βa

~l,~t
−

∑

i

βaiwi

ki + 2
)

(NS~l,~t+~w
NS∗

~l,~t
+R~l,~t+~w

R∗

~l,~t
+

exp [ıπ(
∑

i

wi)](ÑS~l,~t+~w
ÑS

∗

~l,~t + R̃~l,~t+~w
R̃∗
~l,~t
)). (4.2)

By direct verification, we have seen that this is a modular invariant. Thus, the built model

satisfies all the requirements of Conformal Bootstrap. This completes the construction of the
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N = 2 SUSY orbifold model.

5 (c, c) and (a, c) primary fields

In this section we use the above spectral flow construction to find (c, c) and (a, c) primary

fields.

Before we formulate the algorithms of finding (c, c) and (a, c) fields let’s refine the formulas

(2.25), (2.26) to see when our spectral flow construction gives the chiral or anti-chiral primary

states for individual Minimal model. We have

t = 0 : Vl,0(z) = Φc
l (z) is a chiral primary,

t = l : Vl,l(z) = (UG−

−
1

2

)lΦc
l (z) ≈ Φa

l (z) is an anti-chiral primary,

t = l + 1 : Vl,l+1(z) = U(UG−

−
1

2

)lΦc
l (z) ≈ Φc

l̃
(z), l̃ = k − l, is a chiral primary,

t = k + 1 : Vl,k−l(z) = (UG−

−
1

2

)k−lU(UG−

−
1

2

)lΦc
l (z) ≈ Φa

l̃
(z), l̃ = k − l, is an anti-chiral primary.

(5.1)

In order to get (c, c) primary field in orbifold model one must have (c, c) primary field in

each Mki factor of the composite model M~k
. Therefore, according to the general formula (3.3)

we can see that in the anti-holomorphic sector the chiral primary state is given by the first line

in (5.1) in each factor Mki , while in the holomorphic sector the chiral primary state is given by

the first line or by the third line in (5.1). Taking into account (3.3)-(3.6), one can deduce the

way to build the (c, c) fields.

Algorithm for finding (c, c) fields in the twisted ~w sector. It consists of the following

three steps:

1. For each N = 0, 1, 2, 3 to find all the vectors ~l = (l1, ..., l5) satisfying the equations

∑

i

li

ki + 2
= N,

∑

i

βai
li − wi

ki + 2
∈ Z, a = 0, ...,K − 1. (5.2)

2. Among the found vectors ~l, we leave only those for which the set of numbers wi satisfies the

following relations
wi = 0 mod ki + 2,

or

wi = li + 1.

(5.3)

3. For the found vectors ~l, we define the set of numbers ~̃l = (l̃1, ..., l̃5), built according to the

following rules
l̃i = li if wi = 0 mod ki + 2,

or

l̃i = ki − li if wi = li + 1.

(5.4)
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Thus we have got the pairs (~lL = ~̃l, ~lR = ~l) for all (c, c) primary fields of the model. The

holomorphic and anti-holomorphic charges for each of them are given by

QL =
5∑

i=1

l̃i

ki + 2
, QR = N. (5.5)

Similarly, one can obtain the algorithm of finding (a, c) primaries in the orbifold. In this case

one should take (a, c) primary field in each factor Mki of the composite model M~k
. Therefore,

in the anti-holomorphic sector the chiral primary state is given again by the first line from (5.1)

in each factor Mki , while in the holomorphic sector anti-chiral primary state is given by the

second line or by the fourth line from (5.1). Hence, taking into account (3.3)-(3.6) we obtain

the following algorithm.

Algorithm for finding (a, c) fields in the twisted ~w sector. It consists of the following

three steps:

1. For each N = 0, ..., 3 find out all the vectors ~l = (l1, ..., l5) satisfying the equations

∑

i

li

ki + 2
= N,

∑

i

βai
li − wi

ki + 2
∈ Z, a = 0, ...,K − 1. (5.6)

2. Among the found vectors ~l, we keep only those for which the set of numbers wi satisfies to

the following relations
wi = li,

or

wi = ki + 1.

(5.7)

3. For the found vectors ~l, we define the set of numbers ~̃l = (l̃1, ..., l̃5), which is built according

to the following rules
l̃i = li if wi = li,

or

l̃i = ki − li if wi = ki + 1.

(5.8)

Thus we have got the pairs (~lL = ~̃l, ~lR = ~l) for (a, c) primary fields of the model. The

holomorphic and anti-holomorphic charges of the (a, c) field are given by

QL = −
5∑

i=1

l̃i

ki + 2
, QR = N, (5.9)

6 Examples of N = 2 orbifolds of Fermat types

It is known [12] that the fields (c, c) and (a, c) are related to the cohomology groups of the

corresponding varieties CY if the charges of these fields are correctly identified with the gradings

of the cohomology groups. This allows us to identify the fields (c, c) and (a, c) constructed by

the algorithms in Section 5 with members of the Fermat-type CY-orbifold cohomology groups.
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Below we give some examples of N = (2, 2) orbifold models with c = 9 and write down

explicitly the fields (c, c) and (a, c) with the charges (1, 1) and (−1, 1) respectively. We also

show their relation with H2,1 and H1,1 cohomology groups of the corresponding CY orbifolds.

Our examples will be those presented in [9]. Namely, we consider composite modelM(3,3,3,3,3)

and the orbifold models determined from it by some admissible groups labeled by their generators

(~β0, ~β1, ..., ~βK−1). In the corresponding tables which are collected in Appendix A we present the

couples of vectors (~lL = (l1, ..., l5),~lR = (l̃1, ..., l̃5)), labeling (c, c) or (a, c) fields, according to

the twisted sectors where these fields appear. To save space, we do not explicitly write out the

expressions for these fields, because the reader can easily do it following the rules of algorithms.

Having our explicit construction of chiral rings and the distribution of these fields among

the twisted sectors we can perform more detailed comparison of the constructed fields with

the results of calculations within the geometric approach. In [16] the quotient of M(3,3,3,3,3)

composite model by the admissible group generated by ~β0 = (1, 1, 1, 1, 1), ~β1 = (0, 0, 0, 1, 4) have

been considered in the geometric approach. It was found that only 25 of 49 (1, 1)-charged (c, c)

fields generating polynomial part of H2,1 are given by the polynomial monomials, while the rest

24 fields are expressed in terms of the Laurent polynomials.

As we can see from the Table (49,5) in Appendix A.1, the spectral flow construction shows

the appearance of these 24 (c, c) fields in the twisted sectors. This fact probably explains why

these fields could not be found among the polynomials. The tables are joined in pairs, so that

two mutually mirror manifolds from [9] are on the same page.

Using the algorithms of (c,c) and (a,c) rings calculations we calculated dimensions dβc,c(Q, Q̄),

d
β
a,c(Q, Q̄) of (Q, Q̄)-charged subspaces of (c,c) and (a,c) rings in all cases considered in [9].

We found complete agreement of these dimensions with the dimensions of the corresponding

cohomology groups of mutually mirror CY manifolds. To verify this we use the relations:

dimH3−Q,Q̄ = d
β
c,c(Q, Q̄) and dimH3+Q,Q̄ = d

β
a,c(Q, Q̄) [17].

In the case (49,5) (see Appendix A.1), which is defined by the admissible groups, whose

generators are ~β0 = {1, 1, 1, 1, 1}, ~β1 = {0, 0, 0, 1, 4} for the initial orbifold and ~β∗
0 = {1, 1, 1, 1, 1},

~β∗
1 = {0, 1, 4, 0, 0}, ~β∗

2 = {0, 3, 0, 1, 1} for its mirror, we got the equalities d
~βa
cc (1, 1) = d

~βa
cc (2, 2) =

49, d
~βa
cc (2, 1) = d

~βa
cc (1, 2) = 5 for dimensions of the corresponding subspaces of the (c,c) ring.

While for the mirror CY manifold we got the same set of dimensions d
~β∗

a
ac (−1, 1) = d

~β∗

a
ac (−2, 2) =

49, d
~β∗

a
ac (−2, 1) = d

~β∗

a
ac (−1, 2) = 5 for the subspaces of the (a,c) ring. For more details, see the

table below.

The above fact about matching the dimensions of the cohomology groups for the corre-

sponding CY manifolds is a manifestation of the mirror symmetry between the two considered

N = 2 SCFT models [12, 17].

7 Conclusion

In this paper we presented the explicit construction of the fields in a certain class of N =

(2, 2) superconformal models with c = 9, which are the orbifolds of the products of N = (2, 2)
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d
~βa
cc (1, 1) = 49 d

~βa
cc (2, 1) = 5 d

~β∗

a
cc (1, 1) = 5 d

~β∗

a
cc (2, 1) = 49

d
~βa
cc (1, 2) = 5 d

~βa
cc (2, 2) = 49 d

~β∗

a
cc (1, 2) = 49 d

~β∗

a
cc (2, 2) = 5

d
~βa
ac (−1, 1) = 5 d

~βa
ac (−2, 1) = 49 d

~β∗

a
ac (−1, 1) = 49 d

~β∗

a
ac (−2, 1) = 5

d
~βa
ac (−1, 2) = 49 d

~βa
ac (−2, 2) = 5 d

~β∗

a
ac (−1, 2) = 5 d

~β∗

a
ac (−2, 2) = 49

Minimal models.

We have shown how to use the products of the exactly solvable N = 2 Minimal models,

the structure of the Minimal N = 2 Virasoro superalgebra representations and the spectral flow

automorphism to explicitly construct the total set of fields in the orbifold models.

In this way we have obtained a new class of exactly solvable models of N = 2 SCFT with a

central charge equal to 9, since these models are defined in terms of the known exactly solvable

CFT models, namely, in terms of the parafermionic field theory [18] and the theory of free

bosonic field.

We explicitly constructed chiral and antichiral rings for several concrete examples of orb-

ifolds and showed that their dimensions agree with the dimensions of the cohomology groups of

mutually mirror CY-manifolds. Tables of the results of this calculation are given below in the

section A. These results agree with those obtained in [9] and thus confirm the correctness of

our approach.

We note that there are several interesting questions regarding our construction.

First of all, comparing the results of the explicit construction in the table (49,5) with the

results in [16], we find that the elements of H2,1 appearing in twisted sectors cannot be realized

as polynomials in the geometric approach. Therefore, an interesting question arises, what is the

geometric interpretation of the H2,1 elements that arise in the twisted sectors.

It would be interesting to generalize the considered spectral flow twisting approach to include

boundary states and to consider N = (2,2) SCFT of orbifolds with boundaries. This problem

has been partially studied already in [19], but it makes sense to explore such models using the

more general constructions developed in this paper.

Finally, it would be interesting to generalize our approach to the cases of the Landau-

Ginzburg N = 2 orbifold models with the more general Berglund-Hubsch type superpotentials

[15], taking into account that some of them connected with Fermat type N = 2 orbifold models,

as it was shown recently in [20].
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A Tables

A.1 Case (49,5)
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c-c, Total number 49

n m cnt l̃1 l̃2 l̃3 l̃4 l̃5 l1 l2 l3 l4 l5
0 0 1 3 2 0 0 0 3 2 0 0 0
0 0 2 2 3 0 0 0 2 3 0 0 0
0 0 3 3 1 1 0 0 3 1 1 0 0
0 0 4 2 2 1 0 0 2 2 1 0 0
0 0 5 1 3 1 0 0 1 3 1 0 0
0 0 6 3 0 2 0 0 3 0 2 0 0
0 0 7 2 1 2 0 0 2 1 2 0 0
0 0 8 1 2 2 0 0 1 2 2 0 0
0 0 9 0 3 2 0 0 0 3 2 0 0
0 0 10 2 0 3 0 0 2 0 3 0 0
0 0 11 1 1 3 0 0 1 1 3 0 0
0 0 12 0 2 3 0 0 0 2 3 0 0
0 0 13 3 0 0 1 1 3 0 0 1 1
0 0 14 2 1 0 1 1 2 1 0 1 1
0 0 15 1 2 0 1 1 1 2 0 1 1
0 0 16 0 3 0 1 1 0 3 0 1 1
0 0 17 2 0 1 1 1 2 0 1 1 1
0 0 18 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1
0 0 19 0 2 1 1 1 0 2 1 1 1
0 0 20 1 0 2 1 1 1 0 2 1 1
0 0 21 0 1 2 1 1 0 1 2 1 1
0 0 22 0 0 3 1 1 0 0 3 1 1
0 0 23 1 0 0 2 2 1 0 0 2 2
0 0 24 0 1 0 2 2 0 1 0 2 2
0 0 25 0 0 1 2 2 0 0 1 2 2

0 1 1 2 0 0 3 0 2 0 0 0 3
0 1 2 1 1 0 3 0 1 1 0 0 3
0 1 3 0 2 0 3 0 0 2 0 0 3
0 1 4 1 0 1 3 0 1 0 1 0 3
0 1 5 0 1 1 3 0 0 1 1 0 3
0 1 6 0 0 2 3 0 0 0 2 0 3

0 2 1 2 0 0 2 1 2 0 0 1 2
0 2 2 1 1 0 2 1 1 1 0 1 2
0 2 3 0 2 0 2 1 0 2 0 1 2
0 2 4 1 0 1 2 1 1 0 1 1 2
0 2 5 0 1 1 2 1 0 1 1 1 2
0 2 6 0 0 2 2 1 0 0 2 1 2

0 3 1 2 0 0 1 2 2 0 0 2 1
0 3 2 1 1 0 1 2 1 1 0 2 1
0 3 3 0 2 0 1 2 0 2 0 2 1
0 3 4 1 0 1 1 2 1 0 1 2 1
0 3 5 0 1 1 1 2 0 1 1 2 1
0 3 6 0 0 2 1 2 0 0 2 2 1

0 4 1 2 0 0 0 3 2 0 0 3 0
0 4 2 1 1 0 0 3 1 1 0 3 0
0 4 3 0 2 0 0 3 0 2 0 3 0
0 4 4 1 0 1 0 3 1 0 1 3 0
0 4 5 0 1 1 0 3 0 1 1 3 0
0 4 6 0 0 2 0 3 0 0 2 3 0

a-c, Total number 5

n m cnt l̃1 l̃2 l̃3 l̃4 l̃5 l1 l2 l3 l4 l5
0 2 1 0 0 0 2 3 0 0 0 2 3
0 3 1 0 0 0 3 2 0 0 0 3 2
1 0 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1
1 1 1 1 1 1 2 0 1 1 1 2 0
1 4 1 1 1 1 0 2 1 1 1 0 2

a-c, Total number 49

n m1 m2 cnt l̃1 l̃2 l̃3 l̃4 l̃5 l1 l2 l3 l4 l5
0 2 0 1 0 2 3 0 0 0 2 3 0 0
0 3 0 1 0 3 2 0 0 0 3 2 0 0
0 0 1 1 0 3 0 1 1 0 3 0 1 1
0 2 1 1 0 0 3 1 1 0 0 3 1 1
0 3 1 1 0 1 2 1 1 0 1 2 1 1
0 4 1 1 0 2 1 1 1 0 2 1 1 1
0 0 2 1 0 1 0 2 2 0 1 0 2 2
0 4 2 1 0 0 1 2 2 0 0 1 2 2
1 0 0 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1
1 1 0 1 1 2 0 1 1 1 2 0 1 1
1 4 0 1 1 0 2 1 1 1 0 2 1 1
1 1 1 1 1 0 0 2 2 1 0 0 2 2
1 0 4 1 1 3 1 0 0 1 3 1 0 0
1 3 4 1 1 1 3 0 0 1 1 3 0 0
1 4 4 1 1 2 2 0 0 1 2 2 0 0
2 0 3 1 2 1 2 0 0 2 1 2 0 0
2 1 3 1 2 2 1 0 0 2 2 1 0 0
2 2 3 1 2 3 0 0 0 2 3 0 0 0
2 4 3 1 2 0 3 0 0 2 0 3 0 0
2 1 4 1 2 0 1 1 1 2 0 1 1 1
2 2 4 1 2 1 0 1 1 2 1 0 1 1
3 1 2 1 3 0 2 0 0 3 0 2 0 0
3 2 2 1 3 1 1 0 0 3 1 1 0 0
3 3 2 1 3 2 0 0 0 3 2 0 0 0
3 3 3 1 3 0 0 1 1 3 0 0 1 1

0 0 4 1 0 2 0 0 3 0 2 0 3 0
0 0 4 2 0 2 0 1 2 0 2 0 2 1
0 0 4 3 0 2 0 2 1 0 2 0 1 2
0 0 4 4 0 2 0 3 0 0 2 0 0 3

0 3 4 1 0 0 2 0 3 0 0 2 3 0
0 3 4 2 0 0 2 1 2 0 0 2 2 1
0 3 4 3 0 0 2 2 1 0 0 2 1 2
0 3 4 4 0 0 2 3 0 0 0 2 0 3

0 4 4 1 0 1 1 0 3 0 1 1 3 0
0 4 4 2 0 1 1 1 2 0 1 1 2 1
0 4 4 3 0 1 1 2 1 0 1 1 1 2
0 4 4 4 0 1 1 3 0 0 1 1 0 3

1 0 3 1 1 0 1 0 3 1 0 1 3 0
1 0 3 2 1 0 1 1 2 1 0 1 2 1
1 0 3 3 1 0 1 2 1 1 0 1 1 2
1 0 3 4 1 0 1 3 0 1 0 1 0 3

1 1 3 1 1 1 0 0 3 1 1 0 3 0
1 1 3 2 1 1 0 1 2 1 1 0 2 1
1 1 3 3 1 1 0 2 1 1 1 0 1 2
1 1 3 4 1 1 0 3 0 1 1 0 0 3

2 2 2 1 2 0 0 0 3 2 0 0 3 0
2 2 2 2 2 0 0 1 2 2 0 0 2 1
2 2 2 3 2 0 0 2 1 2 0 0 1 2
2 2 2 4 2 0 0 3 0 2 0 0 0 3

c-c, Total number 5

n m1 m2 cnt l̃1 l̃2 l̃3 l̃4 l̃5 l1 l2 l3 l4 l5
0 0 0 1 1 1 1 2 0 1 1 1 2 0
0 0 0 2 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1
0 0 0 3 1 1 1 0 2 1 1 1 0 2
0 0 0 4 0 0 0 3 2 0 0 0 3 2
0 0 0 5 0 0 0 2 3 0 0 0 2 3

Table 1. Left: ~β1 = {0, 0, 0, 1, 4}; Right: its mirror ~β∗

1
= {0, 1, 4, 0, 0}, ~β∗

2
= {0, 3, 0, 1, 1}

A.2 Case (17,21)
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c-c, Total number 17

n m cnt l̃1 l̃2 l̃3 l̃4 l̃5 l1 l2 l3 l4 l5
0 0 1 0 3 2 0 0 0 3 2 0 0
0 0 2 0 2 3 0 0 0 2 3 0 0
0 0 3 3 1 0 1 0 3 1 0 1 0
0 0 4 3 0 1 1 0 3 0 1 1 0
0 0 5 1 2 0 2 0 1 2 0 2 0
0 0 6 1 1 1 2 0 1 1 1 2 0
0 0 7 1 0 2 2 0 1 0 2 2 0
0 0 8 3 1 0 0 1 3 1 0 0 1
0 0 9 3 0 1 0 1 3 0 1 0 1
0 0 10 1 2 0 1 1 1 2 0 1 1
0 0 11 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1
0 0 12 1 0 2 1 1 1 0 2 1 1
0 0 13 1 2 0 0 2 1 2 0 0 2
0 0 14 1 1 1 0 2 1 1 1 0 2
0 0 15 1 0 2 0 2 1 0 2 0 2
0 0 16 0 0 0 3 2 0 0 0 3 2
0 0 17 0 0 0 2 3 0 0 0 2 3

a-c, Total number 21

n m cnt l̃1 l̃2 l̃3 l̃4 l̃5 l1 l2 l3 l4 l5
0 1 1 0 1 1 0 3 0 1 1 3 0
0 1 2 0 1 1 1 2 0 1 1 2 1
0 1 3 0 1 1 2 1 0 1 1 1 2
0 1 4 0 1 1 3 0 0 1 1 0 3

0 4 1 0 0 3 1 1 0 3 0 1 1
0 4 2 0 1 2 1 1 0 2 1 1 1
0 4 3 0 2 1 1 1 0 1 2 1 1
0 4 4 0 3 0 1 1 0 0 3 1 1

1 0 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1
1 1 1 1 2 2 0 0 1 2 2 0 0
1 4 1 1 0 0 2 2 1 0 0 2 2
2 2 1 2 0 3 0 0 2 3 0 0 0
2 2 2 2 1 2 0 0 2 2 1 0 0
2 2 3 2 2 1 0 0 2 1 2 0 0
2 2 4 2 3 0 0 0 2 0 3 0 0

2 3 1 2 0 0 0 3 2 0 0 3 0
2 3 2 2 0 0 1 2 2 0 0 2 1
2 3 3 2 0 0 2 1 2 0 0 1 2
2 3 4 2 0 0 3 0 2 0 0 0 3

3 2 1 3 0 0 1 1 3 0 0 1 1
3 3 1 3 1 1 0 0 3 1 1 0 0

a-c, Total number 17

n m1 m2 cnt l̃1 l̃2 l̃3 l̃4 l̃5 l1 l2 l3 l4 l5
0 2 0 1 0 2 3 0 0 0 2 3 0 0
0 3 0 1 0 3 2 0 0 0 3 2 0 0
0 0 2 1 0 0 0 2 3 0 0 0 2 3
0 0 3 1 0 0 0 3 2 0 0 0 3 2
1 0 0 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1
1 1 0 1 1 2 0 1 1 1 2 0 1 1
1 4 0 1 1 0 2 1 1 1 0 2 1 1
1 0 1 1 1 1 1 2 0 1 1 1 2 0
1 1 1 1 1 2 0 2 0 1 2 0 2 0
1 4 1 1 1 0 2 2 0 1 0 2 2 0
1 0 4 1 1 1 1 0 2 1 1 1 0 2
1 1 4 1 1 2 0 0 2 1 2 0 0 2
1 4 4 1 1 0 2 0 2 1 0 2 0 2
3 2 2 1 3 0 1 0 1 3 0 1 0 1
3 3 2 1 3 1 0 0 1 3 1 0 0 1
3 2 3 1 3 0 1 1 0 3 0 1 1 0
3 3 3 1 3 1 0 1 0 3 1 0 1 0

c-c, Total number 21

n m1 m2 cnt l̃1 l̃2 l̃3 l̃4 l̃5 l1 l2 l3 l4 l5
0 0 0 1 3 1 1 0 0 3 1 1 0 0
0 0 0 2 1 2 2 0 0 1 2 2 0 0
0 0 0 3 3 0 0 1 1 3 0 0 1 1
0 0 0 4 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1
0 0 0 5 1 0 0 2 2 1 0 0 2 2

0 1 0 1 2 3 0 0 0 2 0 3 0 0
0 1 0 2 0 3 0 1 1 0 0 3 1 1

0 2 0 1 2 2 1 0 0 2 1 2 0 0
0 2 0 2 0 2 1 1 1 0 1 2 1 1

0 3 0 1 2 1 2 0 0 2 2 1 0 0
0 3 0 2 0 1 2 1 1 0 2 1 1 1

0 4 0 1 2 0 3 0 0 2 3 0 0 0
0 4 0 2 0 0 3 1 1 0 3 0 1 1

0 0 1 1 2 0 0 3 0 2 0 0 0 3
0 0 1 2 0 1 1 3 0 0 1 1 0 3

0 0 2 1 2 0 0 2 1 2 0 0 1 2
0 0 2 2 0 1 1 2 1 0 1 1 1 2

0 0 3 1 2 0 0 1 2 2 0 0 2 1
0 0 3 2 0 1 1 1 2 0 1 1 2 1

0 0 4 1 2 0 0 0 3 2 0 0 3 0
0 0 4 2 0 1 1 0 3 0 1 1 3 0

Table 2. Left: ~β1 = {0, 1, 1, 4, 4}; Right: mirror β∗

1
= {0, 1, 4, 0, 0}, β∗

2
= {0, 0, 0, 1, 4}

A.3 Case (21,1)
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c-c, Total number 21

n m cnt l̃1 l̃2 l̃3 l̃4 l̃5 l1 l2 l3 l4 l5
0 0 1 1 3 1 0 0 1 3 1 0 0
0 0 2 2 1 2 0 0 2 1 2 0 0
0 0 3 2 2 0 1 0 2 2 0 1 0
0 0 4 3 0 1 1 0 3 0 1 1 0
0 0 5 0 1 3 1 0 0 1 3 1 0
0 0 6 0 2 1 2 0 0 2 1 2 0
0 0 7 1 0 2 2 0 1 0 2 2 0
0 0 8 1 1 0 3 0 1 1 0 3 0
0 0 9 3 1 0 0 1 3 1 0 0 1
0 0 10 0 2 2 0 1 0 2 2 0 1
0 0 11 1 0 3 0 1 1 0 3 0 1
0 0 12 0 3 0 1 1 0 3 0 1 1
0 0 13 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1
0 0 14 2 0 0 2 1 2 0 0 2 1
0 0 15 0 0 1 3 1 0 0 1 3 1
0 0 16 1 2 0 0 2 1 2 0 0 2
0 0 17 2 0 1 0 2 2 0 1 0 2
0 0 18 0 0 2 1 2 0 0 2 1 2
0 0 19 0 1 0 2 2 0 1 0 2 2
0 0 20 0 1 1 0 3 0 1 1 0 3
0 0 21 1 0 0 1 3 1 0 0 1 3

a-c, Total number 1

n m cnt l̃1 l̃2 l̃3 l̃4 l̃5 l1 l2 l3 l4 l5
1 0 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1

a-c, Total number 21

n m1 m2 cnt l̃1 l̃2 l̃3 l̃4 l̃5 l1 l2 l3 l4 l5
0 1 0 1 0 1 3 1 0 0 1 3 1 0
0 2 0 1 0 2 1 2 0 0 2 1 2 0
0 0 1 1 0 1 1 0 3 0 1 1 0 3
0 0 2 1 0 2 2 0 1 0 2 2 0 1
0 1 2 1 0 3 0 1 1 0 3 0 1 1
0 3 2 1 0 0 1 3 1 0 0 1 3 1
0 1 4 1 0 0 2 1 2 0 0 2 1 2
0 2 4 1 0 1 0 2 2 0 1 0 2 2
1 0 0 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1
1 4 0 1 1 0 3 0 1 1 0 3 0 1
1 4 2 1 1 2 0 0 2 1 2 0 0 2
1 1 3 1 1 0 2 2 0 1 0 2 2 0
1 2 3 1 1 1 0 3 0 1 1 0 3 0
1 4 3 1 1 3 1 0 0 1 3 1 0 0
1 0 4 1 1 0 0 1 3 1 0 0 1 3
2 3 0 1 2 0 1 0 2 2 0 1 0 2
2 3 1 1 2 1 2 0 0 2 1 2 0 0
2 4 1 1 2 2 0 1 0 2 2 0 1 0
2 0 3 1 2 0 0 2 1 2 0 0 2 1
3 2 1 1 3 1 0 0 1 3 1 0 0 1
3 3 4 1 3 0 1 1 0 3 0 1 1 0

c-c, Total number 1

n m1 m2 cnt l̃1 l̃2 l̃3 l̃4 l̃5 l1 l2 l3 l4 l5
0 0 0 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1

Table 3. Left: ~β1 = {0, 1, 2, 3, 4}; Right: mirror ~β∗

1 = {0, 1, 3, 1, 0}, ~β∗

2 = {0, 1, 1, 0, 3}
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