arXiv:1609.04404v3 [hep-th] 29 Jan 2018

Prepared for submission to JHEP

Geometric constraints on the space of N=2 SCFTs III: enhanced Coulomb branches and central charges

Philip Argyres, Matteo Lotito, Yongchao Lü, and Mario Martone

Physics Department, University of Cincinnati, Cincinnati OH 45221-0011, USA E-mail: philip.argyres@gmail.com, lotitomo@mail.uc.edu,

lychaoaa@gmail.com, martonmo@ucmail.uc.edu

Abstract: This is the third in a series of three papers on the systematic analysis of rank 1 four dimensional N =2 SCFTs. In the first two papers [1, 2] we developed and carried out a strategy for classifying and constructing physical planar rank-1 Coulomb branch geometries of N =2 SCFTs. Here we describe general features of the Higgs and mixed branch geometries of the moduli space of these SCFTs, and use this, along with their Coulomb branch geometry, to compute their conformal and flavor central charges. We conclude with a summary of the state of the art for rank-1 N =2 SCFTs.

Contents

1 Introduction 1

2 Moduli space of rank-1 SCFTs 5 2.1 Higgs branches (HBs) and mixed branches 5 2.1.1 Enhanced Coulomb branches (ECBs) 7 2.2 Moduli space for generic, non-lagrangian, rank-1 SCFTs 9 2.3 Chiral rings of SCFTs and coordinate ring of HBs and ECBs 13 2.3.1 N =2 SCFT chiral ring 13 2.3.2 Moduli space coordinate ring for rank-1 SCFTs 15

3 Central charges from the twisted ECB partition function 19 3.1 Topologically twisted ECB partition function 19 3.2 Conformal algebra central charges 21 3.3 Current algebra central charges 24 3.4 Constraints from bounds and integrality conditions on central charges 28

4 Summary and open questions 31

A Gauge theory ECBs 34

1 Introduction

This is the third in a series of three papers on the classification of 4d N = 2 superconformal field theories (SCFTs) and their relevant deformations with rank-1 Coulomb branches with planar topology. In two previous papers [1, 2] we constructed all consistent planar rank-1 Seiberg-Witten geometries whose generic relevant deformation “ends” in undeformable singularities^1. Most of these geometries are associated to SCFTs known to exist by other constructions [3, 4], but for some the associated SCFT is still conjectural. We review the status of the known and conjectured rank-1 SCFTs in the conclusion to this paper.

The moduli space of vacua of N = 2 supersymmetric field theories in 4 dimensions can have various intersecting components or “branches”. Each branch is a complex manifold with singularities. The Coulomb branch (CB) is the component where complex scalars in N = 2 vector multiplets get vevs, generically have an unbroken U(1)^r low energy gauge group where r is the complex dimension, or “rank”, of the CB, and have a special Kähler geometry with

1The completeness of our construction relies on the assumption that no non-trivial rank-0 SCFTs exists. For more details read the conclusion of this paper or the introduction of [1].

– 1 – a U(1)_R holomorphic isometry. The Higgs branches (HBs) are components where only the quaternionic scalars in hypermultiplets get vevs, generically have no unbroken low energy gauge group, and have hyperkähler geometry with its associated SU(2)_R isometry.

Mixed branches are instead varieties where both vector and hypermultiplet scalars get vevs. By a nonrenormlization theorem [5] such a branch is locally metrically a product of a special Kähler with a hyperkähler variety. With one exception, a mixed branch will intersect the CB and any HBs along singular subvarieties of each (see below). The exception is an “enhanced Coulomb branch” (ECB) which is a maximal-dimension mixed branch that contains the CB as a subvariety and thus intersects the CB along the whole CB. When this occurs, there is, properly speaking, no longer a “pure” CB in the theory, as it is subsumed in the ECB: generic coulombic vacua have both non-vanishing vector multiplet and nonvanishing hypermultiplet vevs. This is mathematically described as a hyperkähler manifold (describing hypermultiplet vevs neutral under the gauge group) fibered over generic points of the CB. Also ECBs have isometry groups of the form SU(2)_R ⊕ U(1)_R ⊕ f^′, where f ⊃ f^′ with f the flavor symmetry algebra.

In this paper we will focus on Higgs and mixed branches and will describe ways to determine their properties, and also their conformal and flavor central charges. The latter data is related to measures of the number of degrees of freedom of the SCFT and to how they are charged under its flavor symmetry. When an ECB exists, its properties are important ingredients in the calculation of the conformal and flavor central charges [6]. Their contributions to central charges can be computed from the twisted partition function on the ECB, and will be explained in more detail below.

The main way we can determine the properties of the Higgs branch and the ECB of a rank-1 SCFT is from its connection to gauge theories through RG flows or S-dualities [7–10] or to class S theories [11–13]. For instance the Hall-Littlewood index, a particular limit of the super-conformal index of four-dimensional N = 2 SCFTs [16], counts Higgs branch operators and allows the determination of the Higgs data. Alternatively in the cases of the RG flows between rank-1 SCFTs, described in [3, 4], a simple ansatz leads to a consistent description of the chiral ring of the ECB. In these cases we can also determine the dimension of the Higgs branch and of the ECB, and the flavor symmetry action on the ECB. With this data, the conformal and flavor algebra central charges can be computed following [6]. A summary of our results for a subset of the possible rank-1 SCFTs is shown in table 1.

Table 1 does not list all the possible planar rank-1 CB geometries but only those for which there is independent evidence for the existence of an associated SCFT. There are, for instance, non-listed geometries associated to gauging discrete symmetries of many of the theories in table 1, and which give rise to distinct CB geometries, described in [4]. The central charges of a theory and of any of its discretely gauged versions are the same, though the flavor symmetry and HB and ECB fibers may change, again as described in [4]. Table 1 also includes some IR-free theories that the SCFTs flow into upon turning on relevant deformations (i.e., mass terms or chiral deformation terms).

The SCFTs in the table are arranged into 5 series: the theories within each series are

– 2 –

CB: HB: ECB & flavor symm.: Z_2 Central charges: SI sing. Δ(u) deform. d_{HB} h 2h f obst? k_f 24a 12c b e

II^∗ 6 {I_1^{10}} 29 0 − E_8 − 12 95 62 20 1 III^∗ 4 {I_1^9} 17 0 − E_7 � 8 59 38 18 1 IV^∗ 3 {I_1^8} 11 0 − E_6 − 6 41 26 16 1 I^∗_0 2 {I_1^6} 5 0 − D_4 − 4 23 14 12 1 IV 3/2 {I_1^4} 2 0 − A_2 − 3 14 8 8 1 III 4/3 {I_1^3} 1 0 − A_1 � 8/3 11 6 6 2 II 6/5 {I_1^3} 0 0 − ∅ − − 43/5 22/5 4 −

I_1 series

I_1 1 − 0 0 − U_1 − ∗ 6 3 2 − II^∗ 6 {I_1^6, I_4} 16 5 10 C_5 � 7 82 49 14^1_2 III^∗ 4 {I_1^5, I_4} 8 3 (6, 1) C_3A_1 (�, �) (5, 8) 50 29 12 (^1_2 , 1) IV^∗ 3 {I_1^4, I_4} 4 2 4_0 C_2U_1 (�, −) (4, ?) 34 19 10 (^1_2 , −) I^∗_0 2 {I_1^2, I_4} 0 1 2 C_1 � 3 18 9 6^1_2

I_4 series

I_4 1 − 0 0 − U_1 − ∗ 6 3 2 − II^∗ 6 {I_1^3, I^∗_1 } 9 4 4 ⊕ 4 A_3⋊Z_2 − 14 75 42 12 1 III^∗ 4 {I_1^2, I^∗_1 } ? 2 2_+⊕ 2_− A_1U_1⋊Z_2 (�, −) (10, ?) 45 24 10 (1, −) IV^∗ 3 {I_1, I^∗_1 } 0 1 1_+⊕ 1_− U_1 − ∗ 30 15 8 −

I^∗_1 series

I^∗_1 2 − 0 0 − ∅ − − 17 8 6 − II^∗ 6 {I_1^2, IV^∗_{Q=1}} ? 3 3 ⊕ 3 A_2⋊Z_2 − 14 71 38 11 1 III^∗ 4 {I_1, IV^∗_{Q=1}} 0 1 1_+⊕ 1_− U_1⋊Z_2 − ∗ 42 21 9 −

IV^∗_{Q=1} ser.

IV^∗_{Q=1} 3 − 0 0 − ∅ − − 55/2 25/2 7 − I^∗_0 2 {I_2^3} 0 1 2 C_1 � 3 18 9 6^1_2

I_2 ser.

I_2 1 − 0 0 − U_1 − ∗ 6 3 2 −

Table 1. Partial list of rank-1 N = 2 SCFTs. They are divided into 5 series; the CFTs within each series are connected by RG flows from top to bottom. The red rows give the characteristic IR-free theory each series flows to. Yellow rows are lagrangian CFTs, while blue and green singularities have enhanced N = 4 and N = 3 supersymmetry, respectively. The first 3 columns describe the CB geometry; the next column gives the HB dimension; the next 4 columns give properties of the ECB and the flavor symmetry; and the last five columns give the CFT central charges. The meaning of each column and the choice of the theories appearing in the rows are explained in the introduction.

related by RG flows from the topmost line to the bottom. These flows are described in more detail in [2, 3]. The first 3 columns of table 1 give the Kodaira type of the scaleinvariant singularity on the CB, the scaling dimension of the local coordinate on the CB, and the deformation pattern of the singularity under deformation by generic relevant operators, respectively. This data is discussed in great detail in [1, 2]. The d_{HB} column gives the quaternionic dimension of the Higgs branch where it can be determined, while the next four columns give properties of the ECB and flavor symmetry: h is the quaternionic dimension of the ECB fiber, f is the flavor symmetry,^2 2h is the representation of f under which the ECB

2We use Dynkin notation for simple Lie algebras together with “U1” to denote U(1) factors.

– 3 – fiber transforms, and the last column records whether or not there is a Z_2 global anomaly obstruction [15] to gauging those simple flavor factors which have symplectic representations. The last five columns of the table record the flavor, k_f, and conformal, a and c, central charges; b and e are combinations of k_f, a and c defined in section 3 which must satisfy certain integrality constraints. We do not determine the flavor central charges of U(1) flavor factors: those marked with a question mark because we do not have enough information to do so, while those marked with a star can be determined but whose values only have meaning relative to some arbitrary conventional normalization (discussed in section 3.3).

The SCFT interpretation of some geometries in table 1, as well as some others not shown in the table, is not unique, as described in [2, 3]. These alternative SCFTs depend on intepretations of various undeformable I^∗_n, IV^∗, and III^∗ singularities [1] which occur at the end of RG flows as certain “frozen” interacting SCFTs. The techniques of this paper can be used to put constraints on the central charges and HB and ECB dimensions of these (hypothetical) theories, but are not powerful enough to determine them completely.

The paper is organized as follows. Section 2 describes some general properties of Higgs branches of N = 2 field theories, and focuses, in particular, on those of rank-1 SCFTs. Appendix A shows that for gauge theories only hypermultiplets in representations of the gauge group in the same center conjugacy class as the adjoint representation can give rise to ECBs. These are always orthogonal representations (though the converse does not hold) so have a flavor symmetry, f ⊃ f^′, which contains a semisimple symplectic factor, f^′, which acts faithfully on the ECB. Strongly-coupled superconformal theories for which there is no known lagrangian description can also have ECBs. This follows in many cases from S-duality arguments, as described in section 2.2 for the particular case of rank-1 SCFTs. For these theories we determine the quaternionic dimension of the HB, d_{HB}, and that of the ECB fiber, h, as well as the action of the flavor symmetry on the ECB. In section 2.3 we determine the chiral ring of the ECBs for these theories.

Since the local properties of an ECB follow from N = 2 supersymmetric nonrenormalization theorems, it follows with only mild assumptions that the argument of [6] relating CFT data (CB scaling dimensions, flavor symmetry, central charges) to the geometry of the CB near a singularity can be extended to the case with an ECB, which we do in section 3. In [1, 2] we explained how under relevant deformations a singularity associated with a given SCFT splits into lesser ones, also interpreted as SCFTs. The basic idea then is to determine the topologically twisted partition function on the ECB of the initial SCFT by relating it to the partition functions of these lesser SCFTs. For the case of rank 1 CBs this gives definite relations, and allows us to compute the a and c conformal central charges, and the current algebra central charges, k, for semisimple factors of the flavor symmetry. Finally, in section 3.4, we discuss constraints on rank-1 SCFTs coming from the various central charge inequalities appearing in the literature, and new constraints coming from integrality conditions on central charges arising from single-valuedness of the ECB partition function measure. While the former does not give strong constraints, the latter has an interesting relationship to the existence of Z_2 obstructions to gauging flavor symmetries and to the global form of the flavor

– 4 – symmetry group.

In the concluding section 4, we summarize the results of [1–3] and this paper presenting an encompassing picture of the status of the art for N = 2 rank-1 SCFTs. We then discuss the evidence for which of the constructed rank-1 CB geometries correspond to actual SCFTs, and formulate a conservative conjecture that the only rank-1 N = 2 SCFTs with planar CBs are those shown in table 1 together with their discrete gaugings listed in [4]. We end with a list of some open questions.

2 Moduli space of rank-1 SCFTs

In this section we develop aspects of the complex and metric structure of the moduli space of N = 2 superconformal gauge and non-lagrangian theories. In the rank-1 case only two branches are possible: an enhanced Coulomb branch (ECB) and a Higgs branch (HB).

In favorable situations there is a way to determine the HB and ECB data of stronglycoupled, isolated, N = 2 SCFT through their S-dual description. This is the case if by weakly gauging part of the flavor symmetry of the isolated rank-1 theory we can construct a higher-rank scale invariant N = 2 SCFT with a SUSY gauge theory dual description [8]. We will use such S-dual descriptions for most of the SCFTs in table 1. For the others, this data is deduced from class S techniques [11, 13, 14, 16], or from the assumption of N = 3 supersymmetry [17–20], as described in [3].

Finally, assuming the isomorphism between coordinate rings of N = 2 moduli space and chiral rings of ECB and HB operators in the SCFT [21], we give a description of many of these branches as coadjoint orbits of the flavor algebra.

2.1 Higgs branches (HBs) and mixed branches

We start by reviewing the general structure of the moduli space of vacua of N = 2 field theories that follows from the selection rules of unbroken supersymmetry; see, e.g., [5]. As already mentioned above, the general branch of the moduli space of an N = 2 field theory is one where there are both n_v massless vector multiplets and n_h massless neutral hypermultiplets. This branch is locally metrically a cartesian product of an n_v-complex-dimensional special Kähler manifold with an n_h-quaternionic-dimensional hyperkähler manifold. Furthermore, the hyperkähler metric cannot depend on any masses or chiral deformation parameters (relevant or marginal) of the field theory.^3 This implies, in particular, that the hyperkähler factors are scale-invariant, and thus are metrically cones [23, 24].

If both n_v and n_h are non-zero, these are called mixed branches. A branch whose generic point has only massless vector multiplets (n_h = 0) is called the Coulomb branch (CB), while a branch whose generic point has no vector multiplets (n_v = 0) is called a Higgs branch (HB).

3N = 2 Fayet-Iliopoulos terms can deform hypermultiplet moduli spaces (see, e.g., [22] for a review), but do not occur as N = 2 supersymmetric deformation parameters of N = 2 SCFTs [1]; they can occur in N = 2 supergravity theories, however.

– 5 –

A mixed branch with (n_v, n_h) = (n^{mixed}_v , n^{mixed}_h ) intersects the CB along an n^{mixed}_v -complexdimensional special Kähler subvariety. It can likewise intersect a Higgs branch along an n^{mixed} h -quaternionic-dimensional hyperkähler subvariety. (Also, mixed branches can intersect each other in both special Kähler and hyperkähler directions.) A cartoon illustrating this kind of moduli space is shown in figure 1.

Higgs branch mixed branch

Coulomb branch

Figure 1. Visualization of an N = 2 moduli space. The hyperkähler directions are vertical and the special Kähler directions horizontal, with the different types of branches labelled. Mixed branches are metrically a cartesian product of hyperkähler and special Kähler directions except perhaps over complex codimension one subvarieties of their special Kähler base.

The combination of the action of the dilations and the U(1)_R × SU(2)_R R-symmetry group, provide a C^∗ action on the special Kähler factor and an H^∗ action on the hyperkähler one. It goes as follows. For a conformal theory dilatations act as a homothety on the moduli space. Choose coordinates on each mixed branch that diagonalize the dilatation action, with complex u_a coordinates on the special Kähler factor and pairs of complex z^i_k, i = 1, 2, for the hyperkähler factor.^4 Then the U(1)_R acts on the vector multiplet factor by phase rotations u_a → e^{iΔ(ua)α}u_a where Δ(u_a) is the scaling dimension of u_a while the SU(2)_R acts on the hypermultiplet factor by rotating (z^1_k, z^2_k) as doublets, or, equivalently, by quaternionic “phase” rotations. Combining all together we get the C^∗ and H^∗ action mentioned above.

4In general these coordinates may not be algebraically independent, but will satisfy some homogeneous relations. For instance, in a theory with a rank-2 CB with homogeneous coordinates {u2, u3} of dimensions 2 and 3, respectively, there could be a mixed branch over a subvariety of the CB defined by u^3_2 = u^2_3.

– 6 –

2.1.1 Enhanced Coulomb branches (ECBs) There is a special case of mixed branches which deserves a separate discussion. These are ones where n^{mixed}_v = n^{CB}_v . In this case the CB is a subvariety of the mixed branch: equivalently, there are n^{mixed}_h massless neutral hypermultiplets at generic points of the CB. Thus, in this case the CB is effectively enlarged to an (n^{CB}_v + 2n^{mixed}_h )-complex-dimensional space. For this reason we will call such mixed branches “enhanced Coulomb branches” (ECBs).

Note that the ECB is not singular along the CB subvariety. This follows because the n^{mixed} h massless hypermultiplets of the ECB are neutral with respect to all the CB U(1) gauge factors (otherwise giving them a vev would Higgs some of the U(1)s, lifting those CB directions, and thus not be an ECB). Thus the geometry in a neighborhood of a generic point in the “root” of the ECB (i.e., where it intersects the CB) is a cartesian product of a CB neighborhood with a smooth hyperkähler manfold describing the hypermultiplets vevs. But, as mentioned above, the hyperkähler manifold is metrically a cone and hence has no intrinsic scales. But if a cone is smooth at its tip (i.e., where the hypermultiplet vevs branch off the CB), then the curvature tensor and all its derivatives must vanish there as well, since otherwise there would be an intrinsic scale determined by the non-vanishing curvature invariants. If the metric is analytic in the radial coordinate about the tip, it then follows that it must in fact be flat everywhere. Thus, the ECB locally has a direct product geometry U_i × H^h where {U_i} is an open covering of the regular points of the CB, H is the flat quaternionic line, and h := n^{mixed}_h .

Since there is no singularity at the origin of H^h , there is nothing metrically special to pick out the CB as a subvariety of the ECB. We will see below, however, that there can be a global twist of the (local) CB × H^h product which fixes the origin of H^h , and thus picks out CB ⊂ ECB as the zero section of the H^h → ECB → CB fibration.

There then follow some general constraints on how a global flavor symmetry can act on the ECB fiber, and the associated effect of mass deformations. The connected component of the H^h isometry group which fixes its origin^5 is SO(4h) ⊃ SU(2)_R × Sp(2h), so the H^h triholomorphic isometry groups (isometries which preserve the hyperkähler structure) are subgroups of Sp(2h). Call the flavor symmetry group of the theory F , with Lie algebra f. If F acts faithfully on the ECB, then we must have sp(2h) ⊃ f. If F does not act on the ECB, or if the 2h complex scalars of the massless hypermultiplets of the ECB have directions which transform as singlets under f, then those directions will not be lifted upon turning on masses associated to f. More generally those complex scalars, ϕ_i, will transform in some 2h-dimensional, generally reducible, and necessarily symplectic, representation R of f. Then masses m^a, which transform in the adjoint of f, couple to the ECB hypermultiplets as ∫ d^2θ m^aq_i(t^a)_Rq_jJ^{ij} , where we are using an N = 1 superfield notation, (t^a)_R are the generators of f in the R representation, and J^{ij} is the symplectic form acting on R inherited

5Since H^h is flat, the (connected component of the) full isometry group is the euclidean group SO(4h)⋉R^{4h} which includes translations. We will see below, when we discuss the global structure of the ECB, that the translations can be ignored for SCFTs.

– 7 – from its embedding in sp(2h). For generic masses, this lifts all the ECB hypermultiplets except for those components with vanishing f weights. Chiral deformation parameters do not couple to the hypermultiplets, so these deformations, which include marginal deformations, do not lift the ECB hypermultiplet directions.

We can also say a few things about the global structure of the ECB. Upon following a path around a singularity on the CB (which is generically in complex codimension 1) the ECB fiber will come back to itself up to an isometry, σ, which fixes the origin. In particular, σ does not include any translations of the ECB fiber. This is because the R- and flavor symmetries are global internal symmetries of the underlying SCFT, and so must act as compact Lie groups on the local fields [25, 26]. By taking the limit approaching the singularity, the ECB fiber over the singular subvariety becomes the flat cone H^h / ∼_σ, where ∼_σ is the identification generated by σ. For it to be hyperkähler, we must have σ ∈ Sp(2h), i.e., it must be a triholomorphic isometry.

The conical fiber over the singular subvariety must also support an F -action continuously related to that on the H^h fibers away from the singularity. For this action to be well-defined on the conical fiber, we must have that σ commutes with the F -action. Call F^′ ⊂ F the part of F which acts faithfully on the ECB fiber, and f^′ its Lie algebra. Then the ECB fiber H^h transforms as a non-trivial 2h-complex-dimensional representation of f^′. If the representation is irreducible, then σ ∈ F^′ and, since it commutes with all elements of F^′, it must be in the center of F^′. For reducible representations, σ need no longer be in F^′, and there are more possibilities for its action on the ECB fiber. We will see examples of this below.

ECBs in N = 2 gauge theories The moduli spaces of N = 4 theories (viewed as N = 2 theories) are familiar examples of ECBs. In this case the CB is C^r /W where r is the rank of the gauge group and W is its Weyl group. The ECB fiber over regular points of the CB are H^r = C^{2r} , and the total space of the ECB is C^{3r} /W . Similar, though non-lagrangian, examples are the moduli spaces of N = 3 SCFTs described in [3, 17–20].

But ECBs commonly occur in strictly N = 2 gauge theories as well. A careful, yet slightly technical, analysis of the general form of the N = 2 gauge theory lagrangian, reported in appendix A, allows us to determine many properties of ECBs that can arise in N = 2 conformal gauge theories. Here we only summarize our results:

i) In an N = 2 gauge conformal field theory, ECBs occur whenever there are hypermultiplets in a representation R of the gauge group which has zero weights (e.g., SU(2) integer spin representations). It can be shown that such representations are necessarily orthogonal, though the converse is not true.

ii) In N = 2 gauge theories with hypermultiplets transforming in, generally reducible, representations R of the gauge group, the most general flavor symmetry group is a

– 8 – direct sum of unitary, orthogonal and symplectic factors:^6

f = [⊕_iU(ℓ_i)] ⊕ [⊕_j so(m_j )] ⊕ [⊕_k sp(2n_k)] ; (2.1)

ECB’s can only occur in the theories with symplectic flavor factors.

iii) The ECB hyperkähler factor transforms as a direct sum of fundamental representations of (some subset of) the flavor symmetry f symplectic factors.

iv) The ECB fiber over a singularity in the CB is a cone H^h / ∼_σ, with σ a triholomorphic isometry of H^h which fixes the origin and, for lagrangian SCFTs, is always in the Z_2 center of the appropriate symplectic flavor factor.

Some examples. ECBs thus occur in gauge theories with massless hypermultiplets in orthogonal irreps which are in the same center conjugacy class as the adjoint irrep. Thus theories for any gauge group with massless adjoint hypermultiplets will always have an ECB. With one such hypermultiplet, the theory is scale invariant and N = 4 supersymmetric. The ECB from the N = 2 perspective is just the whole Coulomb branch from the N = 4 perspective. With n > 1 adjoint hypermultiplets the theory is an N = 2 IR-free theory. For a theory with gauge algebra g, the adjoint has r = rank(g) zero weights, so the ECB fiber is H^{rn} . The flavor symmetry is sp(2n) under which the ECB fiber transforms as r copies of the 2n irrep. Upon encircling the codimension-1 singularities in the CB where an SU(2) subalgebra of g is restored, the ECB fiber undergoes the monodromy H^{rn} → −H^{rn} (reflection through the origin). Thus the ECB fiber degenerates to the hyperkähler cone H^{rn} /Z_2 over these singularities. (Over intersections of these singularities, the fibers further degenerate to H^{rn} /V for V appropriate subgroups of the Weyl group of g.) There are no larger Higgs branches over the singularities on the CB, so the ECB is the whole moduli space.

There are also examples of asymptotically free or conformal gauge theories with ECBs. One simple series are so(N) gauge theories with N_f massless hypermultiplets in the N irrep for N odd. In this case the N has a single zero weight, so the ECB fiber is H^{Nf} . In this case there are larger-dimension Higgs branches over the singularities in the Coulomb branch which contain the degenerate H^{Nf} /V ECB fiber as subvarieties [28]. Other examples are sp(2N) gauge theory with traceless-antisymmetric hypermultiplets, F_4 gauge theory with 26’s, and G_2 gauge theory with 7’s.

2.2 Moduli space for generic, non-lagrangian, rank-1 SCFTs

Many of the statements made above are general and apply for any rank. For rank-1 SCFTs, which are the main focus of this paper, the moduli space geometry simplifies considerably and we can use various non-perturbative techniques to extract information about the HB and

6The unitary factors arise from hypermultiplets transforming in conjugate pairs of complex representations of the gauge group, the orthogonal factors from symplectic representations, and the symplectic factors from pairs of orthogonal representations; see, e.g., [27].

– 9 –

ECB even for theories which don’t have a weak coupling limit. Recall that for planar rank-1 SCFTs the CB geometry is that of a flat 1-complex-dimensional cone with the conformal vacuum at its tip (the “origin”). The only possible mixed branch is then an ECB with fiber H_{ECB} ≃ H^h of quaternionic dimension h, and there may also be a Higgs branch, H_{HB}, of quaternionic dimension d_{HB}, which is a hyperkähler cone with tip touching the CB at its origin.^7 The intersection of H_{HB} with the H_{ECB}/ ∼_σ fiber of the ECB over the origin might be any hyperkähler cone from the empty one (the origin istelf) to all of H_{ECB}. In what follows if the only Higgs branch directions over the origin are the H_{ECB}/ ∼_σ fiber, we do not count this as a Higgs branch, and so set d_{HB} = 0 in this case. This general rank-1 moduli space is illustrated in figure 2.

ECB CB H_{ECB} ≃ H^h conformal vacuum H^h / ∼_σH_{HB}

Figure 2. Moduli space of a planar rank-1 N=2 SCFT.

The various techniques which we use to extract information about the moduli spaces of isolated SCFTs are:

• For those rank-1 SCFTs for which a class S construction [11] is available, the Higgs branch can be determined by computing the Hall-Littlewood index [16].

• We denote an S duality involving gauge theories and rank-1 SCFTs by an equivalence of the form

g w/ r = ~g w/ ~r ⊕ [K, f], (2.2)

7HHB might have multiple components, and so be a bouquet of cones.

– 10 – where the left side stands for an N = 2 vector multiplet with gauge algebra g and massless half-hypermultiplet in gauge representation r, and similarly for the right side with a different gauge algebra and hypermultiplet representation, plus a rank-1 SCFT whose CB singularity has Kodaira type “K” and flavor symmetry f. The SCFT is coupled to the ~g gauge theory by having a certain ~g ⊂ f of the flavor symmetry gauged. In cases where the SCFT is related to gauge theories by S-duality, the HB and ECB can be determined by extracting this information for the Lagrangian theory on the left side of the duality and asking for consistency with the right side.

• For theories which are in the same series in table 1, we can extract HB and ECB data if we know such data for any other theory in the given series. This can be done by carefully following the RG flows which connect them [3].

Let’s now systematically analyze the theories reported in table 1. Here we will only report a summary of how the entries in 1 were computed, we will refer the reader to table 1 for the actual numerical values.

I^∗_1 series. The II^∗ theory in the “I^∗_1 series” in table 1, with flavor symmetry f = SU(4)⋊Z_2, is an example of a theory with a class S construction which was presented in [13]. The ECB for this theory was determined in [3] by matching its central charges. (The computation of the central charges will be discussed in detail in section 3.) The ECBs for the other theories in the I^∗_1 series were then determined by flowing to them from the II^∗ theory upon turning on suitable masses.

IV^∗_{Q=1} series. No class S construction is known for the II^∗ theory with flavor symmetry f = SU(3)⋊Z_2 in the IV^∗_{Q=1} series. In this case the ECB was determined in [3] by consistency of its central charges under RG flows under the assumption that the III^∗ theory it flowed to was an N = 3 SCFT.

Notice that the I^∗_1 and IV^∗_{Q=1} series provide examples of ECBs which are acted upon by unitary, thus non-symplectic, factors of the flavor symmetry. While this cannot occur in gauge theories, as we have seen above, it is allowed in the cases just discussed. In fact the theories in the I^∗_1 and IV^∗_{Q=1} series have no weak coupling limit.

Both the I_1 series and the I_4 series (below) have class S realizations so their Higgs branch structures can in principle be determined from their Hall-Littlewood index, or, with more work, from the S-duality [29]. Here we will focus on determining just the dimension of the Higgs branch and the ECB, which are easy to extract from S-dualities.

I_1 series. The I_1 (also known as the maximal deformation) series of SCFTs shown in table 1 has been thoroughly studied over the past 20 years, so we simply report their Higgs branch dimensions. These dimensions are easily computed in the same way as in the I_4 series, below; but their Higgs branch structures (e.g., chiral rings) are known explicitly, and coincide with centered 1-instanton moduli spaces. All the SCFTs in the I_1 series have no ECB fiber.

– 11 –

I_4 series. In this case we can extract a lot of information from the web of S dualities involving the I_4 series SCFTs [9]

G_2 w/ 8 · 7 = A_1 w/ 2 ⊕ [II^∗, C_5], (2.3) B_3 w/ 4 · 8 ⊕ 6 · 7 = C_2 w/ 5 · 4 ⊕ [II^∗, C_5], (2.4) A_5 w/ 21 ⊕ 21 ⊕ 20 ⊕ 6 ⊕ 6 = A_4 w/ 10 ⊕ 10 ⊕ [II^∗, C_5], (2.5) C_2 w/ 6 · 5 = A_1 w/ [III^∗, C_3A_1], (2.6) C_2 w/ 4 · 4 ⊕ 4 · 5 = A_1 w/ 3 · 2 ⊕ [III^∗, C_3A_1], (2.7) A_3 w/ 10 ⊕ 10 ⊕ 2 · 4 ⊕ 2 · 4 = A_2 w/ 3 ⊕ 3 ⊕ [III^∗, C_3A_1], (2.8) A_2 w/ 6 ⊕ 6 ⊕ 3 ⊕ 3 = A_1 w/ [IV^∗, C_2U_1]. (2.9)

(We use Dynkin’s notation for the simple Lie algebras, together with “U_1” to stand for U(1).) It is then easy to compute the dimension of the Higgs branches of these SCFTs. For instance, from the first S duality, (2.3), the complex dimension of the Higgs branch on the left side is 8 · 7 − 2 · 14: there are 8 · 7 complex scalars in the 8 · 7 half-hypermultiplets, of which 2 · 14 are lifted by the vector multiplet in the 14 (adjoint) of the G_2 gauge algebra by the N = 2 Higgs mechanism (hyperkähler quotient). If the quaternionic dimension of the Higgs branch of the [II^∗, C_5] SCFT on the right side is d_{HB}, then the complex dimension of the Higgs branch on the right side is 2 + 2 · d_{HB} − 2 · 3 by similar reasoning. Equating the two sides gives d_{HB} = 16. Other S-dualities involving the [II^∗, C_5] theory, such as (2.4) and (2.5), give the same answer.

In fact, since we know the explicit form of the left side Higgs branches from the hyperkähler quotient construction, consistency among two or more such S duality relations should in principle suffice to determine the explicit structure of the Higgs branches of the SCFTs on the right side, along the lines of [29]. This method, however, is laborious; it may be easier to determine the Higgs branches by computing the associated ideal in the universal enveloping algebra of the flavor symmetry (i.e., the set of relations that a set of generators of the chiral ring satisfy) from the Hall-Littlewood index [16]. In any case, we will not attempt to do these computations here.

Similar reasoning gives the Higgs branch dimensions, d_{HB}, for the other SCFTs in the I_4 series, and their values are reported in table 1. Note that the dimensions of these Higgs branches are not those of the minimal nilpotent orbits of the corresponding flavor algebras. Thus, unlike the I_1 series, these Higgs branches do not coincide with centered 1-instanton moduli spaces.

Also unlike the I_1 series, the I_4 series SCFTs all have non-trivial ECBs. These can also be easily determined from the S-dualities (2.3)–(2.9) by matching the ECBs on both sides.

For example, from the first S duality, (2.3), the ECB fiber on the left side has quaternionic dimension 4 which transforms in the 8 of the C_4 flavor symmetry. On the right side, the 2 halfhypermultiplet charged under the A_1 gauge factor does not contribute any ECB fiber, thus the [II^∗, C_5] SCFT must have an ECB fiber of quaternionic dimension at least 4. Furthermore, the A_1 weakly gauges the A_1 subalgebra of the C_5 flavor symmetry with commutant C_4. The

– 12 –

ECB fiber of the SCFT must therefore have h = 5 and transform in the 10 of C_5 since upon weakly gauging the A_1 subalgebra, one of its quaternionic dimensions is lifted, giving the ECB of the left side. It is easy to see that no other choice of symplectic representation of C_5 (potentially plus singlets) for the flavor action on the ECB fiber works. This can furthermore be checked using other S-duality relations for the [II^∗, C_5] SCFT, such as those given in (2.4) and (2.5). Similar reasoning determines the ECB fiber of the [III^∗, C_3A_1] SCFT as having h = 3, transforming as the (6, 1) under the flavor algebra.

In the case of the [IV^∗, C_2U_1] theory, the only known S-duality is the one shown in (2.9). The left side has no ECB and has flavor symmetry U_1 ⊕ U_1, and on the right side the A_1 weakly gauges the index-2 A_1 ⊂ C_2 with commutant U_1 [10]. There are two possible consistent solutions for the ECB fiber of the [IV^∗, C_2U_1] theory: (1) the trivial one in which it is empty, and (2) one in which h = 2 and it transforms as 4_0 under the C_2 ⊕ U_1 flavor symmetry. The second solution is consistent since the index-2 A_1 ⊂ C_2 is the one under which the fundamental of C_2 decomposes as 4 = 2 · 2, and so the whole ECB fiber is lifted upon gauging the A_1. Of these two solutions, only the second one is consistent with the behavior of the [IV^∗, C_2U_1] theory under RG flows. In particular, upon turning on a mass adjointly breaking the flavor factor C_2 → C_1 (with index of embedding 1, so that 4 = 2 ⊕ 2 · 1) it is known [2] that the [IV^∗, C_2U_1] theory flows to the [I^∗_0 , C_1] theory which is the lagrangian N = 4 SU(2) SYM theory. Since this latter theory has a one-quaternionic-dimensional ECB fiber, its UV parent must have a non-empty ECB fiber as well.

These results for the I_4 series are shown in table 1. It is curious that all the I_4 series SCFTs have ECB fibers which transform in the fundamental of a symplectic flavor symmetry factor, just as is always the case for gauge (lagrangian) theories, as we showed above. This is possibly a result of these theories having a purely lagrangian dual. But, as shown by the I^∗_1 and IV^∗_{Q=1} series SCFTs (which have no known lagrangian duals), this pattern of ECB fibers does not hold for general SCFTs. (The ECBs of these theories were determined in [3].)

2.3 Chiral rings of SCFTs and coordinate ring of HBs and ECBs So far we have discussed the geometric aspects of the moduli space of N = 2 SCFTs. The existence of these HBs and ECBs also puts constraints on the operator algebra of the associated SCFTs. The possible N = 2 superconformal multiplets containing scalar operators which can get vevs parametrizing the various branches give rise to a chiral ring in the SCFT operator product expansion. This chiral ring may be identified with the coordinate ring of the moduli space of the SCFT. We will show that a very simple assumption on the structure of the SCFT chiral ring reproduces the coordinate rings of the ECBs described above.

2.3.1 N =2 SCFT chiral ring We first recall some facts about the 4d N = 2 superconformal operator spectrum. A primary field of a superconformal multiplet is characterized by its dimension Δ, Lorentz spins (j, ~ȷ), SU(2)_R spin (“R-spin”) R, and U(1)_R-charge r. The unitary, positive energy representations of the N = 2 superconformal algebra, following [30, 31] are summarized in table 6 of [1].

– 13 –

The most important representations for our purposes are the Lorentz scalar “semi-chiral” B_{R,r (0,0)} multiplets and their “bi-chiral” ^B_R shortenings. Vevs of the primaries of these multiplets can parameterize the moduli space of vacua of the SCFT. For ease of notation, we will drop the Lorentz spin (j, ~ȷ) = (0, 0) subscripts on the B multiplets since we will only consider Lorentz scalars from now on. B_{R,r} have U(1)_R charge r > 1 while ^B_R has r = 0. There are also Lorentz scalar D_R multiplets which can be thought of as specializations (shortenings) of the B_{R,r} scalar multiplets in the r → 1 limit. Finally, the R = 0 B multiplets are anti-chiral, and are also called “E” multiplets, B_{0,r} ≡ E_r. In all cases the dimension of the primaries of these multiplets is given by

Δ = 2R + r. (2.10)

By virtue of this relation, the Lorentz scalar B_{R,r} multiplet primaries with maximal Rspin (R_3 = R) form a chiral ring, as do the complex scalar ^B_R primaries with highest R-spin. Also, it is easy to see that the product of a ^B maximal R-spin primary with a scalar B multiplet maximal R-spin primary is another scalar B primary.

More precisely, pick an N = 1 subalgebra of the N = 2 algebra corresponding to a choice of Cartan U(1)_{R3} ⊂ SU(2)_R, and denote the complex scalar primaries of the ^B_R, B_{R,r}, and E_r multiplets with R_3 = R by

^B_R → q_R, B_{R,r} → m_{R,r}, E_r → φ_r, with R ∈ {^1_2 , 1,^3_2 , 2, . . .} and r ≥ 1. (2.11)

(The m, φ fields with r = 1 are actually the complex scalar primaries of the D_R multiplets: φ_1 ∈ D_0 and m_{R,1} ∈ D_R.) Then these complex fields satisfy the chiral ring relations q^a_R q^b_S = C^{ab}_c q^c_{R+S} , q^a_R m^i_{S,s} = C^{ai}_j m^j_{R+S , s} q^a_R φ^α_r = C^{aα}_i m^i_{R,r} m^i_{R,r} m^j_{S,s} = C^{ij}_k m^k_{R+S , r+s} m^i_{R,r} φ^α_s = C^{iα}_j m^j_{R , r+s} (2.12) φ^α_r φ^β_s = C^{αβ}_γ φ^γ_{r+s} Here the a, i, α indices label fields in different multiplets with the same (R, r) quantum numbers. The C^{··}_· are complex constants which determine the chiral ring up to the freedom to perform linear redefinitions of the fields within each (R, r) sector.

There are some constraints on the C^{··}_· ’s which follow from physics. First, ^B_0 ∋ q_0 ≡ 1, is the identity and is assumed to be unique; we have dropped its trivial relations from (2.12) by restricting the R index to start at^1_2 . Second, q^a_{1/2} ∈ ^B_{1/2} and φ^α_1 ∈ D_0 are scalars in free massless hypermultiplets^8 and vector multiplets, respectively. As such, they are free generators of the (commutative) chiral ring. Third, the ^B_1 multiplet containing the q_1 fields (with R = 1 and Δ = 2) have a conserved current at the second level, so transform in the adjoint of the N = 2 flavor symmetry algebra. All other fields in the chiral ring can be

8The other complex scalar field in the free hypermultiplet is the R3 = −^1_2 primary of the ^B_{1/2} multiplet; because it is a free field, it is also part of the chiral ring.

– 14 – organized into irreducible representations of the flavor group. Since there is no chiral ring relation in (2.12) of the form q_1φ_r ∼ φ_r, the φ^a_r are all flavor singlets.

It is possible, from their quantum numbers, to make an identification between the coordinate ring of the various branches and the complex scalar primaries of the ^B_R, B_{R,r}, and E_r multiplets generating the chiral ring relations (2.12):

• The q^a_R scalars carry no U(1)_R charge and have non-zero SU(2)_R spins, their vevs can be identified with the Higgs branch complex coordinate ring.

• The φ^α_r scalars can be identified with Coulomb branch chiral ring operators, as they have zero R-spin but non-zero U(1)_R charge.

• The m_{R,r} scalars carry instead both U(1)_R and SU(2)_R charge and can thus be identified with mixed branch chiral ring operators.

We should note that the identification of all these chiral ring operators with Higgs, Coulomb, and mixed branch operators is conjectural [21, 32] in the sense that it is possible that some or all of them may occur in the SCFT operator algebra but do not correspond to flat directions. Conversely, however, if a φ_r field does develop a vev, then since it has R = 0 the SU(2)_R symmetry remains unbroken. Furthermore, by the Goldstone theorem, the Nambu-Goldstone boson of the spontaneously broken scale symmetry (the dilaton) must decouple in the IR. It will then be in a free N = 2 supermultiplet whose scalars are SU(2)_R singlets, that is a vector multiplet. A similar argument applies for the q_R fields.

Finally, the chiral ring describes only the (or a) complex structure of the moduli space, but not its metric structure. The hyperkähler and special Kähler structures on the moduli space are encoded in other (singular) terms in the chiral primary OPEs. We will not have anything to say about the metric structure of the moduli space in what follows.

2.3.2 Moduli space coordinate ring for rank-1 SCFTs We take the CB to have planar topology, so its chiral ring will be freely generated by a single φ_r. The HB and ECB fiber are more difficult to describe. We start by describing a simple example of the coordinate ring of a Z_2 orbifold; this will prove useful later.

Coordinate ring of V_d := C^d /Z_2. This d-dimensional variety with an isolated singularity at the origin is defined as the orbifold of C^d under the equivalence v ∼ −v where v = (v_1, . . . , v_d) ∈ C^d . Because of the Z_2 identification, v are not “good” (i.e., globally defined) complex coordinates on V_d, but z_{(ij)} := v_iv_j are good coordinates. However, they are not independent since they satisfy the polynomial relations generating the ideal I = ⟨ z_{(ij)}z_{(kℓ)}−z_{(ik)}z_{(jℓ)} , ∀i, j, k, ℓ ⟩. (2.13) So we can think of {z_{(ij)}} ∈ C^n with n =^1_2 d(d + 1), and define V_d = C^n /I. Note that there are^1_{12} d^2(d^2 − 1) constraints generating (2.13) even though dim(V_d) = d. It is easy to see

– 15 – that one cannot eliminate any of the constraints in favor of the others because they are all of the same degree. One can, however, check that V_d is indeed d-dimensional by looking in the vicinity of a specific point, say one with z_{11} ≠ 0, and then systematically solving for all but d − 1 of the other variables by dividing by z_{11} as needed.

Let’s now turn to the description of the chiral ring structure of the HB and ECB of the theories in table 1. We will only describe theories in the I_4, I^∗_1 and IV^∗_{Q=1} series as the I_1 series has been already extensively discussed in the literature [29].

I_4 series. First, consider the moduli space of the N = 4 SU(2) ≃ so(3) SYM theory. This is the [I^∗_0 , C_1] theory in the I_4 series in table 1. Since it is a lagrangian theory, it is easy to fully describe its chiral ring. It will turn out that the ECB’s of the other (non-lagrangian) SCFTs in the I_4 series follow a similar pattern.

From an N = 1 perspective, the N = 4 R-symmetry splits as so(6)_R ⊃ SU(3)_F × U(1)_r′ where the SU(3)_F is interpreted in the N = 1 theory as a flavor symmetry. In an N = 1 lagrangian (gauge-variant) description, the moduli space is the space of vevs of the gauge adjoint complex scalars of three chiral multiplets. Denote these fields as Q^i_a with a = 1, 2, 3 the gauge triplet index, and i = 1, 2, 3 an SU(3)_F triplet index. Then the N = 1 superpotential is W = ϵ_{ijk}Q^i_aQ^j_bQ^k_c ϵ_{abc}, implying F -term constraints which are equivalent to Q^j_bQ^k_c = Q^j_cQ^k_b ∀ j, k, b, c. (2.14) The D-term constraints are solved by forming all holomorphic gauge invariants, an algebraic basis of which are the “mesons”

C^3 ∋ M^{(ij)} := Q^i_aQ^j_a. (2.15)

Then the moduli space is given in terms of the mesons by

V_{N =4} = C^3 /J , J = ⟨ M^{(ij)}M^{(kℓ)}−M^{(ik)}M^{(jℓ)} , ∀ i, j, k, ℓ ⟩, (2.16)

where the relations generating the ideal J follow from (2.14). We recognize this variety as V_{N =4} = V_3 = C^3 /Z_2.

Now, from the N = 2 perspective, the N = 4 R-symmetry splits instead as so(6)_R ⊃ so(4) × so(2) ≃ SU(2)_F × SU(2)_R × U(1)_r , where SU(2)_F ≃ C_1 is the N = 2 flavor symmetry shown in table 1. The Q^i_a of the N = 1 description for i = 1, 2 then transform as a doublet under the diagonal SU(2) ⊂ SU(2)_F × SU(2)_R and are not charged under the U(1)_r , while Q^3_a is a flavor- and R-singlet of charge 1 under U(1)_r. Thus the meson fields fall into N = 2 supermultiplets as

M^{(ij)} = q_1 ∈ ^B_1 with R = 1, r = 0, F = 1, M^{(i3)} = m_{12 ,1} ∈ B 1_{2 ,1} with R =^1_2 , r = 1, F =^1_2 , (2.17)

M^{(33)} = φ_2 ∈ E_2 with R = 0, r = 2, F = 0,

– 16 – where the Young diagram superscripts denote the SU(2)_F representation, and we are using the notation of equation (2.11). Then the (2.16) constraints imply the (leading) chiral ring (2.12) relations

q_1 q_1 ∼ q_2 , q_1 m_{12 ,1} ∼ m_{32 ,1} q_1 φ^•_2 ∼ m_{1,2} (2.18)

m_{12 ,1} m_{12 ,1} ∼ m_{1,2} m_{12 ,1} φ^•_2 ∼ m_{12 ,3} (2.19)

φ^•_2 φ^•_2 ∼ φ^•_4. (2.20)

Since ⊗_S = ⊕ •, the first relation of (2.18) reflects the constraint that the singlet hypermultiplet does not appear in the HB chiral ring. (This is the simplest instance of the Joseph ideal relation defining the minimal nilpotent orbit for SU(2)_F .) Similarly, since ⊗ = ⊕ , the second relation of (2.18) reflects that constraint that m_{32 ,1} does not appear in the ECB chiral ring. Since ⊗ • = = ⊗_S , there is no constraint in the third chiral ring relation in (2.18) or first relation in (2.19) involving the vanishing of ECB mutliplets, but there is a constraint that the same ECB field, m_{1,2}, appears on the right side of both relations in order to be compatible with (2.16).

We will now extend this analysis to theories with C_n ≃ sp(n) flavor groups with n > 1. The cases with n = 2, 3, 5 appear among the non-lagrangian SCFTs of the I_4 series in table 1. The relevant C_n representation theory is summarized in

⊗_S = ⊕ [ ⊕ ⊕ • ] , (2.21) ⊗ = ⊕ [ ⊕ ] , (2.22) ⊗_S = = ⊗ •. (2.23)

Then the chiral ring relations analogous to (2.18)–(2.20) but with only the U(1)_r charges changed,

q_1 q_1 ∼ q_2 , q_1 m_{12 , r2} ∼ m_{32 , r2} q_1 φ^•_r ∼ m_{1,r} (2.24)

m_{12 , r2} m_{12 , r2} ∼ m_{1,r} m_{12 , r2} φ^•_r ∼ m_{12 , 3r2} (2.25)

φ^•_r φ^•_r ∼ φ^•_{2r}, (2.26)

imply the constraints: (1) the Higgs branch fields carrying the representations in brackets in (2.21) do not appear on the right side of the first relation in (2.24); (2) the mixed branch fields carrying the representations in brackets in (2.22) do not appear on the right side of the second relation in (2.24); and the (3) mixed branch fields, m_{1,r}, appearing in (2.24) and (2.25) are the same. Constraint (1) is the Joseph ideal constraint describing the minimal nilpotent C_n orbit. This is 2n-complex-dimensional, so has the correct dimension to describe the ECB fiber over the origin of the CB for the I_4 series SCFTs. In fact, these three constraints suffice to describe the whole ECB. To see this, call q_1 := M^{(ij)}, m_{12 , r2} := M^{(i0)}, and φ^•_r = M^{(00)},

– 17 – for i, j, k, ℓ ∈ {1, . . . , 2n}. Then constraint (1) ⇒ M^{(ij)}M^{(kℓ)} = M^{(ik)}M^{(jℓ)}, constraint (2) ⇒ M^{(ij)}M^{(k0)} = M^{(ik)}M^{(j0)}, (2.27) constraint (3) ⇒ M^{(ij)}M^{(00)} = M^{(i0)}M^{(j0)}.

Comparing to (2.13), we see that these relations describe the coordinate ring of V_{2n+1} := C^{2n+1} /Z_2. This fits nicely with the description of the ECBs of the I_4 series given in table 1. In particular, dim_C (ECB) = 1 + 2h = 1 + 2n for n = 5 for the [II^∗, C_5] theory, for n = 3 for the [III^∗, C_3A_1] theory, and for n = 2 for the [IV^∗, C_2U_1] theory. Thus in each case the ECB is a Z_2 orbifold.

The above chiral ring does not capture the HBs of the I_4 series SCFTs with a C_n flavor factor, which as we have seen have complex dimensions 2d_{HB} given by 32, 16 and 8 for n = 5, 3, and 2, respectively. They presumably arise in the chiral ring by loosening constraint (1) in (2.27), e.g., by allowing Higgs branch fields q^{···}_2 to appear on the right side of the first chiral ring relation in (2.24) carrying one or more of the C_n irreps in the Joseph ideal (those in brackets in (2.21)).

It is tempting to try to identify these HBs as nilpotent C_n orbits.^9 It is easy to check that for C_n, there is a unique orbit of dimension 8(n − 1), and it is special.^{10} For n = 5, 3, and 2, these give the right dimensions to be the HBs of the I_4 series CFTs. So it is natural to conjecture that these are, in fact, the HBs of these theories.

I^∗_1 and IV^∗_{Q=1} series. The ECB of the [II^∗, A_3 ⋊ Z_2] CFT was determined in [3] to have fiber of complex dimension 8, transforming as 4 ⊕ 4 of A_3, while its HB was determined in [13] to have complex dimension 18. Though there is an 8-dimensional A_3 nilpotent orbit, its coordinate ring does not fit with that of the ECB fiber over generic points on the CB to give simple chiral ring relations such as (2.24)–(2.26) in the I_4 series. Furthermore, there is no 18-dimensional nilpotent orbit for A_3.

The ECBs of the other I^∗_1 and IV^∗_{Q=1} series CFTs were also determined in [3] and are shown in table 1. However the HBs of the [III^∗, A_1U_1 ⋊ Z_2] and [II^∗, A_2 ⋊ Z_2] theories could

9The nilpotent orbits of Cn can be described in terms of partitions of integers and their associated Young diagrams as follows [33]. Label nilpotent orbit O_d by a partition d ≡ [d1, · · · , dr] of 2n such that each odd di occurs with even multiplicity. The associated Young diagram is the one with di boxes in its ith row, where the di are put in non-increasing order. Define the transpose partition by d^t ≡ [p1, · · · , ps] with pi := |{j|dj ≥ i}|, so that the pi are the lengths of the rows of the transpose Young diagram of d, which is the Young diagram with rows and columns exchanged. The complex dimension of a given nilpotent orbit O_d is given by dim(O_d) = n(2n + 1) −^1_2 (Σ + P ), where Σ := ∑ i p^2_i , and P := |{j|dj is odd}|. The closure of one nilpotent orbit contains another, O_d ⊃ O_d′ , if and only if ∑_k i=1 di ≥ ∑_k i=1 d^′_i for all k. Under this partial ordering, the minimal non-zero nilpotent Cn orbit is d = [2, 1^{2n−2} ] and has dimension 2n. It is contained in the closure of all other nilpotent Cn orbits.

10This orbit is the orbit identified as d = [4, 2, 1^{2n−6}] which, for n = 2, degenerates to d = [4]. A Cn partition d is special if d^t is also a Cn partition, which is equivalent to it having an even number of even entries. Special orbits are those which can be described by “primitive ideals” constructed from irreducible representations of Cn in the ring of polynomials in dim(Cn) variables.

– 18 – not be determined. The chiral rings of the ECBs (which include the HBs) of the [IV^∗, U_1] and [III^∗, U_1 ⋊ Z_2] are very simple and were described in [3].

3 Central charges from the twisted ECB partition function

We now turn to the computation of the conformal and current algebra central charges of rank-1 N = 2 SCFTs. We follow and slightly extend the method of Shapere and Tachikawa [6] to compute these central charges from the low energy data on the CB. The dimension of the ECB and the action of the flavor group on it turn out to be important inputs to this computation. We again use S dual relations of some of the rank-1 SCFTs to weakly coupled N =2 gauge theories as independent checks.

3.1 Topologically twisted ECB partition function

The a and c central charges of the 4d conformal algebra are certain coefficients in OPEs of energy-momentum tensors, and the k central charges appear in the OPEs of flavor currents. In case the flavor algebra f = ⊕_af_a is a sum of simple or U(1) factors, then each factor will have a separate k_a central charge. These OPE coefficients are special because they appear in the scale anomaly in the presence of a background metric and background gauge fields for f as coefficients multiplying certain scalar densities of the background fields. N = 2 superconformal symmetry relates the scale anomaly to ’t Hooft anomalies for the U(1)_R ⊕ SU(2)_R ⊕_a f_a global symmetry, with the result that in the presence of a background metric and background gauge fields for the global symmetries, the conservation of the U(1)_R current is broken by terms proportional to the central charges times topological densities formed from the background fields. Shapere and Tachikawa [6] were able to use these results to relate the computation of the a and c central charges of SCFTs in flat space to the U(1)_R anomalies of the topologically twisted gauge theories obtained from the initial N = 2 SCFTs. A slight generalization of this method is needed to compute the central charges in our cases. But first we will briefly review their method involving the topologically twisted CB partition function [6]. For a more detailed treatment we refer to the original literature [6, 34, 35] Background metric and gauge fields describing an arbitrary smooth oriented 4-fold M with F -bundle (where F is the flavor symmetry group with Lie algebra f) generally break N = 2 supersymmetry. However, if one chooses the background SU(2)_R field strength proportional to the self-dual part of the background curvature, a topologically twisted sector of the theory — sensitive only to topological invariants of the background fields — is still protected by a supersymmetry [34]. The result [6, 35] is that the partition function of the twisted theory on M with an F -bundle carries U(1)_R charge^{11}

ΔR = (2a − c) · χ + 3 2 c · σ − 1 2 ∑ a k_a · n_a, (3.1)

11Note that we are using a normalization of the U(1)R charge such that R(u) = Δ(u). This differs from that used in [6] by a factor of two.

– 19 – where χ and σ are the Euler number and signature of M and n_a are the instanton numbers of the F -bundle.

We normalize the instanton numbers in the usual way so that they run over all integers as we vary the 4-fold M and the F -bundles with F simply connected. Since we are working on general M the partition function may be sensitive to the global form of F . We will use this in section 3.4 below to put some constraints on what the global form of the flavor symmetry can be in certain SCFTs.

Then (3.1) corresponds to the standard normalizations of the central charges where for n_V free vector multiplets and n_H free hypermultiplets

24a = 5n_V + n_H , 12c = 2n_V + n_H , k_a = T_a(2n_H). (3.2)

Thus, in this case

ΔR_{free} = 1 4 n_V · χ + ( 1 4 n_V + 1 8 n_H ) · σ − 1 2 ∑ a T_a(2n_H) · n_a. (3.3)

Here 2n_H is the (reducible) representation of f under which the 2n_H half-hypermultiplets transform. T_a(2n_H) is the quadratic index of 2n_H with respect to the f_a factor.^{12} In case n_H = 0, there is no contribution from the last term in (3.3), so we adopt the convention that T (“0”) := 0.

Upon flowing to the IR on the Coulomb branch, the partition function of the twisted theory is given by the path integral of the low energy Lagrangian [35] Z = ∫ [dV ][dH] A^χ B^σ ∏ aC^{na}_a e^{SlR[V,H]}. (3.4) The path integral is over the n_V (IR free) massless neutral vector multiplet fields and n_H massless neutral hypermultiplet fields (if any) on the ECB. This includes an ordinary integral over the 0-modes (constant modes) of the vector multiplet scalars, u. It can be shown that A, B, and the C_a can only depend holomorphically on u, the masses, and the chiral relevant or marginal deformation parameters. They can have zeros or poles only at singularities of the ECB where additional states (i.e., beyond those described by V and H) become massless.

Thus from (3.4) the total U(1)_R charge of the partition function is evaluated at a generic (i.e., non-singular) point on the CB to be

ΔR = ( R(A) + 1 4 n_V ) · χ + ( R(B) + 1 4 n_V + 1 8 n_H ) · σ + ∑ a ( R(C_a) − 1 2 T_a(2n_H) ) · n_a, (3.5)

12If 2nH decomposes into irreps of ⊕^L_{a=1}fa according to 2nH = ⊕α(rα1 ⊗ rα2 ⊗ · · · ⊗ rαL), then Ta(2nH) = ∑ α (∏ b≠a rαb ) T (rαa). The quadratic index for a simple factor is proportional to the sum of the squaredlengths of weights in 2nH, T (2nH) := (1/rankf) ∑ λ(λ, λ), where the weights are normalized so that the long roots of f have length-squared 2. This is the normalization for which T (n) = 1 for SU(n).

– 20 – where we have used (3.3) to evaluate the contribution from the [dV ][dH] measure. Comparing this to (3.1) for arbitrary (χ, σ, n_a) gives

24a = 5n_V + n_H + 12R(A) + 8R(B), 12c = 2n_V + n_H + 8R(B), (3.6) k_a = T_a(2n_H) − 2R(C_a).

These are our key equations, relating the central charges to the low energy data n_V , n_H , 2n_H, A, B, C_a. Since n_V is just the complex dimension of the CB, in the rank 1 case we are examining here,

n_V = 1. (3.7)

Since n_H is the number of massless netural hypermultiplets at a generic point on the CB, it is the quaternionic dimension of the Higgs fiber of the ECB,

n_H = h. (3.8)

It remains to determine the dimensions of A, B, and the C_a.

Topological invariance implies [35] that A, B, and C_a depend holomorphically on u. It can be shown that A^χ transforms as a holomorphic modular form of weight −χ/2 under the EM duality group on the CB [35], and this fixes A to be [36–38] A = α det(∂u^i/∂a^j )^{1/2}. Here a^j are the special coordinates on the CB which have scaling dimension, and thus U(1)_R charge, 1. The prefactor α is u-independent. In the conformal case it can only depend on constants which are all dimensionless, so R(α) = 0. In the rank-1 case, therefore, we have R(A) = Δ − 1 2 (3.9)

where Δ := Δ(u) is the scaling dimension of the global complex coordinate on the CB.

When the twisted theory is put on a smooth spin 4-manifold, B^σ and C^{na}_a are single-valued functions on the CB.^{13} Since B^σ is holomorphic in u and for smooth spin 4-manifolds σ ∈ 16Z [39, 40], we see that B^{16} must be a single-valued holomorphic function of u. Likewise, the instanton numbers n_a ∈ Z (at least for simply-connected flavor groups; see section 3.4), so C_a must be a single-valued holomorphic function of u.

We discuss the determination of R(B) and R(C_a) in the next two subsections.

3.2 Conformal algebra central charges In the rank-1 case, by holomorphy and scale invariance, we must have that B^{16} = βu^b for some integer b and complex constant β, so R(B) = bΔ/16. Comparing to (3.6) gives in the rank-1 case the following integer associated to SCFTs,

b := 16 R(B) Δ = 2 12c − 2 − h Δ ∈ Z. (3.10)

13For non-spin 4-manifolds the B^σ measure factor may be multi-valued on the CB [35].

– 21 –

We determine the integer b by the same line of argument used in [6]. The only slight difference is that we show we can do so without assuming weak coupling asymptotically far on the CB.

The strategy is to consider deforming away from conformality by turning on some N = 2 preserving relevant operators. Such a deformation does not lift the Coulomb branch, though it does generically lift the ECB fibers. The B^{16} function will be deformed to one which can only have a zero or a pole in u at some singular points, u = u_i, on the CB, i.e., points where there are additional massless states. The scaling dimension of B^{16} near these points then reflects the contribution of these additional degrees of freedom. Also, the large-u asymptotics of B^{16} are not changed by the deformation since relevant deformations have arbitrarily small effect at large u; see [1] for a discussion. Since we are assuming that for arbitrary relevant deformation the CB is simply the complex u-plane (i.e., does not have a more complicated topology), it then follows that we can determine the total degree of B^{16} in u at u = 0 for the undeformed theory by summing the degrees of B^{16} at each u = u_i for the deformed theory.

For generic deformation, we know from [1] that the CFT singularity at the origin of the CB splits into undeformable singularities at points u_i, i = 1, . . . , Z.^{14} Each one of these singularities is associated to a SCFT; that is, the additional massless states at u_i together with any generic massless neutral vector or hypermultiplets form an IR CFT, denoted as CFT_i. Each CFT_i is rank 1 with a CB coordinate u − u_i of dimension Δ_i, conformal central charges a_i and c_i, flavor algebra f_i with central charge k_i, and an ECB fiber of quaternionic dimension h_i which transforms under f_i in representation r_i.

Then applying the first two equations in (3.6) to CFT_i, we solve for R(A_i) and R(B_i) as

12R(A_i) = 24a_i − 12c_i − 3, 8R(B_i) = 12c_i − 2 − h_i. (3.11)

Note that (3.9) applied to CFT_i implies

24a_i − 12c_i = 3(2Δ_i − 1), (3.12)

a relation thus predicted [6] for all N = 2 SCFTs, and which can be checked directly for conformal gauge theories [9]. Given a value for R(B_i), we deduce that B^{16}_i = β_i(u−u_i)^{16R(Bi )/Δi} +. . . where β_i is a holomorphic function of m and the dots are subleading terms as u → u_i. Recalling that B^{16}_i must be single-valued in u implies that 16 R(B_i) Δ_i = 2 12c_i − 2 − h_i Δ_i

:= b_i ∈ Z. (3.13)

Call the B^{16} function for the deformed theory B^{16}(u, m). We recover the u-dependence of B^{16}(u) for the original (undeformed) CFT as lim_{m→0} B^{16}(u, m), since the CB dimension does not change as a function of the m. (Note that in general we have to take a limit, and

14The ui’s are the zeros in the u-plane — not counted with multiplicity — of the discriminant of the SW curve, see again [1].

– 22 – not simply set m = 0 since B^{16}(u, m) may diverge at m = 0 if the ECB dimension jumps at m = 0, i.e., when there is an ECB fiber for m = 0 but none (or a smaller one) for m ≠ 0.)

Since there can be no zeros or poles in B^{16} other than those due to the CFT_i, we learn that B^{16} = βu^b with b = Z∑ i=1 b_i. (3.14)

Then (3.10) and (3.13) gives the final answer for R(B) for the original CFT. Plugging into (3.6) gives

24a = 5 + h + 6(Δ − 1) + Δ Z∑ i=1 12c_i − 2 − h_i

Δ_i ,

12c = 2 + h + Δ Z∑ i=1 12c_i − 2 − h_i Δ_i

. (3.15)

This expresses the conformal central charges of the SCFT in question in terms of its CB coordinate dimension, Δ, the quaternionic dimension, h, of its ECB fiber, and the analogous data (Δ_i, h_i, c_i) for the IR SCFTs at each of the singularities that appear upon generically deforming it.

For generic values of the deformation parameters the set of CFT_i’s is given by the deformation pattern in table 1. The CFT_i’s that can appear are thus those undeformable CFTs with Kodaira singularity of type I_n, n ∈ {1, 2, 4} or I^∗_1 or IV^∗_{Q=1}. These CFTs, discussed at length in [1, 2], have the following properties:

I_n: An undeformable I_n singularity corresponds to an IR free U(1) gauge theory with a single charge √ n massless hypermultiplet. It thus has the field content of one free vector multiplet and one free hypermultiplet, a CB field of dimension 1, no higgs branches, and a U(1) flavor symmetry under which the free half-hypermultiplets have charges 1 ⊕ (−1) (in an arbitrary normalization of the U(1) flavor current). Thus for these theories, Δ = 1, 24a = 6, 12c = 3, f = U(1), k = 2, and h = 0, where we used (3.2). In particular, all undeformable I_n singularities contribute b = 1 in (3.13). These are independent of n since n can be absorbed in the normalization of the generators of the U(1) gauge group, which has no physical significance.

I^∗_1 : The frozen I^∗_1 singularity that appears in the I^∗_1 series arises from the IR free SU(2) gauge theory with a single massless half -hypermultiplet in the 4 irrep (a.k.a. the spin-3/2 irrep). It thus has the field content of 3 free vector multiplets and 2 free hypermultiplets, a CB field of dimension 2, no higgs branches, and no flavor symmetry. Thus for this theory, Δ = 2, 24a = 17, 12c = 8, f = ∅, h = 0, and so the frozen I^∗_1 singularity contributes b = 3 in (3.13).

– 23 –

IV^∗_{Q=1}: Finally, the frozen IV^∗_{Q=1} singularity arises from a (hypothetical) interacting CFT with a CB field of dimension 3 and no flavor symmetry, implying that Δ = 3, 24a = 12c+15, c := c^′, f = ∅, h = 0, and that it contributes b = 2(12c^′ − 2)/3 in (3.13). In this case, the value, c^′, of its central charge must be determined from other arguments.

It is now straightforward to apply (3.15) to the regular rank 1 deformation patterns listed in table 1, reproducing the values of the a and c conformal central charges listed there. In the cases where the rank 1 SCFTs in table 1 can be related to weakly coupled lagrangian SCFTs either directly (for the deformations of the I^∗_0 singularity) or using S-dualities (for the unshaded deformations of the II^∗, III^∗, and IV^∗ singularities in table 1), the conformal central charges can be independently calculated [8, 9]. The agreement between these two methods was already noted in [10]. Note that there is only agreement between these two methods once the contributions of the neutral hypermultiplets on the ECB are correctly accounted for.

In the case of the IV^∗_{Q=1} series, the values of the central charges cannot be computed from first principles. The ones shown in table 1 followed from the assumption that the [III^∗, U_1 ⋊Z_2] theory has N =3 supersymmetry, and was discussed in [3]. Note that according to the S-fold arguments of [18, 20], an N = 3 [III^∗, U_1 ⋊ Z_2] SCFT with these central charges is expected to exist.

3.3 Current algebra central charges

We will only compute the flavor central charges, k, for simple (and therefore nonabelian) factors of the flavor symmetry. Central charges for U(1) factors of flavor groups are difficult to determine using these techniques because of the possibility of them mixing under RG flows with the low energy global electric and magnetic U(1)’s on the CB [6]. Furthermore, these U(1) central charges are only defined relative to a choice of normalization of the U(1) generators. Thus a k_{U(1)} central charge needs to specified together with the U(1) flavor charge of a BPS particle in the theory in order to have meaning. For these reasons, we do not list the U(1) flavor central charges in table 1: for those with a “?” in the central charge entry, we are unable to compute it, while for those with a “*”, it can be calculated relative to a conventional normalization. For example, for the undeformable IR-free I_1, I_2, and I_4 theories appearing in table 1, k_{U(1)} = 2 in the normalization where the U(1) flavor charges of the free hypermultiplets are ±1. Also k_{U(1)} can be calculated relative to a given normalization for the [IV^∗, U_1 ⋊ Z_2] and [III^∗, U_1] theories in table 1 since they are N = 3 SCFTs and so the U(1) flavor symmetry of their N = 2 deformations is part of the N = 3 U(3) R-symmetry, implying its central charge is proportional to the a = c central charge.

For simplicity, assume that the flavor symmetry, f, is simple; it is easy to generalize the following argument to semi-simple f = ⊕_af_a. Then there is a single C^n factor in the twisted partition function on the ECB of our CFT, and, by holomorphy and scale invariance,

C^n = γu^{−en}, (3.16)

– 24 – for some integer e and complex constant γ. (The sign of e is for later convenience.) Comparing to (3.6) gives in the rank-1 case the following integer associated to SCFTs, e := − R(C) Δ = k − T (2h) 2Δ ∈ Z, (3.17)

where Δ = Δ(u) is the scaling dimension of the CB parameter vanishing at the conformal vacuum of the CFT.

Because of the difficulty with computing U(1) central charges, we can not use the strategy of the last section of turning on a generic mass deformation, since under such a deformation the low energy flavor group is entirely broken to U(1) factors. Instead, we will use special mass deformations which leave some nonabelian subalgebra of the SCFT flavor symmetry unbroken.

Suppose that under one such special mass deformation, m, our [K, f] SCFT (here K is the Kodaira type and f is the flavor symmetry) deforms to Y distinct singularities as

[K, f ]^m−→ {[K_1, f_1 ⊕ u_1], . . . , [K_Y , f_Y ⊕ u_Y ]} . (3.18)

Here we have separated out the semi-simple part, f_j, from the abelian factors, u_j , of the flavor algebra for each singularity. We will now focus on just one of these singularities, say the ith one, corresponding to a [K_i, f_i ⊕ u_i] CFT.

Put the topologically twisted theory in a background of n_i instantons only in f_i ⊂ f. This corresponds to a total n-instanton background for the original f flavor symmetry where

n = n_id_i (no summation), (3.19)

and the d_i are the Dynkin indices of embedding f_i → f.

Suppose the flavor central charge of the f_i factor at the [K_i, f_i] singularity is k_i, the quaternionic dimension of its ECB fiber is h_i, and, as usual, Δ_i is the scaling dimension of the u − u_i CB parameter there. Then this CFT_i contributes a factor C_i with R-charge (dimension)

R(C_i) = (T (2h_i) − k_i)/2 (3.20)

by (3.6). Since C^{ni}_i ∼ (u − u_i)^{−eini} + . . . , e_i ∈ Z, (3.21) for some integer e_i, where the dots represent subleading terms, we find from (3.20)

e_i = k_i − T (2h_i) 2Δ_i

∈ Z. (3.22)

Then the u-dependence of the C^n measure factor of the original CFT is given by turning off the mass deformation: C^n = lim_{m→0} C^{ni}_i . Comparing (3.16), (3.21), and (3.19) gives

d_ie = e_i, (3.23)

– 25 – which implies, from (3.17) and (3.22), that k = Δ d_iΔ_i

(k_i − T (2h_i)) + T (2h), for each simple f_i. (3.24)

Note that because any simple factor f_i can be chosen, and also many different mass deformations, m, can be chosen, this formula for k is highly over-determined.

We will now apply this formula to compute the flavor central charges of the theories shown in table 1. In preparation, first observe that the 2h free half-hypermultiplets on the ECB fiber of the original [K, f] CFT will transform in some representation of the subalgebra f_i, 2h = 2r_i ⊕ (2s_i · 1). Here we have separated off all the 2s_i singlets, so 2h = 2r_i + 2s_i. (The symplectic nature of the representation, discussed in section 2, ensures that 2r_i is even.) It is important to note that r_i is not necessarily the quaternionic dimension, h_i, of the ECB fiber of the [K_i, f_i ⊕u_i] CFT. The reasons for this are two-fold: r_i may be smaller than h_i to the extent that some of the s_i singlet hypermultiplets might not be lifted because they are neutral under the u_i abelian flavor factors; and r_i may be larger than h_i to the extent that some irreducible summands of 2r_i may be charged under the abelian u_i flavor factors, and so be lifted. This implies, in particular, that the Dynkin index of embedding, d_i := T (2r_i)/T (2h), appearing in (3.24) is not simply expressible in terms of T (2h_i).

I_1 series. Consider the [II^∗, E_8] CFT with CB parameter of dimension Δ = 6, deformed by turning on masses implementing the minimal adjoint flavor breaking E_8 → A_7 ⊕ U_1. From the SW curve for this theory, it is straightforward to compute that the singularity splits as

[II^∗, E_8] → {[I_8, A_7 ⊕ U_1], [I_1, U_1], [I_1, U_1]}. (3.25)

The [I_8, A_7 ⊕ U_1] CFT is an IR free U(1) gauge theory with 8 massless charge-1 hypermultiplets. As such, the dimension of its CB parameter is Δ_1 = 1, its A_7 flavor central charge is k_1 = T (8 ⊕ 8) = 2. Also, the Dynkin index of embedding of A_7 ⊂ E_8 is d_1 = 1. Finally, neither the [II^∗, E_8] nor the [I_8, A_7 ⊕ U_1] CFTs have an ECB fiber, so the T (2h) and T (2h_1) terms in (3.24) should be dropped. The result is k = (6 · 2)/(1 · 1) = 12, giving the result in 1, and in agreement (of course) with the value computed in [6, 9, 41].

It is interesting to perform similar computations with other flavor breakings, and check that the same answer for the E_8 flavor central charge results. As an example, consider the minimal adjoint breaking E_8 → E_7 ⊕ U_1, for which the singularity splits as

[II^∗, E_8] → {[III^∗, E_7], [I_1, U_1]}. (3.26)

This gives Δ = 6, Δ_1 = 4, d_1 = 1, and T (2h) = T (2h_1) = 0 to give k = (6 · k_1)/(4 · 1), correctly giving the ratio of the [II^∗, E_8] and [III^∗, E_7] flavor central charges. There are many more such checks that can be done, all giving the unique results for the I_1 series shown in 1.

– 26 –

I_4 series. Similar computations for the I_4 series are more involved as they now involve non-trivial ECB fibers. We illustrate with the [II^∗, C_5] CFT, which has Δ = 6, h = 5, and T (10) = 1. First consider the minimal adjoint flavor breaking C_5 → A_4 ⊕ U_1. From the SW curve found in [2], one learns that under this deformation the singularity splits as

[II^∗, C_5] → {[I_5, A_4 ⊕ U_1], [I_4, U_1], [I_1, U_1]}. (3.27)

The CFT associated to the first singularity in this list is the IR free U(1) gauge theory with 5 massless charge-1 hypermultiplets, and so has Δ_1 = 1, k_1 = T (5 ⊕ 5) = 2, h_1 = 0. Also d_1 = 2 for A_4 ⊂ C_5. This then gives k =^6_{2·1} (2 − 0) + 1 = 7.

Next, consider the “opposite” minimal adjoint flavor breaking C_5 → U_1 ⊕C_4 under which the singularity splits as

[II^∗, C_5] → {[I^∗_3 , C_4], [I_1, U_1]}. (3.28)

The CFT associated to the first singularity in this list is the IR free SU(2) gauge theory with 8 massless adjoint half-hypermultiplets, as discussed in some detail in section 5.1 of [2]. This IR free theory has Δ_1 = 2, k_1 = 3 · T (8) = 3, and h_1 = 4 so T (2h_1) = T (8) = 1. The ECB fiber dimension follows from the discussion in appendix A, since the 3 of SU(2) has a single zero weight. Also, d_1 = 1 for C_4 ⊂ C_5. This then again gives k =^6_{1·2} (3 − 1) + 1 = 7.

As a final example, consider the C_5 → U_1 ⊕ A_1 ⊕ C_3 minimal adjoint flavor breaking under which the singularity splits as

[II^∗, C_5] → {[III^∗, A_1 ⊕ C_3], [I_1, U_1]}. (3.29)

We can now compute k for the C_5 theory by looking at either the A_1 or the C_3 simple flavor factors of the III^∗ CFT on the right. Call the A_1 and C_3 flavor central charges k_1 and k_3, respectively, and note that d_1 = 2 for A_1 ⊂ C_5 while d_3 = 1 for C_3 ⊂ C_5. Then applying (3.24) to the A_1 factor imples that k =^6_{2·4} (k_1 − 0) + 1 where we have used that the ECB of the III^∗ theory is neutral under the A_1 factor. Similarly, for the C_3 factor, we find k =^6_{1·4} (k_3 − 1) + 1. For k = 7, these then imply (k_3, k_1) = (5, 8), as shown in table 1.

Again, as for the I_1 series, there are many more such checks that can be done, all giving the unique results for the I_4 series shown in 1. Furthermore, an independent check is the computation of the flavor central charge using the S-duality equivalences, such as (2.3)–(2.9), for the I_4 series of CFTs. These were computed in [9, 10], and agree with (3.24).

Other series. For the other series shown in table 1 (as well as for some other theories not shown in table 1) the computations of the flavor central charges using (3.24) were discussed in some detail in [3].^{15}

15Note that there is an error in the formula for k in the published version of [3]; it is corrected in the arXiv version of that paper.

– 27 –

3.4 Constraints from bounds and integrality conditions on central charges

As a further check of the consistency of the picture thus far presented, we will check in this section that the values of the central charges computed using the techniques outlined above are consistent with known (and some conjectural) bounds in the literature. We conclude this section by arguing that a careful analysis of the single-valuedness of the measure in the twisted partition function (3.4) can shed light on the existence of discrete anomalies in gauging the flavor symmetries of certain non-lagrangian theories with no known S-dual description. This is a remarkable result as it relies on purely non-perturbative methods.

Bounds. The Hofman-Maldacena bounds [42–44] on a/c for unitary N = 2 SCFTs are 1 ≤ 2a/c ≤ 5/2. The lower bound is saturated by theories of free hypermultiplets, and the upper bound by free vector multiplets. These bounds are satisfied by all the theories in table 1. Indeed, this can be shown to follow with mild assumptions from the topologically twisted ECB partition function formalism [6]. The lowest value of 2a/c (∼ 1.53) is given by the I_1-series [II^∗, E_8] CFT, and the highest value (2.2) is given by the IV^∗_{Q=1}-series [IV^∗, ∅] CFT.

Also, note that not only does a decrease along RG flows within each series (in agreement with the a theorem [45, 46]), but also 2a/c increases. For weakly couped lagrangian SCFTs this behavior follows because the mass terms which generate the flow lead to the integrating out of at least as many hypermultiplets as the number of vector multiplets which are lifted by adjoint Higgsing on the CB (i.e., tuning the CB vev). This means that the ratio of the number of vector multiplets to the number of hypermultiplets is non-decreasing along the flow, implying from (3.2) that 2a/c is non-decreasing. It is interesting that this pattern also seems to hold for non-lagrangian theories.

The c bound 12c ≥ 22/5 for interacting N = 2 SCFTs [47] is also satisfied by all our theories and is saturated by the I_1-series [II, ∅] CFT.

Analytic bounds on flavor central charges have been obtained from demanding positivity of certain SCFT OPE coefficients coming from unitarity, giving [48, 49] h^∨ k ≤ 1 2 + 1 2 · |f| 12c , and h^∨ k ≤ 3 − 36 5 · 12c − 22 · |f| 12c , (3.30)

where h^∨ is the dual Coxeter number of f. As discussed in [48, 49], these bounds are saturated by the I_1-series CFTs except for the [III, A_1] theory. It is easy to check that none of the other theories in table 1 saturate these bounds. Beem et. al. [48] also find c-independent unitarity bounds for k which depend on the flavor algebra f, and are summarized in table 3 of their paper. These are also saturated for the same subset of the I_1-series mentioned above. For f = C_n, this bound is k ≥ n + 2, and it is interesting to note that this bound is saturated also for the C_n flavor factors of the I_4-series CFTs of table 1.

Relations. For SCFTs related by S-dualities to lagrangian SCFTs, a and c are related by 24a − 12c = 3 ∑ i(2Δ(u_i) − 1) where {u_i} are a basis of good CB complex coordinates of

– 28 – definite scaling dimensions [9]. As mentioned above, this also follows from the topologically twisted ECB partition function formalism [6], and so necessarily holds for all the theories in table 1. It should be pointed out, however, that this relation is known to fail for SCFTs which involve a discrete gauging, which indicates that the topologically twisted ECB partition function formalism as described here must be modified for these kinds of theories [4].

Another lagrangian result is that the quaternionic dimension of the Higgs branch is given by 24c − 24a = n_H − n_V = d_{HB}, as follows from the N = 2 Higgs mechanism. This relation has also been conjectured to extend to non-lagrangian SCFTs which have 3d mirror duals [50]. It is easy to check that this relation is violated in a few low-a CFTs in table 1: the I_1-series [II, ∅] theory has 24c − 24a = 1/5, and the IV^∗_{Q=1}-series [IV^∗, ∅] theory has 24c − 24a = −5/2, while both have d_{HB} = 0. In all other cases, though, the formula works. If one assumed that the formula also works for the two theories in table 1 for which the HB dimension could not be determined by other arguments, it would predict that d_{HB} = 3 for the I^∗_1 -series [III^∗, A_1U_1 ⋊ Z_2] CFT, and d_{HB} = 5 for the IV^∗_{Q=1}-series [II^∗, A_2 ⋊ Z_2] CFT.

Integrality conditions. As noted earlier in (3.10) and (3.17), single-valuedness of the ECB twisted partition function measure factors B^σC^n implies that the combinations of central charges appearing in (3.10) and (3.17) must be integers:

b := 2 12c − 2 − h Δ ∈ Z, and e := k − T (2h) 2Δ ∈ Z. (3.31)

This followed because B^σC^n ∼ u^{−en+b(σ/16)} and because the signature of smooth spin 4- manifolds M is divisible by 16, σ ∈ 16Z, and in our normalization of the instanton number n ∈ Z for F -bundles with simply-connected flavor group F .

The values of b are shown in table 1, and they are all, indeed, integers. In fact, they are all even except for the theories in the IV^∗_{Q=1} series which have odd b. Note that, conjecturally, there may be other rank-1 SCFTs corresponding to the other possible deformed rank-1 CB geometries listed in table 1 of [1]. The central charges of these theories cannot be completely determined by the techniques of this paper since upon deformation they all flow to frozen non-lagrangian CFTs (like the IV^∗_{Q=1} theory shown in table 1). However, assuming frozen CFTs have no ECBs, the above integrality condition constrains their central charges to be 12c ∈ (Δ/2)Z + 2, where Δ = 3, 4, 6 for the hypothetical frozen IV^∗, III^∗, II^∗ CFTs, respectively. The 24a − 12c = 3(2Δ − 1) relation fixes a in terms of c, and the strongest bound on Z then comes from the 2a/c ≤ 5/2 bound which then implies Z ≥ 2 for Δ = 3 and Δ = 4 (in the latter case Z = 2 saturates the bound), and Z ≥ 3 for Δ = 6. Similar integrality conditions and bounds can be obtained for the non-lagrangian interpretations of the I^∗_n frozen singularities as well.

The values for e are also shown in table 1, and they are integers for all theories except for certain ones in the I_2 and I_4 series, where they are half-odd-integral. This means that for those theories, in certain 1-instanton backgrounds for the flavor symmetry the C^n factor in the twisted partition function is double-valued, and as a result the partition function is not well-defined, as its sign is ambiguous.

– 29 –

What is the physical interpretation of this sign ambiguity? We argue that it precisely reflects the existence of a Z_2 obstruction [15] to gauging the flavor symmetry f of these theories. In fact such Z_2 obstruction appears as a sign ambiguity in the partition function of a gauge theory [15] which is also the effect of having half-odd e in the twisted partition function on the ECB. In lagrangian theories this obstruction occurs when there are Weyl fermions in a (possibly reducible) symplectic representation 2r of f with odd quadratic index T (2r). (These only occur for Lie groups with non-vanishing π_4, which are ones whose Lie algebras have simple C_N ≃ sp(2N) factors.) In non-lagrangian theories the obstruction can be tracked by ’t Hooft anomaly matching by adding an additional decoupled Weyl fermion transforming in an appropriate symplectic representation of f. This can also be seen from the behavior of the partition function. In fact a decoupled half-hypermultiplet, H^′, in an appropriate symplectic representation, 2r, of f precisely restores the single-valuedness of the ECB partition function. This is not because the free half-hypermultiplet makes e integral, in fact e remains unchanged: the half-hypermultiplet contributes a factor of T (2r) in (3.31) but at the same time k also increases by precisely the same amount so the half-hypermultiplet contributions to e in cancel. Instead, upon traversing a cycle, γ, in the CB enclosing the conformal vacuum, the measure of the twisted partition function (3.4) of the CFT still gains a minus sign. But with the addition of the free half-hypermultiplet, H^′, there is another contribution, [dH^′], to the measure in (3.4) which contributes a cancelling minus sign upon traversing γ because of the Z_2 twist of its ECB fiber, discussed in appendix A below.

As mentioned above the only simple Lie algebras with symplectic representations with odd quadratic index are the symplectic ones, C_N ≃ sp(2N), so only CFTs with these simple flavor factors can have a Z_2 obstruction. Of the topmost CFTs in each of the series in table 1, only those of the I_2 and I_4 series have such flavor symmetry factors. The [II^∗, C_5] CFT of the I_4 series indeed has the Z_2 obstruction, as deduced in [9] from N = 2 S-dualities such as (2.3)–(2.5). The [I^∗_0 , C_1] theory of the I_2 series is the N = 4 SU(2) gauge theory, which, from the N = 2 perspective, has a C_1 doublet of SU(2) gauge-triplet half-hypermultiplets which therefore give a Z_2 obstruction to gauging the C_1 flavor symmetry. Any potential Z_2 obstructions for the lower CFTs in each series then follow by flowing from the top theory. For instance, since all the C_n flavor factors in the I_4 series are realized upon suitable mass deformations as subgroups of the C_5 flavor symmetry of the [II^∗, C_5] CFT with Dynkin index of embedding 1, it follows by an ’t Hooft anomaly matching argument that they all have Z_2 obstructions to being gauged. This same line of argument applied to the other series then gives the Z_2 obstructions recorded in table 1.

The integrality of e followed from the integrality of the possible instanton numbers of the background flavor bundles on the 4-fold M. We normalized the instanton numbers in the standard way^{16} so that instanton numbers are integers for arbitrary F -bundles over M, where F is the simply connected compact Lie group with Lie algebra f. But if F is not simply

16E.g., by defining n :=^1_{8π2} ∫ M (Ω^∧, Ω), where Ω is the 2-form background f-valued field strength on the euclidean 4-fold M, and (·, ·) is the Killing form on f normalized so that the length-squared of long roots is 2.

– 30 – connected, then, in this normalization, there can be M for which there are F -bundles with fractional instanton number. In particular, it is shown in [51] that SO(3) = SU(2)/Z_2 has instantons with charges in Z/4. This extends to PSp(2N) = Sp(2N)/Z_2, e.g. by embedding the SO(3) ≃ PSp(2) bundle over C P^2 constructed in [51] into PSp(2N) for N > 1. From this we can deduce that the global form of the Lie group of the C_N flavor Lie algebras appearing in the I_4 series CFTs must be the simply connected form Sp(2N) and not PSp(2N). This is because if it were PSp(2N) then for the C^n ∼ u^{−en} measure factor to be single-valued, since n ∈ Z/4, we would need to have e ∈ 4Z. In fact, as we discussed in the last paragraph, for the I_4 series CFTs, the measure factor must in fact be double-valued, but this would still imply e ∈ 2Z, in contradiction with the half-odd-integral values for e computed for these theories. Similar arguments can be used to constrain the possible global forms of the flavor symmetry groups of the other CFTs appearing in table 1.

4 Summary and open questions

Summary of results. This paper, and the other papers in this series, implement a program to classify possible “rank 1, planar” N = 2 SCFTs, i.e., those whose CBs, as complex manifolds, are isomorphic to C , the complex plane.

• In [1, 2] we classified and constructed all possible planar special Kähler geometries which can be consistently interpreted as the CB of either an SCFT or an IR-free theory. We gave evidence for a “safely irrelevant conjecture”: there are no N =2-preserving dangerously irrelevant RG flows. This allowed a classification of the possible distinct rank-1 planar CB geometries in terms of families labeled by a scale-invariant geometry (the “UV singularity”) and its complex deformations. The generic deformation gives a geometry with a characteristic set of singularities (the “IR singularities”).

• In most cases, the IR singularities are all of Kodaira types I_n or I^∗_n, and have simple interpretations as “undeformable” IR-free gauge theories. In this case there are further physical consistency conditions restricting the allowed CB geometries coming from imposing the Dirac quantization condition on the low energy theory (not only for generic values of the deformation parameters, but also for all special values where some of the IR singularities merge). In a few cases the generically deformed CB geometries have IR singularities of types IV^∗ or III^∗ which could be consistently interpreted as new “frozen” N = 2 SCFTs. This was also discussed and analyzed in [1, 2].

• Furthermore, as discussed in some detail in section 5.3 of [2], geometries with I^∗_n or I_n IR singularities can also be consistently interpreted as weakly-gauged non-lagrangian “frozen” CFTs if one is willing to posit the existence of a class of rank-0 N = 2 SCFTs. Since there is no independent evidence for the existence of such rank-0 SCFTs, and since there are few additional physical constraints (beyond N = 2 supersymmetry) that can be put on the resulting rank-1 geometries, we simply listed the I^∗_n-series of geometries

– 31 – in [1, 2] but gave no discussion of the properties of their (potential) associated SCFTs beyond the discussion in section 5.3 of [2].

• For the remaining CB geometries, we then turned to deducing properties of their associated SCFTs. As discussed in section 4.4 of [1], the flavor symmetry can not be directly deduced from the CB geometry. Instead, only a discrete group can be deduced which must include the Weyl group of the flavor symmetry. In [3] we determined the complete set of allowed flavor symmetry groups that are consistent with our CB geometries and also consisent under RG flows. There results a long list of possible consistent distinct rank-1 SCFTs. Many of those SCFTs were found in [4] as the result of gauging certain discrete symmetries of other (known) rank-1 SCFTs and IR-free theories.

• Finally, this paper outlined how to compute (or at least constrain) the central charges of SCFTs from their CB geometries following [6]. To do so, we found we needed to understand the properties of ECBs. The geometrical and algebraic structure of ECBs and HBs are also extensively discussed in the present manuscript.

What is the final result on the set of possible planar, rank-1 N = 2 SCFTs? As discussed in [1, 2], the possible CB geometries can be organized into series by what kind of singularities appear in a generic RG flow to the IR. The series are I_1, I_2, I_4, I^∗_0 , I^∗_1 , I^∗_2 , I^∗_3 , IV^∗, III^∗, and II^∗. (The last is not a “series”: it is simply a conjectural frozen [II^∗, ∅] SCFT.) Which of these series correspond to actual SCFTs? We summarize our results in table 1:

1) The I_1 series (or the “maximal deformation” series) all correspond to SCFTs and have been found as flows from asymptotically free N = 2 gauge theories [7, 52] or are related by S-dualities to weakly-coupled N = 2 gauge SCFTs [8, 9, 53, 54].

2) The I_2 series flows from a lagrangian (N = 4) theory, and so exist [55].

3) The I_4 series, like the I_1 series, have been found via S-dualities [9, 10, 12]. They are characterized by having symplectic flavor symmetries.

An interesting note is that the I_4 and the I_2 series both contain versions of the CB geometry of the N = 4 SU(2) gauge theory. We discussed the relation between these two geometries in section 3.4 of [2], and it was further explored in [4].

4) The I^∗_1 series in table 1 is more inherently strongly coupled: its [II^∗, A_3 ⋊Z_2] member is constructed using class S techniques [13], but does not seem to be S-dual to any gauge theory, while its [IV^∗, U_1] member is an N = 3 SCFT predicted by S-fold arguments [18–20].

These four series all have the feature that they flow to free theories in the IR upon (generic) deformation. In this sense, they are natural generalizations of the original [I^∗_0 , D_4] and [I^∗_0 , C_1] Seiberg-Witten CB solutions [55].

– 32 –

5) In table 1 we have also included the IV^∗_{Q=1} series, which flows to a (conjectural) frozen interacting [IV^∗, ∅] SCFT. The evidence for this is two-fold. These are the only CB geometries that can accommodate the N = 3 [III^∗, U_1 ⋊ Z_2] SCFTs predicted by S-fold arguments [18–20]. Furthermore there is at least one known W-algebra, namely the W(2,7) in [56], which could be consistently interpreted as 2d chiral algebra associated to the frozen IV^∗_{Q=1} singularity^{17}.

Can other series of SCFTs which flow to frozen interacting SCFTs in the IR also exist? There are certainly other possible CB geometries ending in frozen IV^∗, III^∗, or II^∗ singularities. Furthermore, as explained in [2] and mentioned above, it is possible to re-interpret I_n (for n ≥ 1) and I^∗_n (for n ≥ 0) singularities as exotic rank-0 frozen SCFTs coupled to free vector multiplets. If we allowed for such interpretation a plethora of new geometries would be consistent, yet there seems to be no independent evidence for the existence of such rank-0 theories at present.

Another possible way of realizing various IR “frozen” singularities is as IR-free theories with an appropriate discrete global symmetry gauged. When the discrete symmetry acts on the CB, gauging it changes the CB geometry. There is strong evidence for the existence of discretely gauged versions of many of the CFTs in the 5 series shown in table 1, and, interestingly, they provide examples of all but 3 of the possible CB geometries shown in table 1 of [1] and table 1 of [2]. This is explained in detail in [4].

Thus, a conservative conjecture is:

The only planar, rank-1 N = 2 SCFTs are those in table 1 together with their discrete gaugings listed in [4].

Further directions. In addition to some more technical questions mentioned in the conclusions to [1, 2], some questions raised by those papers and this one include:

• Can the Shapere-Tachikawa central charge calculus [6] be refined to also compute the flavor central charges for U(1) factors despite the possibility of mixing with accidental U(1)’s in the IR?

• Can the Shapere-Tachikawa central charge calculus [6] be modified to apply to discretelygauged SCFTs [4]?

• How do the techniques of [1, 2] and this paper generalize to non-planar CB geometries, and is there any independent evidence for the existence of such SCFTs? (Some results in this direction appear in [57].)

• Our method can be generalized to any rank CB, but computationally the problem becomes considerably more complicated already at rank 2 [58]. Computational complexity aside, it is an interesting question whether the set of physical conditions outlined

17We thank Madalena Lemos for pointing this out to us.

– 33 – in [1, 2] and this paper would, in principle, enable a complete classification of SCFT CB geometries at ranks 2 and higher.

• Is there an intrinsic characterization (i.e., just in terms of the geometrical structures on the CB) of the physically allowed CB deformation patterns?

Finally, there is the question of connections to other work on SCFTs. We have pointed out at various points in [1–3] and in this paper some connections to class S constructions, to F-theory or S-fold constructions, to SCFT index computations, and to the analytic and numerical bootstrap program. It would be interesting to also clarify the connections of our program to the results coming from geometric engineering of N = 2 SCFTs, to 3d N = 4 SCFTs via compactification, and to work on BPS quivers. Furthermore it worth pointing out the results in [59] which could shed light in how to directly connect the results obtained through our study of the CB geometry with those obtained studying the algebra of operators at the conformal vacuum.

Acknowledgments

It is a pleasure to thank P. Esposito, M. Lemos, C. Long, A. Shapere, Y. Tachikawa, R. Wijewardhana and J. Wittig, for helpful comments and discussions. This work was supported in part by DOE grant DE-SC0011784. MM was also partially supported by NSF grant PHY- 1151392.

A Gauge theory ECBs

In this section we collect some technical arguments to show the results quoted 2.1.1 which, to make the reading easier, we also report here:

i) In an N = 2 gauge conformal field theory, ECBs occur whenever there are hypermultiplets in a representation R of the gauge group which has zero weights (e.g., SU(2) integer spin representations). It can be shown that such representations are necessarily orthogonal, though the converse is not true.

ii) In N = 2 gauge theories with hypermultiplets transforming in, generally reducible, representations R of the gauge group, the most general flavor symmetry group is a direct sum of unitary, orthogonal and symplectic factors:

f = [⊕_iU(ℓ_i)] ⊕ [⊕_j so(m_j )] ⊕ [⊕_k sp(2n_k)] ; (A.1)

ECB’s can only occur in the theories with symplectic flavor factors.

iii) The ECB hyperkähler factor transforms as a direct sum of fundamental representations of (some subset of) the flavor symmetry f symplectic factors.

– 34 – iv) Generally the ECB fiber, as we approach a singularity in the CB, degenerates into a cone H^h / ∼_σ, where σ is a triholomorphic isometry of H^h which fixes the origin and commutes with the flavor group. For lagrangian SCFTs, the twist σ is always in the Z_2 center of the appropriate symplectic flavor factor.

The general coupling of a half-hypermultiplet, Q, in a (generally reducible) representation, R, of the gauge group to the vector multiplet scalar, Φ, appears in the Lagrangian in the term ∫ d^2θ Φ^AQ_I J^{IJ} (T^A_R )^K_J Q_K (A.2)

in an N = 1 superfield notation where Q stands for the chiral superfield of the half-hyperplet, Φ^A is the N = 1 chiral multiplet in the N = 2 gauge multiplet (so A is a gauge adjoint index), T^A_R are the gauge generators in the R representation (so I, J, . . . are R indices), and J^{IJ} is a symplectic pairing on R inherited from the symplectic form on the H^{dim(R)/2} moduli space of hypermultiplet scalars in the zero gauge coupling limit. This means that J is a non-degenerate antisymmetric invariant tensor intertwining R and its conjugate, JT^A_R = −(T^A_R )^T J, and it only exists if R is a symplectic (a.k.a. pseudoreal) representation. R must therefore be decomposable into a direct sum of symplectic, or pairs of orthogonal, or conjugate pairs of complex representations, R = [ ⊕_iℓ_i ( C_i ⊕ C_i )] ⊕ [⊕_jm_jS_j] ⊕ [⊕_k2n_kO_k] , (A.3)

where C_i, S_j, and O_k are all distinct complex, symplectic, and orthogonal irreducible representations, and ℓ_i, m_j , and 2n_k are their multiplicities.^{18} The flavor symmetry is then

f = [⊕_iU(ℓ_i)] ⊕ [⊕_j so(m_j )] ⊕ [⊕_k sp(2n_k)] ; (A.4)

see, e.g., [27].

On the CB where Φ^A can be taken in a complexified Cartan subalgebra of the gauge algebra, their associated gauge generators {T^i_R}, i = 1, . . . , r, can be diagonalized. That is, there is a basis {Q_{λ,α}} of R such that T^i_RQ_{λ,α} = λ^iQ_{λ,α}. Here λ^i are the weights of R, and the α index labels any possible multiplicities of each weight. Since R is self-conjugate, if λ is a weight, then so is −λ. When restricted to CB flat directions (A.2) becomes ∫ d^2θ ∑ λ∈R λ(Φ) Q_{−λ,α}J_{αβ} Q_{λ,β}, (A.5)

implying that for generic Φ (point on the CB) there is no potential for those Q_λ components with λ = 0. Thus there is an ECB iff the hypermultiplet representation has a zero weight, and the hyperkähler ECB fiber is given by the vevs of all the half-hypermultiplet components with

18While mj can be either even or odd, Z2 anomaly cancellation [15] imposes further restrictions on odd mj ; see, e.g., section 4.2 of [1].

– 35 – λ = 0. There are no further gauge identifications on these components: such identifications come from the action of the Weyl group on the weights, but λ = 0 is trivially fixed by the whole Weyl group. Thus the fiber is ≃ H^h where 2h is the number of Q_{λ=0,α} half-hypermultiplet components. 2h is even since a necessary condition for an irreducible representation to have a zero weight is that it be an orthogonal (a.k.a. real) representation,^{19} and for orthogonal representations J_{αβ} is antisymmetric and non-degenerate, and thus these representations have even multiplicity. This is reflected in the 2n_k multiplicity of orthogonal representations in (A.3) and the symplectic flavor symmetry factors in (A.1).

Though zero weights only occur in orthogonal irreducible representations, not all orthogonal irreps have zero weights. For example, the N-fold antisymmetric tensor product of SU(2N) fundamental representations, the vector representation of so(2N), and the spinor representations of so(4N) are all examples of orthogonal irreps with no zero weights. Indeed, the weight lattice of a semi-simple Lie algebra, g, can be decomposed into disjoint affine sublattices under the action of the center of its associated unique simply-connected compact Lie group. The irreps of g are then organized into center conjugacy classes according to which sublattice their weights belong. The only sublattice containing a zero weight is the root lattice, which corresponds to the center conjugacy class of the adjoint representation of g. This conjugacy class comprises the orthogonal representations which have zero weights. Examples are the adjoint irrep of any simple g, the vector irrep of so(2N + 1), the traceless-symmetric irrep of so(N), the traceless-antisymmetric irrep of sp(2N), and all irreps of G_2, F_4 and E_8.

Since ECB hypermultiplets are in orthogonal gauge representations they will be acted on by the sp(2n_k′ ) factors of f in (A.1) for those {k^′} ⊂ {k} corresponding to irreducible orthogonal representations with zero weights. Say the R^O_k′ orthogonal irreducible representation has q_k′ zero weights. Then the 2q_k′ n_k′ hypermultiplet complex scalars transform under the sp(2n_k′ ) factor of f as q_k′ copies of its 2n_k′ -dimensional (“fundamental”) representation (which is itself a symplectic representation). Thus this sp(2n_k′ ) factor of f acts on the k^′th factor of H^h ∼ ∏ k^′ H q_k′ n_k′ as USp(2n k^′ ) ⊗ Iq^′_k matrices multiplying vectors in C 2n_k′ ⊗ C q_k′ . So, we have learned that in lagrangian theories ECB’s can only occur in theories with symplectic flavor factors, and the ECB fiber always transforms as a direct sum of fundamental representations of (some subset of) these symplectic factors.

Now consider how the ECB fiber degenerates as we approach a singularity in the CB of a gauge SCFT. Our earlier general discussion of the ECB fiber over a singularity showed that it can degenerate into a cone H^h / ∼_σ where σ is a triholomorphic isometry of H^h which fixes the origin and commutes with the flavor action. Consider just the component, H^{nk′ qk′} ⊂ H^h , which transforms as q_k′ copies of the fundamental 2n_k′ -dimensional representation of the USp(2n_k′ ) factor of the flavor group. Thus the most general twist upon traversing a nontrivial cycle in the CB for this factor is given by some σ ∈ O(q_k′ , C ), the complex orthogonal group. (In the case q_k′ = 1, this coincides with the Z_2 center of USp(2n_k′ ).)

19E.g., proposition G in section 3.11 of [60] implies that if an irreducible representation has a zero weight then it is orthogonal.

– 36 –

In fact, for lagrangian SCFTs, the twist σ is always in the Z_2 center of the appropriate USp(2n_k′ ) flavor factor. We can see this as follows. Recall that the CB has singularities along complex co-dimension 1 subvarieties where a charged state becomes massless. Massless hypermultiplets correspond classically to those points of the CB where the vector multiplet scalar vev Φ — which is in a complexified Cartan subalgebra of the gauge algebra — is annihilated by some hypermultiplet weight λ: λ(Φ) = 0. This classical picture of the hypermultiplet singularities is accurate in the weak coupling limit of a lagrangian SCFT, and persists to strong coupling by analytic continuation in the coupling constant. Classically there are also singularities when α(Φ) = 0 for some root α, corresponding to subvarieties along which a charged vector multiplet becomes massless and an SU(2) gauge factor is restored. These vector multiplet singularities generically flow to strong coupling where quantum effects replace them by a pair of dyonic hypermultiplet singularities [61].

When there is an ECB, however, we have seen that there are hypermultiplets in orthogonal gauge representations, O_k′ , in the same center conjugacy class as the adjoint representation. In this case the weights of O_k′ hypermultiplets are in the root lattice, and for SCFTs they are proportional to the roots themselves.^{20} Thus the singularities λ(Φ) = 0 where a component of an O_k′ hypermultiplet becomes massless coincide with the singularities α(Φ) = 0 where classically an IR SU(2) gauge symmetry is restored since λ = α. This IR SU(2) theory therefore has the representation content of an N = 2 SU(2) gauge theory with a positive number (the multiplicity q_k′ n_k′ of the weight λ) of massless adjoint hypermultiplets. It will thus be either a scale invariant or IR-free SU(2) theory, and so, in particular, there will be no quantum corrections to the classical description of its singularity.

Because the Weyl group W acts nontrivially on the Cartan subalgebra, Φ is not a gaugeinvariant coordinate on the CB. The Weyl group is generated by reflections through hyperplanes annihilated by the gauge algebra roots. Thus a loop in the CB linking the singular subvariety corresponding to α(Φ) = 0 is lifted to an open path in the complexified Cartan subalgebra connecting a point Φ_∗ to its image under the Weyl reflection through the α(Φ) = 0 hyperplane. This Weyl reflection is the element of the enhanced SU(2) gauge group which acts as on the neutral massless hypermultiplets there as σ : z_k → −z_k for each z_k ∈ C^{nk} , which is the action of the center of USp(2n_k′ ).

References

[1] P. Argyres, M. Lotito, Y. Lü, and M. Martone, Geometric constraints on the space of N=2 SCFTs I: physical constraints on relevant deformations, arXiv:1505.04814.

20In general, elements of the root lattice need not be proportional to roots. However, all the representations with weights in the root lattice which can occur in a SCFT (i.e., do not give too large a contribution to the beta function) have weights which are a subset of the roots, as can be checked by inspection, e.g., using the classification of gauge SCFTs given in [62]. This discussion can be extended to IR-free gauge theories, in which case the O_k′ irreps may have weights in the root lattice which are not proportional to any root. The singularities where components of the O_k′ hypermultiplet with such weights become massless will then not have an enhanced SU(2) IR gauge symmetry, and so no Z2 identification on the ECB fiber.

– 37 –

[2] P. C. Argyres, M. Lotito, Y. Lü, and M. Martone, Geometric constraints on the space of N=2 SCFTs II: Construction of special Kahler geometries and RG flows, arXiv:1601.00011.

[3] P. C. Argyres, M. Lotito, Y. Lü, and M. Martone, Expanding the landscape of N=2 rank 1 SCFTs, JHEP 05 (2016) 088, [arXiv:1602.02764].

[4] P. C. Argyres and M. Martone, 4d N=2 theories with disconnected gauge groups, JHEP 03 (2017) 145, [arXiv:1611.08602].

[5] P. C. Argyres, M. R. Plesser, and N. Seiberg, The moduli space of vacua of N=2 SUSY QCD and duality in N=1 SUSY QCD, Nucl.Phys. B471 (1996) 159–194, [hep-th/9603042].

[6] A. D. Shapere and Y. Tachikawa, Central charges of N=2 superconformal field theories in four dimensions, JHEP 0809 (2008) 109, [arXiv:0804.1957].

[7] P. C. Argyres, M. R. Plesser, N. Seiberg, and E. Witten, New N=2 superconformal field theories in four-dimensions, Nucl.Phys. B461 (1996) 71–84, [hep-th/9511154].

[8] P. C. Argyres and N. Seiberg, S-duality in N=2 supersymmetric gauge theories, JHEP 0712 (2007) 088, [arXiv:0711.0054].

[9] P. C. Argyres and J. R. Wittig, Infinite coupling duals of N=2 gauge theories and new rank 1 superconformal field theories, JHEP 0801 (2008) 074, [arXiv:0712.2028].

[10] P. C. Argyres and J. Wittig, Mass deformations of four-dimensional, rank 1, N=2 superconformal field theories, J.Phys.Conf.Ser. 462 (2013), no. 1 012001, [arXiv:1007.5026].

[11] D. Gaiotto, N=2 dualities, JHEP 1208 (2012) 034, [arXiv:0904.2715]. [12] O. Chacaltana, J. Distler, and A. Trimm, A family of 4d N=2 interacting SCFTs from the twisted A_{2N} series, arXiv:1412.8129.

[13] O. Chacaltana, J. Distler, and A. Trimm, Tinkertoys for the Z3-twisted D4 Theory,

arXiv:1601.02077.

[14] L. Rastelli and S. S. Razamat, The superconformal index of theories of class S,

arXiv:1412.7131.

[15] E. Witten, An SU(2) anomaly, Phys.Lett. B117 (1982) 324–328. [16] C. Beem, W. Peelaers, L. Rastelli, and B. C. van Rees, Chiral algebras of class S,

arXiv:1408.6522.

[17] O. Aharony and M. Evtikhiev, On four dimensional N=3 superconformal theories,

arXiv:1512.03524.

[18] I. García-Etxebarria and D. Regalado, N=3 four dimensional field theories, JHEP 03 (2016) 083, [arXiv:1512.06434].

[19] T. Nishinaka and Y. Tachikawa, On 4d rank-one N=3 superconformal field theories,

arXiv:1602.01503.

[20] O. Aharony and Y. Tachikawa, S-folds and 4d N=3 superconformal field theories,

arXiv:1602.08638.

[21] C. Beem, M. Lemos, P. Liendo, L. Rastelli, and B. C. van Rees, The N=2 superconformal bootstrap, arXiv:1412.7541.

– 38 –

[22] I. Antoniadis and B. Pioline, Higgs branch, hyperKahler quotient and duality in SUSY N=2 Yang-Mills theories, Int. J. Mod. Phys. A12 (1997) 4907–4932, [hep-th/9607058].

[23] G. W. Gibbons and P. Rychenkova, Cones, triSasakian structures and superconformal invariance, Phys. Lett. B443 (1998) 138–142, [hep-th/9809158].

[24] B. de Wit, B. Kleijn, and S. Vandoren, Superconformal hypermultiplets, Nucl. Phys. B568 (2000) 475–502, [hep-th/9909228].

[25] S. R. Coleman and J. Mandula, All possible symmetries of the S matrix, Phys.Rev. 159 (1967) 1251–1256.

[26] J. Maldacena and A. Zhiboedov, Constraining conformal field theories with a higher spin symmetry, J.Phys. A46 (2013) 214011, [arXiv:1112.1016].

[27] J. McOrist, I. V. Melnikov, and B. Wecht, Global symmetries and N=2 SUSY,

arXiv:1312.3506.

[28] P. C. Argyres, M. R. Plesser, and A. D. Shapere, N=2 moduli spaces and N=1 dualities for SO(n) and USp(2n) superQCD, Nucl. Phys. B483 (1997) 172–186, [hep-th/9608129].

[29] D. Gaiotto, A. Neitzke, and Y. Tachikawa, Argyres-Seiberg duality and the Higgs branch, Commun. Math. Phys. 294 (2010) 389–410, [arXiv:0810.4541].

[30] V. Dobrev and V. Petkova, All positive energy unitary irreducible representations of extended conformal supersymmetry, Phys.Lett. B162 (1985) 127–132.

[31] F. Dolan and H. Osborn, On short and semi-short representations for four-dimensional superconformal symmetry, Annals Phys. 307 (2003) 41–89, [hep-th/0209056].

[32] Y. Tachikawa, N=2 supersymmetric dynamics for pedestrians, Lect.Notes Phys. 890 (2013) 2014, [arXiv:1312.2684].

[33] D. H. Collingwood and W. M. McGovern, Nilpotent orbits in semisimple Lie algebras. Van Nostrand Reinhold, New York, 1993.

[34] E. Witten, Topological quantum field theory, Commun. Math. Phys. 117 (1988) 353. [35] E. Witten, On S duality in Abelian gauge theory, Selecta Math. 1 (1995) 383, [hep-th/9505186]. [36] G. W. Moore and E. Witten, Integration over the u plane in Donaldson theory, Adv. Theor.

Math. Phys. 1 (1997) 298–387, [hep-th/9709193].

[37] M. Marino and G. W. Moore, Integrating over the Coulomb branch in N=2 gauge theory, Nucl.

Phys. Proc. Suppl. 68 (1998) 336–347, [hep-th/9712062].

[38] M. Marino and G. W. Moore, The Donaldson-Witten function for gauge groups of rank larger than one, Commun. Math. Phys. 199 (1998) 25–69, [hep-th/9802185].

[39] V. Rohlin, New results in the theory of 4-dimensional manifolds, Dokl. Akad. Nauk. SSSR 84 (1952) 221–224.

[40] P. Teichner, On the signature of four-manifolds with universal covering spin, Math. Ann. 295 (1993) 745–759.

[41] O. Aharony and Y. Tachikawa, A Holographic computation of the central charges of d=4, N=2 SCFTs, JHEP 01 (2008) 037, [arXiv:0711.4532].

– 39 –

[42] D. M. Hofman and J. Maldacena, Conformal collider physics: Energy and charge correlations, JHEP 05 (2008) 012, [arXiv:0803.1467].

[43] Z. Komargodski, M. Kulaxizi, A. Parnachev, and A. Zhiboedov, Conformal Field Theories and Deep Inelastic Scattering, arXiv:1601.05453.

[44] D. M. Hofman, D. Li, D. Meltzer, D. Poland, and F. Rejon-Barrera, A Proof of the Conformal Collider Bounds, JHEP 06 (2016) 111, [arXiv:1603.03771].

[45] Z. Komargodski and A. Schwimmer, On Renormalization Group Flows in Four Dimensions, JHEP 12 (2011) 099, [arXiv:1107.3987].

[46] Z. Komargodski, The Constraints of Conformal Symmetry on RG Flows, JHEP 07 (2012) 069, [arXiv:1112.4538].

[47] P. Liendo, I. Ramirez, and J. Seo, Stress-tensor OPE in N=2 superconformal theories, JHEP 02 (2016) 019, [arXiv:1509.00033].

[48] C. Beem, M. Lemos, P. Liendo, W. Peelaers, L. Rastelli, et al., Infinite chiral symmetry in four dimensions, Commun.Math.Phys. 336 (2015), no. 3 1359–1433, [arXiv:1312.5344].

[49] M. Lemos and P. Liendo, N=2 central charge bounds from 2d chiral algebras, JHEP 04 (2016) 004, [arXiv:1511.07449].

[50] D. Xie and P. Zhao, Central charges and RG flow of strongly-coupled N=2 theory, JHEP 03 (2013) 006, [arXiv:1301.0210].

[51] R. Dijkgraaf and E. Witten, Topological Gauge Theories and Group Cohomology, Commun.

Math. Phys. 129 (1990) 393.

[52] P. C. Argyres and M. R. Douglas, New phenomena in SU(3) supersymmetric gauge theory, Nucl.Phys. B448 (1995) 93–126, [hep-th/9505062].

[53] J. A. Minahan and D. Nemeschansky, An N=2 superconformal fixed point with E(6) global symmetry, Nucl.Phys. B482 (1996) 142–152, [hep-th/9608047].

[54] J. A. Minahan and D. Nemeschansky, Superconformal fixed points with E(n) global symmetry, Nucl.Phys. B489 (1997) 24–46, [hep-th/9610076].

[55] N. Seiberg and E. Witten, Monopoles, duality and chiral symmetry breaking in N=2 supersymmetric QCD, Nucl.Phys. B431 (1994) 484–550, [hep-th/9408099].

[56] R. Blumenhagen, M. Flohr, A. Kliem, W. Nahm, A. Recknagel, and R. Varnhagen, W algebras with two and three generators, Nucl. Phys. B361 (1991) 255–289.

[57] P. C. Argyres, Y. Lü, and M. Martone, Seiberg-Witten geometries for Coulomb branch chiral rings which are not freely generated, JHEP 06 (2017) 144, [arXiv:1704.05110].

[58] P. C. Argyres, C. Long, and M. Martone, The Singularity Structure of Scale-Invariant Rank-2 Coulomb Branches, arXiv:1801.01122.

[59] S. Hellerman and S. Maeda, On the Large R-charge Expansion in N = 2 Superconformal Field Theories, arXiv:1710.07336.

[60] H. Samelson, Notes on Lie algebras. Springer, New York, 1990.

[61] N. Seiberg and E. Witten, Electric-magnetic duality, monopole condensation, and confinement in N=2 supersymmetric Yang-Mills theory, Nucl.Phys. B426 (1994) 19–52, [hep-th/9407087].

– 40 –

[62] L. Bhardwaj and Y. Tachikawa, Classification of 4d N=2 gauge theories, JHEP 12 (2013) 100, [arXiv:1309.5160].

– 41 –