arXiv:2102.02443v3 [hep-th] 29 Oct 2021

Prepared for submission to JHEP

Testing our understanding of SCFTs: a catalogue of rank-2 N = 2 theories in four dimensions

Mario Martone^{1,2} 1C. N. Yang Institute for Theoretical Physics, Stony Brook University,Stony Brook, NY 11794-3840, USA 2Simons Center for Geometry and Physics, Stony Brook University, Stony Brook, NY 11794- 3840, USA

E-mail: mmartone@scgp.stonybrook.edu

Abstract: In this paper we begin mapping out the space of rank-2 N = 2 superconformal field theories (SCFTs) in four dimensions. This represents an ideal set of theories which can be potentially classified using purely quantum field-theoretic tools, thus providing a precious case study to probe the completeness of the current understanding of SCFTs, primarily derived from string theory constructions. Here, we collect and systematize a large amount of field theoretic data characterizing each theory. We also provide a detailed description of each case and determine the theories’ Coulomb, Higgs and Mixed branch stratification. The theories naturally organize themselves into series connected by RG flows but which have gaps suggesting that our current understanding is not complete.

Contents

1 Introduction 2

2 Overview of the space of rank-2 theories 8

3 Background on N = 2 moduli space 10 3.1 Different branches of the moduli space 10 3.2 Coulomb branch 12 3.3 Higgs branch stratification 17

4 Detailed description of rank-2 theories 18 4.1 e_8 − so(20) series 23 4.2 sp(12) − sp(8) − f_4 series 40 4.3 su(6) series 49 4.4 sp(14) series 57 4.5 su(5) series 62 4.6 sp(12) series 66 4.7 Other series 69 4.7.1 sp(8) − su(2)^2 series 69 4.7.2 g_2 series 72 4.7.3 su(3) series 73 4.7.4 su(2) series 74 4.8 Isolated theories 75

A S and T theories 79

B Theories with enhanced supersymmetry 83

C Flavor structure along the Higgsing and generalized free fields VOA 84

D Reading tools 88

– 1 –

1 Introduction

In this paper, we initiate the bottom-up analysis of rank-2 N = 2 Superconformal Field Theories in four dimensions. We compile a catalogue of all rank-2 N = 2 SCFTs currently known and determine the full moduli space stratification for each theory heavily leveraging the recent advancements of [1, 2]. This remarkable amount of information already shows interesting patterns suggesting that our current understanding is not complete (for more details see section 2). Our results are summarized in table 1, 2, 3, 6, 7 and 8^1 which are organized in sets of theories mutually connected by mass deformations. Table 3 and 8 lists in particular the “isolated” ones for which no mass deformation connecting them to any other rank-2 SCFT is known. This hints at the existence of new theories as it will be further argued below though a detailed discussion of RG-flows among 4d rank-2 theories will be postponed to [3]. It is also worth notice that some gaps in our understanding of the detailed structure of some theory’s moduli space remain (mostly those in the su(6) and su(5) series).

The study of SCFTs has been at the center stage of mathematical physics for over two decades. By now, we have a remarkably large amount of information on the space of the allowed theories in different spacetime dimensions and a great deal of understanding of the interconnections among them. This achievement is largely due to string theory which has provided, and still does, absolutely amazing and essential tools to study theories with large amount of supersymmetry, particularly in dimensions larger than four (see below). These results are so inextricably linked with string theory that is often challenging to be sure that our current understanding reflects properties of quantum field theory rather than string theory itself. Assessing the completeness of the string theoretic picture it is then an important priority and the work in this manuscript is a step in this direction.

One way to make this assessment is to develop tools to answer a basic question: can all consistent SCFTs, with perhaps appropriate caveat like d ≥ 3 and with eight or more supercharges, be indeed engineered in string theory? It is a standard result that the maximum amount of dimensions where superconformal invariance is even conceivable is six [4]. Since the gauge coupling is irrelevant for d > 4 and all gauge theories are thus IR-free, it was not immediately obvious that SCFTs above four dimension could exist at all. The evidence that this was the case came two decades later, thanks primarily to the improvement in the understanding of string theory [5–11]. By now the picture

1It is my intention to constantly update the list on known rank-2 theories as our understanding improves. I would therefore be extremely grateful if the reader who is aware of any rank-2 N = 2 Superconformal Field Theory (SCFT) not appearing in the tables, could readily communicate this information to me.

– 2 – in six dimension is fairly clear with a belief that maximally symmetric (2,0) theories are completely classified by an ADE classification [5, 12, 13] and growing evidence of a complete story in the (1,0) case [14–17]^2. In five dimensions our understanding is less settled but extraordinary progress has taken place recently leading to some initial attempt at classifying N = 1 SCFTs in 5d [19–26]^3. A similar classification of SCFTs with eight (or more) supercharges in 4d is instead wide open. A large majority of 4d N = 2 SCFTs belong to the so called class-S set [27, 28] which directly descends from the compactification of (2,0) theories in 6d. Thus again much of our current understanding in 4d is derived from string theoretic constructions.

Despite its richness, the 4d situation is qualitatively different from the higher dimensional one. There are in fact SCFTs which have no known string theory realization [51] and the lowest rank at which they appear is precisely two (i.e. USp(4) +^1_2 16). Furthermore in this case a variety of tools [52–55] which are constraining enough to conceive a bottom-up approach, are available. Potentially, this could give a way to probe the completeness of the string theoretic description of the space of supersymmetric field theories or, at least, expand it. The approach most dear to the author is primarily focused on the systematic study of the consistency of moduli space geometries [56].

This philosophy came already to fruition after completing the classification of the simplest set of four dimensional N = 2 SCFTs, the so-called rank-1 theories, [48, 49, 57, 58]. This work highlighted the incompleteness of our understanding at the time and led to the discovery of many new theories [35, 47] as well as new insights into string constructions [44–46, 59] and compactification of higher dimensional SCFTs [40]. Thanks in particular to [40, 44], the question of whether all 4d rank-1 N = 2 SCFTs are realizable in string theory was settled with an affirmative answer. Nevertheless there are too many simplifications which take place in the rank-1 case (e.g. all scale invariant N = 2 rank-1 CB geometries are flat) and it is therefore unwise to extrapolate this positive result to all ranks.

It is perhaps appropriate to comment on the hopes of achieving a bottom-up complete classification for the rank-2 case. The methods used in [48, 49, 57, 58] are certainly insufficient. The main roadblock currently being the absence of a rank-2 equivalent of the Kodaira classification [60, 61] which provided a list of consistent geometries interpretable as CBs of rank-1 SCFTs^4. At rank-r this task entails determining the possible

2For a recent review of SCFTs in six dimensions and many more references see [18]. 3The literature on the subject is too vast so I apologize in advance for not providing fair credit to those who deserve it.

4This statement requires some clarification. Strictly speaking the analog of the Kodaira classification at rank-2, i.e. the study of the possible degeneration of a genus two curve over a one dimensional

– 3 –

Table of Rank-2 theories: CFT & Coulomb branch data I

Moduli Space Flavor and central charges # Δ_{u,v} T_{knot} T_u T_v d_{HB} h f 24a 12c

Comments

e_8 − so(20) series 1. {6, 12} S^{(1)}_{∅,2} ∅ T^{(1)}_{E8,1} 59 1 [e_8]_{24} × su(2)_{13} 263 161 T^{(2)}_{E8,1} 2. {6, 8} [I_1, ∅] ∅ [I^∗_6 , so(20)] 46 0 so(20)_{16} 202 124 3^{rd} entry at page 25 of [29] 3. {4, 10} [I_1, ∅] ∅ T^{(1)}_{E8,1} 46 0 [e_8]_{20} 202 124 D^{20}_1 (E_8) [30] 4. {4, 8} S^{(1)}_{∅,2} ∅ T^{(1)}_{E7,1} 35 1 [e_7]_{16} × su(2)_9 167 101 T^{(2)}_{E7,1} 5. {4, 6} [I_1, ∅] [I_2, su(2)] [I^∗_4 , so(16)] 30 0 su(2)_8 × so(16)_{12} 138 84 3^{rd} entry at page 26 of [31] 6. {4, 5} [I_1, ∅] ∅ [I_{10}, su(10)] 26 0 su(10)_{10} 122 74 S_5 : 3^{rd} entry of page 30 of [32] 7. {3, 6} S^{(1)}_{∅,2} ∅ T^{(1)}_{E6,1} 23 1 [e_6]_{12} × su(2)_7 119 71 T^{(2)}_{E6,1} 8. {3, 5} [I_1, ∅] ∅ [I^∗_3 , so(14)] 22 0 so(14)_{10} × u(1) 106 64 R_{2,5} [32] 9. {3, 4} [I_1, ∅] [I_2, su(2)] [I_8, su(8)] 18 0 su(2)_6 × su(8)_8 90 54 R_{0,4} [32] 10. {2, 4} [I_1, ∅]^2 ∅ [I^∗_2 , so(12)] 14 0 so(12)_8 74 44 USp(4) + 6F 11. {2, 4} S^{(1)}_{∅,2} ∅ T^{(1)}_{D4,1} 11 1 so(8)_8 × su(2)_5 71 42 USp(4) + 4F + V or T^{(2)}_{D4,1} 12. {2, 3} [I_1, ∅]^2 ∅ [I_6, su(6)] 10 0 u(6)_6 58 34 SU(3) + 6F 13. {2, 2} [I_2, su(2)]^2 [I_2, su(2)]^3 ∅ 6 0 su(2)^5_4 42 24 2F + SU(2) − SU(2) + 2F 14. {^3_2 , 3} S^{(1)}_{∅,2} ∅ T^{(1)}_{A2,1} 5 1 su(3)_6 × su(2)_4 47 26 T^{(2)}_{A2,1} 15. {^3_2 ,^5_2 } [I_1, ∅] ∅ [I_5, su(5)] 6 0 su(5)_5 42 24 D_2 ( SU(5) ) [33] 16. {^4_3 ,^8_3 } S^{(1)}_{∅,2} ∅ T^{(1)}_{A1,1} 3 1 su(2) 16_3 × su(2) 11_3 39 21 T^{(2)}_{A1,1} 17. {^4_3 ,^5_3 } [I_1, ∅] ∅ [I_2, su(2)] 2 0 su(2) 10_3 × u(1) 26 14 (A_1, D_6) AD Theory 18. {^6_5 ,^{12}_5 } S^{(1)}_{∅,2} ∅ T^{(1)}_{∅,1} 1 1 su(2) 17_5^{163}_5 17 T^{(2)}_{∅,1} 19. {^6_5 ,^8_5 } [I_1, ∅] ∅ [I_2, su(2)] 1 0 su(2) 16_5^{114}_5 12 (A_1, D_5) AD Theory 20. {^5_4 ,^3_2 } [I_1, ∅] ∅ ∅ 1 0 u(1) 22^{23}_2 (A_1, A_5) AD Theory 21. {^8_7 ,^{10}_7 } [I_1, ∅] ∅ ∅ 0 0 ∅^{134}_7^{68}_7 (A_1, A_4) AD Theory sp(12) − sp(8) − f_4 series 22. {4, 6} [I_1, ∅]^2 [I_{12}, su(12)]_{Z2} ∅ 22 0 sp(12)_8 130 76 66^{th} entry at page 49 of [34] 23. {4, 6} [I_1, ∅] [I_8, su(8)]_{Z2} [I^∗_1 , sp(4)] 20 2 sp(4)_7 × sp(8)_8 128 74 5^{th}/6^{th} entry at page 29 of [31] 24. {6, 6} [S^{(1)}_{∅,2}]^2 [T^{(1)}_{E6,1}]_{Z2} ∅ 24 2 su(2)^2_7 × [f_4]_{12} 156 90 T^{(2)}_{E6,2} [35] 25. {3, 4} [I_1, ∅] [I_8, su(8)]_{Z2} [I_2, su(2)] 12 0 su(2)_8 × sp(8)_6 84 48 6^{th} entry of page 61 of [36] 26. {3, 4} [I_1, ∅] [I_6, su(6)]_{Z2} S^{(1)}_{∅,2} 11 1 su(2)_5 × sp(6)_6 × u(1) 83 47 2^{nd} entry of page 61 of [36] 27. {4, 4} [S^{(1)}_{∅,2}]^2 [T^{(1)}_{D4,1}]_{Z2} ∅ 12 2 su(2)^2_5 × so(7)_8 96 54 T^{(2)}_{D4,2} [35] 28. {4, 5} [I_1, ∅] ∅ [T^{(1)}_{E6,1}]_{Z2} 16 0 [f_4]_{10} × u(1) 112 64 ^T_{E6,2} [37] 29. {^5_2 , 3} [I_1, ∅] [I_6, su(6)]_{Z2} ∅ 7 0 sp(6)_5 × u(1) 61 34 ~T_{E6,2} [38] 30. {3, 3} [S^{(1)}_{∅,2}]^2 [T^{(1)}_{A2,1}]_{Z2} ∅ 6 2 su(3)_6 × su(2)^2_4 66 36 T^{(2)}_{A2,2} [35] 31. {2, 2} [I_1, ∅]^4 [I_4, su(4)]_{Z2} ∅ 3 0 sp(4)_4 38 20 SU(2) − SU(2) 32. {2, 2} S^{(1)}_{∅,2} S^{(1)}_{∅,2} ∅ 2 2 su(2)_3 × su(2)_3 36 18 N = 4 SU(2) × SU(2)

Table 1: First part of the list of rank-2 theories organized by series. Theories in each series are mutually connected by mass deformations. The second column lists the scaling dimension of the Coulomb Branch (CB) parameters. Columns 3, 4 and 5 instead list the rank-1 theories describing the massless states on the connected components of the CB singular locus, see table 4 for how to read these entries. The Z_ℓ subscript indicates discrete gauging. Continuing, d_{HB} indicates the quaternionic dimension of the Higgs Branch (HB) while h that of the Enhanced Coulomb Branch (ECB). Column 8 indicates the flavor symmetry of theory, along with the level, followed by the a and c central charges.

base, was already performed in [62, 63]. Since the rank-2 SCFT “lives” at the origin of the moduli space, which is complex co-dimension two, we need here to understand the possible degenerations of genus two curves on a two-dimensional base also satisfying special Kähler constraint (i.e. exists SW differential).

– 4 –

Table of Rank-2 theories: CFT & Coulomb branch data II

Moduli Space Flavor and central charges # Δ_{u,v} T_{knot} T_u T_v d_{HB} h f 24a 12c

Comments

su(6) series 33. {6, 8} [I_1, ∅] ∅ [I^∗_6 , so(12) × su(2)]_{Z2} 23 1 su(6)_{16}×su(2)_9 179 101 33^{th} entry at page 16 of [39] 34. {4, 6} [I_1, ∅] [I_2, su(2)] [I^∗_4 , so(8) × su(2)]_{Z2} 13 1 su(4)_{12}×su(2)_7×u(1) 121 67 10^{th} entry at page 41 of [34] 35. {4, 5} [I_1, ∅] ∅ ⋆ w/ b = 7 11 0 su(3)_{10}×su(3)_{10}×u(1) 107 59 5d SCF T on S^1|_{Z2}[38] 36. {3, 5} [I_1, ∅] ∅ [I^∗_3 , so(6) × su(2)] 8 1 su(3)_{10}×su(2)_6×u(1) 92 50 5d SCF T on S^1|_{Z2}[38] 37. {3, 4} [I_1, ∅] [I_2, su(2)] ⋆ w/ b = 5 6 0 su(2)_8×su(2)_8×u(1)^2 78 42 5d SCF T on S^1|_{Z2}[38] 38. {2, 3} [I_1, ∅]^2 ∅ [I_6, su(2)] 2 0 u(1) × u(1) 49 25 SU(3) + F + S sp(14) series 39. {6, 8} [I_1, ∅] ∅ [I^∗_6 , sp(14)] 29 7 sp(14)_9 185 107 min (D_7, D_7) on T^2|_{Z2} [40] 40. {4, 6} [I_1, ∅] [I_2, su(2)] [I^∗_4 , sp(10)] 17 5 su(2)_8 × sp(10)_7 125 71 15^{th} entry at page 53 of [34] 41. {4, 6} [I_1, ∅] S^{(1)}_{∅,2} [I^∗_3 , sp(8)] 15 5 su(2)_5 × sp(8)_7 123 69 5^{th} entry at page 51 of [34] 42. {3, 5} [I_1, ∅] ∅ [I^∗_3 , sp(8)] 11 4 sp(8)_6 × u(1) 95 53 R_{2,4} [41] 43. {2, 4} [I_1, ∅]^2 ∅ [I^∗_2 , sp(6)] 6 3 sp(6)_5 65 35 USp(4) + 3V su(5) series 44. {6, 8} [I_1, ∅] ∅ [I^∗_2 , so(12)]_{Z3} 19 0 su(5)_{16} 170 92 5d T_5 on S^1|_{Z3}[38] 45. {4, 6} [I_1, ∅] [I_2, su(2)] [T^{(1)}_{D4,1}]_{Z3} 6 0 su(3)_{12}×u(1) 114 60 page 39 of [38] 46. {3, 5} [I_1, ∅] ∅ [I^∗_⋆ , so(6)]_{Z3} 3 0 su(2)_{10}×u(1) 86 44 Section 5.3.2 of [3] sp(12) series 47. {4, 10} [I_1, ∅] ∅ [I^∗_5 , sp(12)] 32 6 sp(12)_{11} 188 110 2^{nd} entry at page 29 of [42] 48. {2, 4} [I_2, su(2)]^2 ∅ [I^∗_1 , sp(4)] 8 2 sp(4)_5 × so(4)_8 68 38 USp(4) + 2F + 2V 49. {2, 6} [I_1, ∅]^2 ∅ [I^∗_3 , sp(8)] 14 4 sp(8)_7 98 56 G_2 + 4F 50. {^4_3 ,^{10}_3 } [I_1, ∅] ∅ [I^∗_1 , sp(4)] 4 2 sp(4) 13_3 48 26 AD(c_2) [43] sp(8) − su(2)^2 series 51. {6, 12} S^{(1)}_{∅,2} ∅ S^{(1)}_{E6,2} 28 6 sp(8)_{13} × su(2)_{26} 232 130 S^{(2)}_{E6,2} [44] 52. {4, 8} S^{(1)}_{∅,2} ∅ S^{(1)}_{D4,2} 14 4 sp(4)_9×su(2)_{16}×su(2)_{18} 146 80 S^{(2)}_{D4,2} [44] 53. {3, 6} S^{(1)}_{∅,2} ∅ S^{(1)}_{A2,2} 7 3 su(2)_7 × su(2)_{14} × u(1) 103 55 S^{(2)}_{A2,2} [44] 54. {3, 6} [S^{(1)}_{∅,2}]^2 [T^{(1)}_{A2,1}]_{Z4} ∅ 6 2 su(2)_6 × su(2)_{14} 102 54 T^{(2)}_{A2,4} [35] 55. {^5_2 , 4} [I_1, ∅] [T^{(1)}_{A2,1}]_{Z4} ∅ 2 0 su(2)_5 67 34 ^T_{A2,4} [45] 56. {2, 4} S^{(1)}_{∅,2} ∅ S^{(1)}_{∅,2} 2 2 su(2)_{10} 60 30 N = 4 USp(4) g_2 series 57. {4, 6} S^{(1)}_{∅,2} [T^{(1)}_{D4,1}]_{Z3} ∅ 12 2 [g_2]_8 × su(2)_{14} 120 66 T^{(2)}_{D4,3} [35] 58. {^8_3 , 4} S^{(1)}_{∅,2} [T^{(1)}_{A1,1}]_{Z3} ∅ 4 2 su(2) 16_3 × su(2)_{10} 72 38 T^{(2)}_{A1,3} [35] 59. {^{10}_3 , 4} [I_1, ∅] [T^{(1)}_{D4,1}]_{Z3} ∅ 6 0 [g_2] 20_3 82 44 ^T_{D4,3} [45] 60. {2, 3} S^{(1)}_{∅,2} ∅ ∅ 2 2 su(2)_8 48 24 N = 4 SU(3) su(3) series 61. {6, 12} S^{(1)}_{∅,2} ∅ S^{(1)}_{D4,3} 15 5 su(3)_{26} × u(1) 219 117 S^{(2)}_{D4,3} [44] 62. {4, 8} S^{(1)}_{∅,2} ∅ S^{(1)}_{A1,3} 5 3 u(1)^2 137 71 S^{(2)}_{A1,3} [44] 63. {3, 6} S^{(1)}_{∅,2} ∅ S^{(1)}_{∅,3} 2 2 u(1) 96 48 N = 3 G(3, 1, 2) [46] su(2) series 64. {6, 12} S^{(1)}_{∅,2} ∅ S^{(1)}_{A2,4} 8 4 su(2)_{16} × u(1) 212 110 S^{(2)}_{A2,4} [44] 65. {4, 8} S^{(1)}_{∅,2} ∅ S^{(1)}_{∅,4} 2 2 u(1) 132 66 N = 3 G(4, 1, 2) [46]

Table 2: Second part of the list of rank-2 theories organized by series. Theories in each series are mutually connected by mass deformations. The second column lists the scaling dimension of the CB parameters. Columns 3, 4 and 5 instead list the rank-1 theories describing the massless states on the connected components of the CB singular locus, see table 4 for how to read these entries. The Z_ℓ subscript indicates discrete gauging. Continuing, d_{HB} indicates the quaternionic dimension of the HB while h that of the ECB. Column 8 indicates the flavor symmetry of theory, along with the level, followed by the a and c central charges.

– 5 –

Rank-2: CFT & Coulomb branch data III (Isolated theories)

Moduli Space Flavor and central charges # Δ_{u,v} T_{knot} T_u T_v d_{HB} h f 24a 12c

Comments

66. {4, 6} [I^∗_1 , sp(4)] [I_2, su(2)] ∅ 10 4 sp(4)_{14} × su(2)_8 118 64 17^{th} entry at page 7 of [47] 67. {^{12}_5 , 6} S^{(1)}_{∅,2} [T^{(1)}_{∅,1} ]_{Z5} ∅ 2 2 su(2)_{14}^{456}_5^{234}_5 T^{(2)}_{∅,5} [45] 68. {2, 6} S^{(1)}_{∅,2} ∅ S^{(1)}_{∅,2} 2 2 su(2)_{14} 84 42 N = 4 G_2 Theory with no known string theory realization 69. {2, 4} [I_1, ∅]^5 ∅ [I_1, ∅] 0 0 ∅ 58 28 USp(4) w/^1_2 16

Table 3: Third part of the list of rank-2 theories. In this table we list the isolated theories, those for which no mass deformation connecting them to other rank-2 SCFTs is known. The second column lists the scaling dimension of the CB parameters. Columns 3, 4 and 5 instead list the rank-1 theories describing the massless states on the connected components of the CB singular locus, see table 4 for how to read these entries. The Z_ℓ subscript indicates discrete gauging. Continuing, d_{HB} indicates the quaternionic dimension of the HB while h that of the ECB. Column 8 indicates the flavor symmetry of theory, along with the level, followed by the a and c central charges.

ways a rank-r abelian variety can be fibered over a r complex dimensional base compatibly with the constraints from scale invariant special Kähler geometry [64]. An enormous simplification takes place for r = 2 when all polarized abelian varieties can be written as Jacobian tori of (possibly singular) hyperelliptic curves and therefore CB geometries can be expressed in a simple algebraic form:

y^2 = f(x, u, v) (1.1)

where u and v are the (globally defined) coordinate of the CB and f(x, u, v) is a either a six or fifth order polynomial in x with coefficient meromorphic in (u, v). An attempt to perform a study along these lines was made over a decade ago [65, 66] producing many new geometries but falling short of providing a complete picture.

A second obstacle is to develop appropriate tools which can translate the geometric information into field theory data. For example in [65, 66] only a very limited amount of physical information was provided regarding the SCFTs realizing the many new geometries making it hard to make clear predictions testable with other methods. The recent results in [1, 2] as well as the techniques implemented here, de-facto overcome this problem altogether. We will report on the progress on the Kodaira classification at rank-2 in a separate publication [67].

The paper is organized as follows. In the next section we will present an overview of the current status of rank-2 theories. In section 3 we will provide some useful background on the geometry of the moduli space of vacua of N = 2 theories highlighting in particular the notion of their stratification, the de-facto non-perturbative generalization

– 6 –

Summary of rank-1 theories T_i supported on S_i Name 12 c Δ_u h R_{2h} b f k_f Comments T^{(1)}_{E8,1} 62 6 0 1 10 e_8 12 [II^∗, e_8] in [48]

SCFTs

T^{(1)}_{E7,1} 38 4 0 1 9 e_7 8 [III^∗, e_7] in [48] T^{(1)}_{E6,1} 26 3 0 1 8 e_6 6 [IV^∗, e_6] in [48] T^{(1)}_{D4,1} 14 2 0 1 6 so(8) 4 [I^∗_0 , so(8)] in [48] T^{(1)}_{A2,1} 8^3_2 0 1 4 su(3) 3 [IV, su(3)] in [48] T^{(1)}_{A1,1} 6^4_3 0 1 3 su(2)^8_3 [III, su(2)] in [48] T^{(1)}_{∅,1}^{22}_5^6_5 0 1 2 ∅ − [II, ∅] in [48] S^{(1)}_{E6,2} 49 6 5 10 7 sp(10) 7 [II^∗, sp(10)] in [48] S^{(1)}_{D4,2} 29 4 3 (6, 1) 6 sp(6)×su(2) (5, 8) [III^∗, sp(6)×su(2)] in [48] S^{(1)}_{A2,2} 19 3 2 4_0 5 sp(4)×u(1) (4, ⋆) [IV^∗, sp(4)×u(1)] in [48] S^{(1)}_{∅,2} 9 2 1 2 3 su(2) 3 N = 4 su(2) S^{(1)}_{D4,3} 42 6 4 4 ⊕ 4 6 su(4) 14 [II^∗, su(4)] in [48] S^{(1)}_{A1,3} 24 4 3 2_+ ⊕ 2_− 5 su(2)×u(1) (10, ⋆) [III^∗, su(2)×u(1)] in [48] S^{(1)}_{∅,3} 15 3 1 1_+ ⊕ 1_− 4 u(1) ⋆ N = 3 S-fold [46] S^{(1)}_{A2,4} 38 6 3 3 ⊕ 3^{11}_2 su(3) 14 [IV^∗, su(3)] in [48] S^{(1)}_{∅,4} 21 4 1 1_+ ⊕ 1_−^9_2 u(1) ⋆ N = 3 S-fold [46] [I_1, ∅] 3 1 0 1 1 u(1) 1 u(1) Theory w/1 hyper

IR-free

[I_n, su(n)] n + 2 1 0 1 n su(n)×u(1) 2 u(1) Theory w/n hyper [I_{2n}, su(2n)]_{Z2} 2n + 2 1 0 1 2n sp(2n) 2 [u(1) Theory w/ 2n hyper]_{Z2} [I^∗_n, so(2n + 8)] 2(7 + n) 2 0 1 n + 6 so(2n + 8) 4 su(2) w/ (n + 4) 2 [I^∗_n, sp(2n + 2)] 3(3 + n) 2 n + 1 2n + 2 n + 3 sp(2n + 2) 3 su(2) w/ (n + 1) 3^♣ ♣ = the beta function is renormalized by^1_4 , see discussion in [49, Section 4.2].

Table 4: For the convenience of the reader, we list the properties of the rank-1 theories which can describe the low energy physics on the CB co-dimension one singular locus as well as that of rank-decreasing HB strata. The list of Z_n gauging of SCFTs, and their CFT data, can be found in [50]. The discretely gauged theories appearing on the CB singular locus of theories in the su(6) series are instead discussed explicitly in the text in the appropriate sections.

of partial higgsing, which plays a central role in our analysis. In section 4 we will delve instead into the detailed description of the rank-2 theories listed in table 1, 2 and 3. We kept the discussion of each theory as self-contained as possible. The paper also has four appendices. In appendix A we will summarize the properties of the recently discovered T and S theories which will not be discussed individually. Appendix B summarizes the properties of theories with enhanced supersymmetry which again will not be discussed in much detail individually. In appendix C we provide some rudimental information on the generalized free field constructions of the VOA of the rank-2 theories. Finally

– 7 – appendix D is dedicated to a glossary, a list of acronyms and symbols which appear throughout the manuscript^5.

A note on notation: throughout the paper, capital letter will denote the gauge group of the various theories (though we won’t be extremely careful on the global structure) e.g. SU(3) + N_f F will indicate a theory with gauge group SU(3) and matter in the fundamental representation. Conversely lower case bold letter, will instead indicate the global flavor symmetry group (again we will be somewhat sloppy on questions regarding the global structure), e.g. su(3) will denote a theory with global flavor symmetry su(3). We will overwhelmingly indicate Lagrangian theories by their gauge group plus matter representation data while non-Lagrangian theories, with the exception of the T and S theories [35, 44, 45], by their flavor symmetry group as well as their level.

2 Overview of the space of rank-2 theories

Before delving into a detailed description of the structure of the moduli space of vacua of N = 2 theories, let us provide an update on the current state of the classification of rank-2 theories.

First, nearly all the theories in table 1, 2 and 3 descend from 6d theories, thus nearly all have a string theory construction. The lone exception being the lagrangian theory USp(4) +^1_2 16 which is one of the numerous theories (the only one with rank- 2!) found in [51] and which still lack a string theory realization, we’ll discuss this theory more below. This is perhaps not surprising. As I discussed at length in the previous section, most of our current understanding descends from higher dimensions. This knowledge can also provide extremely useful insights in developing the tools for a bottom-up classification directly in 4d. For example, overwhelmingly 5d SCFTs have at least one IR-free gauge theory description associated to it, namely (one of) the gauge theory of which they are the infinite coupling limit. This allows to easily study the space of mass deformations of a given theory. If the realization of 4d SCFTs from 5d is understood, this information can also be extended to 4d and the RG-flows trajectories mapped. This approach, which has numerous subtleties, will be further developed in [3] where a detailed discussion of the RG-flows among the rank-2 theories will be presented.

With this knowledge in mind, the structure of the currently known theories can be nicely organized by RG-flows, and in particular mass deformations. We will call a

5I would like to thank Jason Pollack, Patrick Rall and Andrea Rocchetto, for the stimulating weekly discussions on the quantum error correcting code interpretation of holography. It is these interactions that inspired the idea of including a glossary.

– 8 – set of theories which are interconnected by mass deformations a series. This allows us to see patterns naturally generalizing what observed in rank-1. Each series has a (not unique) top theory, from which the rest can be obtained, and a (again not unique) bottom theory, which cannot be mass deformed to any interacting rank-2 SCFT. We name each series by the largest flavor symmetry factor of the top theories (e.g. the top theory of the e_8 − so(20) series have flavor symmetries [e_8]_{24}×su(2)_{13} and so(20)_{16}). Overwhelmingly the bottom theories are either lagrangian or N = 3 theories [3]. An analogous hierarchy exists at rank-1. An important difference between rank-1 and rank-2 is that for the latter we have little understanding of how the scaling dimensions of the CB parameters change along mass deformations (it is not clear at all that a definite rule even exists). Conversely, the extremely constrained structure of the allowed geometries in rank-1 made this unambiguous and it was of tremendous help in performing a systematic analysis.

Of course for some of the lagrangian N = 2 SCFTs there exist special mass deformations which land you on an Argyres-Douglas (AD) theory and allow to continue mass deforming beyond a lagrangian theory. It is curious that the current list of known rank-2 AD theory only descends from two of the ten N = 2 lagrangian SCFTs (namely SU(3)+6F and USp(4)+4F +1V ) both belonging to the same, e_8 −so(20) series. The appearance of a AD theory seems instead a completely generic feature of theories with a large enough flavor symmetry. It is therefore not unconceivable that more theories are awaiting to be discovered.

To further support this point, it is worth noticing the following. Special Kähler geometry, and in particular the fact that particular monodromies which correspond to special paths encircling the singualr locus on the CB, have to be elliptic (i.e. their eigenvalues have to all lie on the unit circle) provides extremely strong constraints on the allowed scaling dimensions for CB parameters. So much so, that there is a finite set of permitted values at any given rank and there is a closed formula to compute them [68–70]. Of course there is no guarantee that all allowed scaling dimensions have to be realized but it is interesting that this happens at rank-1. At rank-2 all nine integer CB scaling dimensions are also realized by theories in our tables. Among the 15 fractional ones instead, there are three (^{12}_{11} ,^{10}_9 ,^{12}_7 ) which appear nowhere and four of those are smaller than two. At general rank, the number of allowed fractional scaling dimensions dramatically exceeds the integer ones yet in our current understanding of 4d N = 2 SCFTs, theories with only integer scaling dimensions dramatically exceed the number of AD theories. It is then tempting to suggest that rather than a fundamental feature of 4d SCFTs this is to be blamed on the techniques currently available to construct such theories. In particular AD theories are harder to construct from higher dimension and impossible for untwisted class-S with regular punctures which, thanks to

– 9 – the Herculaneum effort of the tinkertoys program [29, 31, 32, 42, 71, 72], has provided a large chunk of currently known 4d N = 2 theories,.

There is one more reason which make it plausible that there might be new SCFTs of the AD type “hiding” on the CB of some of the lagrangian theories, those highlighted in yellow in the tables. And that is that a systematic search of all loci where nonmutually local particles could coincide is prohibitive at rank-2 and a search of this kind necessarily makes some initial assumptions introducing biases which limit the scope of the search itself.

Let’s now also comment on the list of isolated theories in table 3. Looking at the higher dimensional construction, it is plausible that two of these theories (entry 66 and 68) are indeed isolated. For the remaining theories, it is not unconceivable that there might be other theories which connect via mass deformation and which are not yet known. In particular the somewhat curious lagrangian theory USp(4) +^1_2 16 has no flavor symmetry nor HB and it is also the only lagrangian theory which does not appear as a bottom of an RG-flow. Coincidentally, it is also the only theory with no known realization in string theory. It is again tentative to speculate that there might exist a tower of new N = 2 SCFTs which can be then mass deformed to this lagrangian theory.

There is of course the possibility of the existence of entire new series which don’t flow to any of the known theories. But perhaps the most concrete indication of the incompleteness of our current understanding of N = 2 theories at rank-2, is provided by the fact that many (depending on the degree of optimism from three to nine) seemingly consistent rank-2 N = 3 theories [73] have yet to find a physical realization. Given the organizational structure described above, each new N = 3 might be the bottom component of a series and therefore bring along many new theories.

3 Background on N = 2 moduli space

Before moving to a detailed discussion of the each rank-2 theory individually, let us start from a quick review of the general structure of the moduli space of vacua of N = 2 field theories; see, e.g., [48, 74], focusing on the various branches and on their stratification as either Special Kähler or Hyperkhaler varieties.

3.1 Different branches of the moduli space

The presence of supersymmetry allows in general for ground state configurations parametriezed by a set of continuous variables which can in turn be interpreted as coordinates of a space called the moduli space of vacua. The relation between the structure of the operator algebra and the moduli space of vacua of four dimensional SCFTs seems

– 10 – special. In particular the problem of when a given operator can acquire a vev can be conjecturally formulated in terms of a set of precise conditions on the operator algebra in the four dimensional case. These heavily rely on the complex structure that these moduli spaces inherit by virtue of supersymmetry, and, relatedly, on the shortening conditions satisfied by the BPS operators whose vevs parametrize the space.

We define the moduli space of vacua of an N = 2 SCFT, which henceforth we will generically label as T, as the space of vevs of Lorentz scalar chiral primaries of BPS operators. Depending on the su(2)_R×u(1)_r R-symmetry charges of these operators, their vevs are interpreted as complex coordinates of various branches of the moduli space. Specifically, labeling as R and r their su(2)_R and u(1)_r charges respectively, we have a Coulomb branch, which will be indicated as C, if R = 0, a Higgs branch, indicated as H, if r = 0, or a mixed branch, indicated as M, if R r ≠ 0. We also have a projection from the Mixed Branch (MB) into CB (HB) by simply setting to zero all the vevs of operators with R ≠ 0 (r ≠ 0).

Supersymmetry induces different structures on the various branches. The CB is Special Kähler [64] and its complex dimension is called the rank of the SCFT while the HB is a hyperkähler cone [75] and therefore a symplectic form on its smooth locus (more below). A MB intersects the CB along an in general singular special Kähler subvariety. It can likewise intersect a HB, along an, again in general singular, hyperkähler subvariety. (Also, MBs can intersect each other in both special Kähler and hyperkähler directions.)

The operators whose vevs parametrize each branch, form a corresponding chiral ring which are therefore called Coulomb, Higgs and mixed chiral rings. Even though we are not going to use it, it might be useful to connect with the nomenclature introduced in [76]. The BB multiplets with general R are the as Higgs branch operators and their OPEs contain the Higgs branch chiral ring. The Coulomb branch chiral ring is generated by those scalar LB chiral multiplet primaries φ^{[0,0]}a with R = 0. Finally the mixed branch chiral ring is generated by scalar primaries of the LB chiral multiplet with R ≠ 0. Explicit examples of chiral rings of theories containing mixed branches were worked out in [48].

There is a special case of MB which deserves a separate discussion and will play a important role in our construction. This is the case when the projection of the MB into the CB described above, gives back the entire CB. In this case the CB is a subvariety of the MB and for this reason we will call such MB an Enhanced Coulomb branch and label its quaternionic dimensionality as h.

Not all directions in the moduli space of vacua are equivalent. In fact there are special Higgsings which do not Higgs completely the theory but perhaps take the theory to another one of close enough complexity. If the theory has a weakly coupled gauge

– 11 – description, these Higgsings correspond to those vacuum expectation values of the microscopic fields for which the gauge group is minimally broken. Iterating this process, we see an interesting pattern of partial Higgsing, which can be characterised by the various subspaces of the CB or HB. These subspaces are naturally partially ordered by inclusion of their closures, and as such can be arranged into a Hasse diagram. A Hasse diagram simply represents a finite partially ordered set, in the form of a drawing of its transitive reduction.

The majority of N = 2 SCFTs do not have such a gauge description and a fundamental understanding on how to reformulate the problem of Higgsing in the general case is still lacking. What helps is that the presence of charged massless states makes the metric on the moduli space of vacua singular on the loci where the low-energy theory is not described by free-fields. The moduli space of vacua is therefore in general a singular space and studying the singular locus, which we will label S, gives insights into interesting Higgsing directions. This singular structure induces on S a stratification. The type of this stratification, depends on the specific branch we focus on. The study of the various branches of the moduli space of vacua as stratified spaces is extremely helpful to characterize theories and to extend the notion of minimal Higgsings to theories with no weakly coupled lagrangian description. This will play a central role in the analysis below.

Many of the properties just outlined apply more generally to any N = 2 field theory. But one of the key properties which distinguish apart the conformal case, is that they carry a C^∗ action which arises as the combination of the spontaneously broken R^+ dilatation transformation and the (also spontaneously broken) u(1)_r, on the CB, or the Cartan of the su(2)_R, on the HB. We will commonly refer to this action as the scaling action. The geometry of the moduli space transforms homogenously under this transformation and we will refer to this property as scale invariance of the moduli space.

Note on color coding Throughout the manuscript we will adopt the color coding proposed in [77] and use the color blue for HB related quantities H → H and red for CB ones, C → C. Since MBs can be seen as either extension of the CB or of the HB, depending on the context, we will use both color M → M^6.

3.2 Coulomb branch

Let us start now with a summary of the structure of the CB of N = 2 SCFTs and in particular a review of the notion of CB stratification [1] which is particularly effective

6The double coloring was introduced at an earlier stage of the draft. At the end, we made limited to no use of it, nevertheless we left it to show off our coding abilities.

– 12 – for rank-2 theories. For more details on CB geometry see for example [1, 49, 52, 53], or more pedagogical reviews [78–81].

The low-energy theory on a generic point of the CB C is almost as boring as it gets; a free N = 2 supersymmetric U(1)^r gauge theory with no massless charged states. r is called the rank of the theory and coincides with the complex dimensionality of C, dim_C C = r; we will indicate the global collective coordinates of C as u. As we said above, C is a singular space and its singular locus, which is a closed subset of C, will be denoted as S. The CB singularities can be of two types. The metric singularities arise when charged states become massless while singularities of the complex structure denote non-trivial relations among CB chiral ring generators [82–84]. In what follows we will always make the simplifying assumption that C is a non singular complex variety and thus we are only interested in the singularities of the first kind. This in turn implies that C is topologically C^r .

The smooth part of the CB is C_{reg} := C \ S and thus C_{reg} is an open subset of C. When the N = 2 theory is superconformal the symmetry group includes an R^+ × u(1)_R (we are neglecting the su(2)_R factor as it acts trivially on C) which is in general spontaneously broken and combines to give a C^∗ action on the CB. The entire structure of C has to be compatible with this C^∗ action and in particular S and C_{reg} have to be closed under it and the CB coordinates u have definite scaling dimension, which will be label by the letter Δ_{ui} with the subscript indicating the specific coordinate we refer to. From here onwards we will only focus on the rank-2 case, in which case scale invariance is particularly constraining [68] as there will be only two type of singular loci which we will call knotted stratum and unknotted stratum. These will be defined shortly. Henceforth we will use the following convention u := (u, v), where u has the lowest scaling dimension of the two CB coordinates.

General argument on the physical interpretation of the CB singularities [52, 53, 68], show that S has to be a complex co-dimension one algebraic subvariety of C. Thus S can be defined as the zero locus of a single polynomial in u and v. The fact that S has to be closed under the scaling action implies that the polyonomial has to be homogenous, which in turn implies that it can always be brought to the form:

S := { (u, v) ∈ C | | |P (u, v) = 0 } , P (u, v) = u · v · ∏ i∈I (u^p + λ_iv^q) (3.1)

where λ_i ∈ C , and p and q are integers fixed by the relative scaling dimension of u and v and by requiring that gcd(p, q) = 1. Each factor in (3.1), P_i(u, v), identifies a connected component of S (which is then the union of a bunch of disconnected pieces). The homogenous dimension of the P_i(u, v) identifying each connected component plays

– 13 – an important role in what follows. We will label it as:

Δ^{sing}_i := Δ ( P_i(u, v) ) . (3.2)

We also adopt the following nomenclature:

1) u = 0: u unknotted stratum or S_u. Δ^{sing}_u = Δ_u.

2) v = 0: v unknotted stratum or S_v. Δ^{sing}_v = Δ_v.

3) u^p + v^q = 0: knotted stratum or S_up_{+v}q . Δ^{sing}_up_{+v}q = pΔ_u = qΔ_v.

The nomenclature knotted/unknotted is explained in detail in [68]

It can be proven that the following facts apply [1, 70]:

Fact 1. A four dimensional rank 2 N = 2 SCFT which cannot be decomposed into the product of two rank-1 theories has at least one knotted stratum.

Fact 2. A two complex dimensional CB C, parametrized by CB coordinates (u, v), only admits a stratum corresponding to the C^∗ orbit S_v (S_u) if Δ_u (Δ_v) is a scaling dimension allowed at rank 1. The corresponding CB parameter is called Higgsable CB parameter.

Both statements can be relatively straightforwardly generalized to higher ranks.

Now comes one of the key point. Each connected stratum in (3.1) supports an either IR-free or superconformal rank-1 low energy theory which describes precisely the charged states which are becoming massless there^7. Understanding these rank-1 theories is a central piece of our analysis. So let’s formalize this point a bit more.

Again, call the rank-2 theory at the superconformal vacuum T and call T_u the low-energy effective description of T at the generic point of the CB u. For example we have:

T_u ≡ free N =2 u(1)^2, u ∈ C_{reg}. (3.3)

7Technically this statement is incorrect as the origin of each stratum is the origin of the moduli space where our rank-2 SCFT is supported. Thus a rank-1 theory is supported on a dense open subset of the stratum which is called the component associated to the stratum [1]. In order to keep things as intuitive as possible, we will be sloppy and not make this distinction here.

– 14 –

If instead u ∈ S, extra charged states become massless and the effective theory in the IR is no longer u(1)^2 but, rather, an either IR-free or superconfrmal rank-1 theory. T_u is identified precisely with this theory describing the low-energy degrees of freedom which plays a special role in what follows. We will call:

T_i ≡

T_u, for (u, v) ∈ S_u T_v, for (u, v) ∈ S_v T_up_{+v}q , for (u, v) ∈ S_up_{+v}q

(3.4)

and the quantities indexed by i ∈ I, (c_i, k_i, h_i), label the central charges of these rank-1 theories T_i and will be used to compute the central charges of the SCFT at the superconformal vacuum T (see below). We also use u_i to label the coordinate parametrizing the one complex dimensional CB of T_i and define:

Δ_i := Δ(u_i) (3.5)

which defines the last quantity entering the central charge formulae which we will shortly define. If this discussion is a bit too abstract, many many explicit examples can be found in [1] or below in section 4.

Before introducing the central charge formulae [2] let’s discuss another very constraining property of CB geometries which was proven in the same paper and which will be extremely useful in our analysis below. The UV-IR simple flavor condition states that simple flavor factors of SCFTs of arbitrary rank, and thus in particular of rank-2 SCFTs, act on the massless BPS spectrum which arise on singular complex codimension one strata of the CB. In other words any simple flavor factor f of an SCFT T, is realized (with possible rank-preserving enhancement) as the flavor symmetries of (at least one) rank-1 theory T_i defined in (3.4). This observation allows to then study the structure of the HB from the CB perspective and gain new insights on allowed Higgsing.

The rank-1 theories T_i carry more information than just the flavor symmetry of the SCFT. In fact, generalizing [85], it is possible to derive explicit formulae expressing the central charges of an arbitrary N = 2 SCFT in terms of corresponding quantities of the rank-1 theories T_i’s [2]:

24a = 5r + h + 6 (_r ∑ ℓ=1 Δ_{uℓ} − 2 ) + ∑ i∈I Δ^{sing}_i b_i, (3.6a)

12c = 2r + h + ∑ i∈I Δ^{sing}_i b_i, (3.6b)

– 15 – k_f = ∑ i∈I_f Δ^{sing}_i d_iΔ_i ( k^i − T (2h_i) ) + T (2h). (3.6c)

Here, r is the rank of the SCFT, h is the quaternionic dimension of the theory’s ECB and Δ_{uℓ} is the scaling dimension of the theory’s ℓ-th component of the CB coordinate vector u. The sums indexed by i are performed over all the singular strata S_i and the b_i are defined to be: b_i :=

12c_i − 2 − h_i Δ_i

(3.7)

where Δ^{sing}_i and Δ_i are defined in (3.2) and (3.5), all the remaining quantities indexed by i (except d_i) refer to corresponding quantities of T_i defined in (3.4). Finally d_i is the embedding index of the flavor symmetry. We call these formulae central charge formulae and their great service is that they allow to re-write the SCFT data of a rank-r SCFT in terms of easily accessible geometric data (e.g. the scaling dimension of their CB parameter or dimension of its ECB) and the SCFT data of rank-1 theories which have been fully classified.

A warm-up example, which will also enable us to derive a rule which will turn very handy in what follows, is to compute the level k_f for a simple flavor factor realized on a stratum identified by a polynomial of dimension Δ̃ by any of the entry in table 4 with h=0. Plugging the appropriate values in (3.6c) we derive the following:

Doubling rule Any entry in table 4 with h=0 realizes a flavor symmetry factor with k_f = 2Δ̃ (3.8)

where Δ̃ is the homogenous dimension of the polynomial identifying the singular stratum (Δ̃ = Δ_u/Δ_v is the theory is supported on an unknotted stratum or Δ̃ = pΔ_u = qΔ_v if is supported on a knotted stratum). The converse is nearly always true as well.

The stratification of the CB singular locus is even richer than what is discussed above; in fact, the strata themselves have to be scale invariant special Kähler varieties. But we won’t review this here and refer the interested reader to the original paper for more details [1].

Let’s conclude with a remark which will be used in a few cases below. As discussed in [2], if a form of the Seiberg-Witten (SW) curve is known where the curve is written

– 16 – as a fibration of an hyperelliptic curve over C, that is in the form

y^2 = f(u, v, x) (3.9)

where f(u, v, x) is at most of degree six in x with meromorphic coefficient in (u, v), there is an easy way to gain many information about the singular locus of the CB by taking the x discriminant of f(u, v, x). This is called the quantum discriminant of the geometry [2] which allows in most cases to characterize the entire Hasse diagram, not just S. The relation between the quantum discriminant and the CB stratification will be further investigated in [67].

3.3 Higgs branch stratification

A wonderful recent discussion of the structure of HBs of SCFTs with eight supercharges (thus in particular N = 2 in 4d) was recently presented in [86] where many lagrangian examples are also explicitly discussed. It is hard to do a better job and in fact we most likely won’t. But to keep the paper as self-contained as possible we nevertheless present a brief discussion of the HB stratitification.

Supeconformal invariance implies that the HB, is a hyper-Kähler cone [75] which in particular implies that it is a symplectic singularity [87]. Like the CB, the HB is also a singular space. In analogy with what we did in the previous section, we call H^{reg} the set of points where the symplectic structure is non-degenerate. This symplectic form naturally induces a symplectic structure on the singular points which we will label as S_H [88–90]. A powerful and general result is that symplectic singularities admit a finite stratification [91]: H ≡ n⨆ i=0 H_i (3.10)

where ⨆ indicates the disjoint union, the H_i’s are irreducible and connected and are called symplectic leaves. The normalization of their closure are symplectic singularities. Importantly symplectic leaves are partially ordered by the operation of inclusion in the closure of other symplectic leaves and they can be represented by a Hasse diagram. A leaf H_a covers H_b and notated a⋗b iff a > b and there is no H_c such that a > c > b, we will also say that H_a and H_b are neighboring leaves. In addition each pair of symplectic leaves, (H_a, H_b), defines a subvariety, S_{(a,b)}, which is transverse in the sense of [92] and whose dimension is equal to the codimension of the smaller leaf into the closure of the larger one. We will call S_{(a,b)} the transverse slice of H_a into H_b if a < b. A transverse slice between two neighboring leaves is called an elementary slice and the edges of the Hasse diagram are precisely labeled by those. Standard examples of Hasse diagram

– 17 – representations of symplectic singularities stratification are given by the Kraft-Procesi transition between nilpotent orbits [93, 94]. A full list of possible elementary slices is still unknown and it is unclear whether there is an answer for this question. Initially there was a hope that these could be restricted to minimal nilpotent orbits of classical and exceptional Lie algebras (see table 5) and Du Val or Kleinian singularities [86]. But as our understanding of HB of SCFTs with eight of more supercharges improves, new elementary slices are discovered [95]. In this work we will also conjecture the existence of new mysterious ones.

The structure of symplectic singularities is illuminated by its physical interpretation. The smallest and largest symplectic leaves are naturally identified with the origin of the moduli space, H_0 = {0}, and the non-singular part of the HB, H_n = H^{reg} respectively. The other leaves H_i, since singularities of moduli spaces corresponds to loci where extra interacting degrees of freedom become massless, precisely identify the subvarieties of H where a SCFT T_i is supported. For a lagrangian SCFT, the H_i are spanned by pattern of partial Higgsing where subgroups of lower and lower rank, as i increases, are left unbroken. In the non-lagrangian set up, moving from one leaf to the other involves turning on vevs of some HB operator. Nevertheless the physical intuition remains the same and therefore we will henceforth refer to the action of moving from one symplectic leaf to neighboring ones as partial Higgsing. If the higgsing associated to a given leaf is of generalized highest weight Higgsing (gHW) type, then there is an extremely useful relation which we will be used extensively below to reconstruct the HB structure of SCFTs [35, 96]:

GHW central charge formula For a leaf associated to a higgsing of gHW type, the difference between the c central charge of an SCFT T_0 supported at the origin of the (closure of the) leaf and that of SCFT, T_{gHW} supported on a generic point of the leaf

12c_{T0} − 12c_{TgHW} = 2 ( 3 2 k_f − 1 ) + δdim_H H − 1 (3.11)

where δdim_H H is the variation in HB dimension induced by the Higgsing or the quaternionic dimension of the leaf.

4 Detailed description of rank-2 theories

In this section we will delve into the details of the results reported in table 1, 2, 3, 6, 7 and 8. The first three tables collect the CFT data of the N = 2 rank-2

– 18 –

Minimal nilpotent orbit of Lie algebras f dim_H f^♮ π_R I_f♮_{→f} a_N N a_{N−2} ⊕ C (N − 2)_+ ⊕ (N − 2)_− (1, 1) b_N 2N − 2 a_1 ⊕ b_{N−2} (2, 2N − 3) (1, 1) c_N N c_{N−1} 2(N − 1) (1, 1) d_N 2N − 3 a_1 ⊕ d_{N−2} (2, 2N − 4) (1, 1) e_6 11 a_5 20 1 e_7 17 d_6 32 1 e_8 29 e_7 56 1 g_2 3 a_1 4 3 f_4 8 c_3 14^′ 1

Table 5: For the convenience of the reader, we summarize the properties of minimal nilpotent orbit for all classical and exceptional Lie algebras which appear copiously as elementary slices on the HB. This table is almost verbatim taken from [97].

SCFTs currently known to the author along with some information about the CB stratification, while the latter three specifically list information about the theories’ HBs and information about how the flavor symmetry is realized along the various higgsings^8. We organize the known rank-2 theories in ten series of theories which are mutually connected by mass deformations and five isolated ones. A more detailed study of RG-flows of rank-2 theories will be presented elsewhere [3]. We will do our best in referencing the literature and clarify the results which have appeared elsewhere and apologize in advance for those who don’t get the credit they certainly deserve. For example, it is worth mentioning that the class-S construction [27, 28] of N = 2 SCFTs gives often remarkable information about the HB structure of the theory, thus parts of the HB Hasse diagrams of the theories below could be derived this way and it was certainly known before. We won’t follow this path and use instead primarily the techniques in [1, 2]. At the cost of being slightly repetitive, we will write the description of each theory in such a way that it can be read somewhat independently from the rest.

The upshot of our analysis is that most rank-2 theories have been completely understood and reveal general patterns; one, or multiple, knotted stratum supporting either a [I_1, ∅] or a S^{(1)}_{∅,2}, and unknotted stratum supporting one of the rank-1 theories in table 4 (see below). But some entries don’t quite fit these patterns. Specifically, sp(4)_{14}×su(2)_8 is the only theory with an IR free theory with a non-trivial HB, and a

8This is also useful to guess the basics of the generalized free field construction of their VOAs [97, 98] which will be sketched in appendix C.

– 19 – non-trivial ECB, supported over a knotted stratum. The ECB structure of this theory is also particularly complicated and involved. Also theories in the su(6) and su(5) series have IR-free theories supported on CB strata with semi-simple flavor symmetries and a HB stratification presenting mysterious elementary transitions which are labeled with a question mark and a blue dashed line in the corresponding Hasse diagrams.

– 20 –

Rank-2: Higgs branch data I

# f S_u ([f^♮]_k♮ , I_f♮_{→fUV} ) π_R T_u ([f_{IR}]_{kIR} , I_f♮_{→fIR} ) S_v ([f^♮]_k♮ , I_f♮_{→fUV} ) π_R T_v ([f_{IR}]_{kIR} , I_f♮_{→fIR} ) e_8 − so(20) series 1. [e_8]_{24}×su(2)_{13} ∅ - - - - e_8 ([e_7]_{24}×su(2)_{13}, (1, 1)) (56, 1) T^{(1)}_{E8,1}×H ([e_7]_{12}×su(2)_{12}×su(2)_1, (1, 1, 1)) 2. so(20)_{16} ∅ - - - - d_{10} (su(2)_{16}×so(16)_{16}, (1, 1)) (2, 16) T^{(1)}_{E8,1} (so(16)_{12}, 1) 3. [e_8]_{20} ∅ - - - - e_8 ([e_7]_{20}, 1) 56 T^{(1)}_{E7,1} ([e_7]_8, 1) 4. [e_7]_{16}×su(2)_9 ∅ - - - - e_7 (so(12)_{16}×su(2)_9, (1, 1)) (32, 1) T^{(1)}_{E7,1}×H (so(12)_8×su(2)_8×su(2)_1, (1, 1, 1)) 5. su(2)_8×so(16)_{12} a_1 (so(16)_{12}, 1) − T^{(1)}_{E8,1} (so(16)_{12}, 1) d_8 (su(2)_8×su(2)_{12}×so(12)_{12}, (1, 1, 1)) (2, 12) T^{(1)}_{E7,1} (su(2)_8×so(12)_8, (1, 1)) 6. su(10)_{10} ∅ - - - - a_9 (su(8)_{10}×u(1), 1) 8 ⊕ 8 T^{(1)}_{E7,1} (su(8)_8, 1) 7. [e_6]_{12}×su(2)_7 ∅ - - - - e_6 (su(6)_{12}×su(2)_7, (1, 1)) (20, 1) T^{(1)}_{E6,1}×H (su(6)_6×su(2)_6×su(2)_1, (1, 1, 1)) 8. so(14)_{10}×u(1) ∅ - - - - d_7 (su(2)_{10}×so(10)_{10}, (1, 1)) (2, 10) T^{(1)}_{E6,1} (so(10)_6×u(1), 1) 9. su(2)_6×su(8)_8 a_1 (su(8)_8, 1) − T^{(1)}_{E7,1} (su(8)_8, 1) a_7 (su(6)_8×su(2)_6×u(1), (1, 1)) 6 ⊕ 6 T^{(1)}_{E6,1} (su(6)_6×su(2)_6, (1, 1)) 10. so(12)_8 ∅ - - - - d_6 (su(2)_8×so(8)_8, (1, 1)) (2, 8) T^{(1)}_{D4,1} (so(8)_4, 1) 11. so(8)_8×su(2)_5 ∅ - - - - d_4 (su(2)^3_8×su(2)_5, (1, 1)) (2^3, 1) T^{(1)}_{D4,1} × H (su(2)^3_4×su(2)_1, (1, 1)) 12. u(6)_6 ∅ - - - - a_5 (su(4)_6×u(1), 1) 4 ⊕ 4 T^{(1)}_{D4,1} (su(4)_5×u(1), 1) 13. su(2)^5_4 a_1 (su(2)^4_5, 1) − T^{(1)}_{D4,1} (su(2)^4, 1) ∅ - - - - 14. su(3)_6×su(2)_4 ∅ - - - - a_2 (u(1)×su(2)_4, (−, 1)) 1_+ ⊕ 1_− T^{(1)}_{A2,1}×H (su(2)_3×su(2)_1, (1, 1)) 15. su(5)_5 ∅ - - - - a_4 (su(3)_5×u(1), 1) 3 ⊕ 3 T^{(1)}_{A2,1} (su(3)_3, 1) 16. su(2) 16_3 ×su(2) 11_3 ∅ - - - - a_1 (su(2) 11_3 , 1) 1 T^{(1)}_{A1,1}×H (su(2) 8_3 , su(2)_1, (1, 1)) 17. su(2) 10_3 ×u(1) ∅ - - - - a_1 (∅, -) − T^{(1)}_{A1,1} u(1) 18. su(2) 17_5 ∅ - - - - ∅ - - - - 19. u(1) ∅ - - - - ∅ - - - - 20. su(2) 16_5 ∅ - - - - a_1 (∅, -) − T^{(1)}_{∅,1} ∅ 21. ∅ ∅ - - - - ∅ - - - - sp(12) − sp(8) − f_4 series 22. sp(12)_8 c_6 (sp(10)_8, 1) 10 S^{(1)}_{E6,2} (sp(10)_7, 1) ∅ - - - - 23. sp(4)_7×sp(8)_8 c_4 (sp(4)_7×sp(6)_8, (1, 1)) 6 S^{(1)}_{E6,2} (sp(4)_7×sp(6)_7, (1, 1)) c_2 (su(2)_7×sp(8)_8, (1, 1)) 2 su(2)_6×su(8)_8 (su(2)_6×sp(8)_8, (1, 1)) 24. [f_4]_{12}×su(2)^2_7 f_4 (sp(6)×su(2)^2, (1, 1)) (14^′, 1) S^{(1)}_{E6,2} (sp(6)_7×su(2)^2_7, (1, 1)) ∅ - - - - 25. su(2)_8×sp(8)_6 c_4 (sp(6)_6×su(2)_8, (1, 1)) 6 S^{(1)}_{D4,2} (sp(6)_5×su(2)_8, (1, 1)) a_1 (sp(8)_6, 1) 1 T^{(1)}_{E6,1} (sp(8)_6, 1) 26. su(2)_5×sp(6)_6×u(1) c_3 (sp(4)_6×su(2)_5×u(1), (1, 1)) 4 S^{(1)}_{D4,2} (sp(4)_5×su(2)_5×u(1), (1, 1)) a_1 (sp(6)_6, 1) − SU(3) + 6F (sp(6)_6, 1) 27. so(7)_8×su(2)^2_5 b_3 (su(2)×su(2)×su(2)^2, (1, 2, 1)) (2, 3, 1) S^{(1)}_{D4,2} (su(2)^3_5×su(2)_8, (1, 1)) ∅ - - - - 28. [f_4]_{10}×u(1) ∅ - - - - f_4 (sp(6)_{10}×u(1), 1) 14^′ S^{(1)}_{D4,2} (sp(6)_5×u(1), 1) 29. sp(6)_5×u(1) c_3 (sp(4)_5×u(1), 1) 4 S^{(1)}_{A2,2} (sp(4)_4, 1) ∅ - - - - 30. su(3)_6×su(2)^2_4 a_2 (u(1)×su(2)^2, (−, 1)) 1_+ ⊕ 1_− S^{(1)}_{A2,2} (su(2)^2_4×u(1), (1, -)) ∅ - - - - 31. sp(4)_4 c_2 (su(2)_4, 1) 2 S^{(1)}_{∅,2} (su(2)_3, 1) ∅ - - - - 32. su(2)_6 a_1 (su(2)_3, 1) − S^{(1)}_{∅,2} (su(2)_3, 1) ∅ - - - -

Table 6: This table summarizes the HB data for the theories in table 1. The second column lists the flavor symmetry of the SCFT,

column three to seven, lists the information of the higgsing of the flavor symmetry realized on the CB unknotted stratum u = 0, while the last four columns present the same information for v = 0. For more details and an explanation of the connection with generalized free fields realization of the theory’s VOA, see appendix C. u(1) factors in this table will be mostly omitted.

– 21 –

Rank-2: Higgs branch data II

# f S_u ([f^♮]_k♮ , I_f♮_{→fUV} ) π_R T_u ([f_{IR}]_{kIR} , I_f♮_{→fIR} ) S_v ([f^♮]_k♮ , I_f♮_{→fUV} ) π_R T_v ([f_{IR}]_{kIR} , I_f♮_{→fIR} ) su(6) series 33. su(6)_{16}×su(2)_9 ∅ - - - - a_1 (su(6)_{16}, 1) - sp(12)_8 (su(6)_8, 2) 34. su(4)_{12}×su(2)_7×u(1) ? ? ? ? ? a_1 (su(4)_{12}×u(1), 1) - su(2)_8×sp(8)_6 (su(2)_8×su(4)_6, (1, 2)) 35. su(3)_{10}×su(3)_{10}×u(1) ∅ - - - - h_{2,3} su(3)_{10}×su(2)_{10} 2 ⊕ 2 S^{(1)}_{D4,2} (su(3)_5×su(2)_8, (2, 1)) 36. su(3)_{10}×su(2)_6×u(1) ∅ - - - - a_1 (su(3)_{10}×u(1), 1) - sp(6)_5×u(1) (su(3)_5×u(1), 2) 37. su(2)_8×su(2)_8×u(1)^2 A_3 (su(2)_8×su(2)_8, (1, 1)) - T^{(1)}_{D4,1} (su(2)_4×su(2)_4, (2, 2)) h_{2,2} su(2)_8×u(1)^3 - S^{(1)}_{A2,2} (su(2)_4×u(1), 2) 38. u(1)×u(1) ∅ - - - - a_1 (∅, -) - S^{(1)}_{∅,2} u(1) sp(14) series 39. sp(14)_9 ∅ - - - - c_7 (sp(12)_9, 1) 12 sp(12)_8 (sp(12)_8, 1) 40. su(2)_8×sp(10)_7 a_1 (sp(10)_7, 1) − S^{(1)}_{E6,2} (sp(10)_7, 1) c_5 (sp(8)_7×su(2)_8, (1, 1)) 8 su(2)×sp(8)_6 (sp(8)_6×su(2)_8, (1, 1) 41. su(2)_5×sp(8)_7 a_1 (sp(8)_7, 1) − G_2 + 4F (sp(8)_7, 1) c_4 (su(2)_5×sp(6)_7, (1, 1)) 6 su(2)_5×sp(6)_6×u(1) (su(2)_5×sp(6)_6, (1, 1)) 42. sp(8)_6×u(1) ∅ - - - - c_4 (sp(6)_6×u(1), 1) 6 sp(6)_5×u(1) (sp(6)_5×u(1), 1) 43. sp(6)_5 ∅ - - - - c_3 (sp(4)_5, 1) 4 SU(2)-SU(2) (sp(4)_4, 1) su(5) series 44. su(5)_{16} ∅ - - - - h_{5,3} su(4)_{16} 4 ⊕ 4 S^{(1)}_{D4,3} (su(4)_{14}, 1) 45. su(3)_{12}×u(1) ? ? - S^{(1)}_{A2,4} (su(3)_{14}, 1) h_{3,3} (su(2)_{12}×u(1), 1) 2 ⊕ 2 S^{(1)}_{A1,3} (su(2)_{10}×u(1), 1) 46. su(2)_{10}u(1) ∅ - - - - h_{5,3} su(4)_{16} 4 ⊕ 4 S^{(1)}_{D4,3} (su(4)_{14}, 1) sp(12) series 47. sp(12)_{11} ∅ - - - - c_6 (sp(10)_{11}, 1) 10 su(10)_{10} (sp(10)_{10}, 1) 48. sp(4)_5×so(4)_4 ∅ - - - - c_2 (su(2)_5×so(4)_4, (1, 1)) 2 2F + SU(2) − SU(2) + F (su(2)_4×so(4)_4×u(1)^2, (1, 1)) 49. sp(8)_7 ∅ - - - - c_4 (sp(6)_7, 1) 6 SU(3) + 6F (sp(6)_6, 1) 50. sp(4) 13_3 ∅ - - - - c_2 (sp(2) 13_3 , 1) 2 (A_1, D_6) (su(2) 10_3 ×u(1), 1) sp(8) − su(2)^2 series 51. sp(8)_{13}×su(2)_{26} ∅ - - - - c_4 (sp(6)×su(2), (1, 1)) (6, 1) T^{(2)}_{E6,2} (sp(6)_{12}×su(2)_{12}×su(2)^2_7, (1, 1, 1)) 52. sp(4)_9×su(2)_{16}×su(2)_{18} ∅ - - - - c_2 (su(2)×su(2), (1, 1)) (2, 1) T^{(2)}_{D4,2} (su(2)_8×su(2)^2_8×su(2)^2_5, (2, 1, 1)) 53. su(2)_7×su(2)_{14} × u(1) ∅ - - - - a_1 (su(2), 1) 1 T^{(2)}_{A2,2} (su(2)_6×su(2)^2_4×u(1), (1, 1, -) 54. su(2)_6×su(2)_8 a_1 (su(2)_8, 1) 1 S^{(1)}_{A2,4} u(1)×u(1) ∅ - - - - 55. su(2)_5 a_1 (∅, -) − S^{(1)}_{∅,4} (u(1)) ∅ - - - - 56. su(2)_{10} ∅ - - - - a_1 (su(2)_3, 1) - S^{(1)}_{∅,2}×u(1) (su(2)_3, 1) g_2 series 57. [g_2]_8×su(2)_{14} g_2 (su(2)×su(2), (3, 1)) (4, 1) S^{(1)}_{D4,3} (su(2)_{14}×su(2)_{14}×u(1), (1, 1)) ∅ - - - - 58. su(2) 16_3 ×su(2)_{10} a_1 (su(2), 1) 1 S^{(1)}_{A1,3} (su(2)_{10}×u(1), 1) ∅ - - - - 59. [g_2] 20_3 g_2 (su(2) 20_3 , 3) 4 S^{(1)}_{A1,3} (su(2)_{10}, 1) ∅ - - - - 60. su(2)_8 ∅ - - - - a_1 (su(2)_3, 1) - S^{(1)}_{∅,2}×u(1) (su(2)_3, 1) su(3) series 61. su(3)_{26}×u(1) ∅ - - - - h_{2,4} (su(2)_{26}, 1) 2 ⊕ 2 T^{(2)}_{D4,3} (su(2)_8×su(2)_{14}, (3, 1)) 62. u(1)^2 ∅ - - - - h_{2,3} u(1) - T^{(2)}_{A1,3} (su(2) 16_3 ×su(2)_{10}, (1, 1)) 63. u(1) ∅ - - - - A_4 - - S^{(1)}_{∅,2}×u(1) (su(2)_3, 1) su(2) series 64. su(2)_{16}×u(1) ∅ - - - h_{3,4} u(1)^2 - T^{(2)}_{A2,4} (su(2)_6×su(2)_8, (1, 1)) 65. u(1) ∅ - - - - A_5 - - S^{(1)}_{∅,2}×u(1) (su(2)_3, 1)

Table 7: This table summarizes the HB data for the theories in table 2. The second column lists the flavor symmetry of the SCFT,

column three to seven, lists the information of the higgsing of the flavor symmetry realized on the CB unknotted stratum u = 0, while the last four columns present the same information for v = 0. The entries in red are uncertain as discussed in the corresponding sections. For more details and an explanation of the connection with generalized free fields realization of the theory’s VOA, see appendix C. u(1) factors in this table will be mostly omitted.

– 22 –

Rank-2: Higgs branch data III (Isolated)

# f S_u ([f^♮]_k♮ , I_f♮_{→fUV} ) π_R T_u ([f_{IR}]_{kIR} , I_f♮_{→fIR} ) S_v ([f^♮]_k♮ , I_f♮_{→fUV} ) π_R T_v ([f_{IR}]_{kIR} , I_f♮_{→fIR} ) 66. sp(4)_{14}×su(2)_8 a_1 (sp(4)_{14}, 1) − S^{(1)}_{D4,3} (sp(4)_{14}, 1) ∅ - - - - 67. su(2)_{14} a_1 - - T^{(2)}_{∅,1} - ∅ - - - - 68. su(2)_{14} ∅ - - - - a_1 (su(2)_3, 1) - S^{(1)}_{∅,2}×u(1) (su(2)_3, 1) Theory with no known string theory realization 69. ∅ ∅ - - - - ∅ - - - -

Table 8: This table summarizes the HB data for the isolated theories. The second column lists the flavor symmetry of the SCFT, column three to seven, lists the information of the higgsing of the flavor symmetry realized on the CB unknotted stratum u = 0, while the last four columns present the same information for v = 0. For more details and an explanation of the connection with generalized free fields realization of the theory’s VOA, see appendix C. u(1) factors in this table will be mostly omitted.

A final note is that the discussion of the S and T theories, as well as the theories with extended supersymmetry, will be far less detailed than the rest. The former have been studied in depth recently and it would be redundant to present the same results here, only less eloquently. The latter are instead extremely constrained so there is a limited number of moving parts. We therefore made the choice of collecting the main results for theories in these two classes, as well as their CFT data, in Appendix A and B. 4.1 e_8 − so(20) series

This is the largest series with two SCFTs at the top from which descend a total of twenty one theories. This series includes all the AD theory known to the author. It is also worth mentioning that no discretely gauged rank-1 theories appear on CB singular strata.

T^{(2)}_{E8,1} This is the rank-2 theory with the largest HB and central charges and sits at the top of the e_8 − so(20) series. This theory can be engineered in type II B string theory as the worldvolume theory of two D3 branes probing an E_8 7brane singularity [99–102]. It is also commonly known as the rank-2 E_8 Minahan-Nemeschansky (MN) theory [103, 104]. Recently this theory has been shown to belong to a larger class of N = 2 theories dubbed T -theories which have been studied in detail and their properties are summarized in appendix A. We collect the relevant CFT data as well the stratification in table 45.

– 23 – so(20)_{16} This theory is the other top theory of the series and can be obtained, for example, in the untwisted E_6 class-S series [29]. This study allows to fill in most of the CFT data reported in table 1b which will be used below to fill in all the details of the full moduli space of vacua which we now discuss.

so(20)_{16}

[I_1, ∅]

[I^∗_6 , so(20)] [ u^4 + v^3 = 0 ] [ v = 0 ] H^{dHB} e_8T^{(1)}E8,1 d_{10}so(20)^{16}

(a) The Coulomb and Higgs stratification of so(20)_{16}.

so(20)_{16} (Δ_u, Δ_v) (6, 8) 24a 202 12c 124 f_k so(20)_{16} d_{HB} 46 h 0 T (2h) 0

(b) Central charges, CB parameters and ECB dimension.

Figure 1: Information about the so(20)_{16}.

The flavor symmetry of this theory is simple, expectedly so given it has only one Higgsable CB parameter, v. Because of the UV-IR simple flavor condition, the so(20) factor must be realized on the CB as the flavor symmetry of a rank-1 theory supported on a singular stratum, and since the only allowed unknotted stratum is v = 0, we can start with such an option. An encouraging fact is that the level of the so(20) precisely doubles Δ_v so we can use the doubling rule. A quick look at table 4 makes it obvious that the right guess is T_v ≡ [I^∗_6 , so(20)] where this latter theory is nothing but an N = 2 SU(2) gauge theory with ten fundamental hypers. Using (3.6c), it is immediate to check that this guess does reproduce the correct level k_{so(20)} = 16. Since this N = 2 gauge theory has no ECB, we also conclude that h=0. That the guess we just made is correct, can be also checked by reproducing the a and c central charges of this theory, shown in table 1b, plugging the b_i for the [I^∗_6 , so(20)] (which the reader can check to be 12) in (3.6a)-(3.6b). With T_u4_{+v}3 ≡ [I_1, ∅], everything works beautifully.

The Hasse diagram of the HB is linear and it involves only two transitions, the first one being associated with the HB of the theory supported on the CB which has a d_{10} as its HB. To identify the (rank-1) theory supported on d_{10} we can use the property that the total HB dimension of the rank-2 theory is 46 from which, subtracting the 17 dimension of the d_{10}, we obtain a prediction for the dimension of the HB of the rank-1 theory: 19. This immediately singles out T_{d10} ≡ T^{(1)}_{E8,1}. There is another way

– 24 – of going about determining the theory supported on various strata and which will be used copiously below. Using (3.11) we can directly predict the central charge of the theory after higgsing. This formula only applies to higgings of gHW type. If the CB realization of the flavor symmetry which is getting spontaneously broken is known, it is easy to assess whether or not a given higgsing has this property. For the case of the d_{10} transition this is indeed the case. (3.11) then gives 12c_{Td10} = 62 which matches our previous guess. As it is explained in section C, in this case the matching of the moment map along the higgsing works in a non-trivial and somewhat interesting way.

[e_8]_{20} This theory was discussed in [30] where it is also pointed out that it can be obtained in the E_7 class-S [42]. The nomenclature [e_8]_{20} was introduced in [33, 105] where the geometric engineering realization of this theory in type II B string theory is also discussed. Most of the CFT data in table 2b is taken from [30] and leveraged here to complete the study of the full moduli space.

[e_8]_{20}[I_1, ∅] T^{(1)}_{E8,1}^{[u5 + v2 = 0]} [ v = 0 ] H^{dHB} e_7T^{(1)}E7,1 e_8[e^8]^{20}

(a) The Coulomb and Higgs stratification of [e_8]_{20}

[e_8]_{20} (Δ_u, Δ_v) (4, 10) 24a 202 12c 124 f_k [e_8]_{20} d_{HB} 46 h 0 T (2h) 0

(b) Central charges, CB parameters and ECB dimension.

Figure 2: Information about the [e_8]_{20}

Since the theory has a single Higgsable CB parameter we expect a relatively simple structure. The fact that the flavor symmetry is simple, and furthermore exceptional, makes our life quite easy. In fact the only natural guess for the realization of the e_8 on the CB is T_v ≡ T^{(1)}_{E8,1}. This is further confirmed from the fact that the level of the e_8 flavor factor is indeed double of Δ_v. This guess can be checked in two ways. Firstly, as we have done in the previous case, we can apply (3.6a)-(3.6b) to match the central charges of this theory. This works well and in turns allows to determine the theory on the knotted stratum: T_u5_{+v}2 ≡ [I_1, ∅]. The second approach is insightful. This is one of the few lucky cases where the CB geometry is known in terms of a hyperelleptic

– 25 – fibration of a two dimensional base [65, 66]. Therefore we have a way to extract the CB stratification by studying the discriminant locus of the fibration as discussed at the end of section 3.2. This philosophy is described in more details, for example, in [2].

From [66] the CB geometry of this theory can be written as:

y^2 = x^5 + (ux + v)^3. (4.1)

Taking the discriminant of the right hand side we obtain:

D_x5 ∼ v^{10}(c_1u^5 + c_2v^2) (4.2)

where c_{1,2} are irrelevant numerical factor. This result implies that the CB geometry is only singular at v = 0 and u^5 + v^2 = 0, which matches nicely with our previous guess. But this is not all. In fact the order of the zero of the discriminant carries extra information which can be used to characterize the theory supported on two singular strata. Performing the analysis we find that the v = 0 singularity (we are taking implicitly u ≠ 0) is a II^∗ singularity while the one at u^5 + v^2 = 0 is an I_1. This perfectly match with what we find using the UV-IR simple flavor condition and the central charge formulae.

We are now ready to study the HB which we expect to be linear. Furthermore this theory has h=0 and therefore to identify the theory supported on the e_8 stratum suffices to impose the constraint that the total dimension of the HB should add up to 46. This singles out T_{e8} ≡ T^{(1)}_{E7,1}. As we did before, we can confirm this guess recognizing that the spontaneous breaking of the e_8 gives a higgsing of gHW type and apply (3.11) to find 12c_{Te8} = 38.

T^{(2)}_{E7,1} This theory can be engineered in type II B string theory as the worldvolume theory of two D3 branes probing an E_7 7 brane exceptional singularity [99–102]. It is also commonly known as the rank-2 E_7 MN theory [103, 104]. It is well-known that this theory can be obtained by mass deforming the T^{(2)}_{E8,1} and the mass deformation is geometric in the sense that it corresponds to “peel” away a D7 brane which makes the E_8 7 brane singularity a E_7 one. This theory has been shown to belong to a larger class of N = 2 theories dubbed T -theories which have been studied in detail and their properties are summarized in appendix A. We collect the relevant CFT data as well the stratification in table 45.

– 26 – su(2)_8×so(16)_{12} This theory appears in numerous class-S constructions, one example is the untwisted D_4 [31]. This is where most of the CFT data in table 3b is taken from.

su(2)_8×so(16)_{12} [I_2, su(2)]

[I^∗_4 , so(16)]

[I_1, ∅] [ u^3 + v^2 = 0 ] [ v = 0 ] [ u = 0 ] H^{dHB} su(2)_8×so(16)_{12} T^{(1)}_{E7,1}

T^{(1)}_{E8,1}e_7e_8d8a1

(a) The Coulomb and Higgs stratification of su(2)_8×so(16)_{12}.

su(2)_8×so(16)_{12} (Δ_u, Δ_v) (4, 6) 24a 138 12c 84 f_k su(2)_8×so(16)_{12} d_{HB} 30 h 0 T (2h) 0

(b) Central charges, CB parameters and ECB dimension.

Figure 3: Information about the su(2)_8×so(16)_{12} theory.

This is the first case we encounter of a totally higgsable theory. This property is also reflected in the fact that the flavor symmetry has two simple flavor factors. Given the value of the levels, we can use the doubling rule to determine how both factors are realized on the CB. The so(16)_{12} is easily identified as the flavor symmetry of a N = 2 SU(2) gauge theory with eight fundamental flavors, therefore leading to the identification T_v ≡ [I^∗_4 , so(16)]. The su(2) is more ambiguous as it might be the isometry of an ECB but again the fact that the level is twice Δ_u convincingly suggests that T_u ≡ [I_2, su(2)]. This conclusions are confirmed by the computing the a and c central charges of the theory using (3.6a)-(3.6b) which also allows to fix the last ambiguity T_u3_{+v}2 ≡ [I_1, ∅] thus concluding our analysis of the CB.

The CB perspective indicates that h=0 which also implies that the same constraints applies for the rank-1 theories supported on the a_1 and d_8 higgsings. This information, along with the Ricci-flatness of the HB and the constraint that the total HB dimension should add up to 30, is sufficient to make the identification T_{a1} ≡ T^{(1)}_{E8,1} and T_{d8} ≡ T^{(1)}_{E7,1}. This guess can be checked by exploiting the fact that both higgsings are of gHW type and that (3.11) applied to these cases gives 12c_{Ta1} = 62 and 12c_{Td8} = 38. Thus concluding our analysis.

su(10)_{10} This a rank-2 theories, belongs to an infinite series of N = 2 SCFTs discussed in [32]. The generic S_N theories have flavor symmetry su(N +2)_{2N} ×su(3)_{10}×u(1) and precisely

– 27 – for N = 5 there is a possibility of an enhancement to su(10)_{10} which in fact happens. The S-duality property of these theories for any N are discussed in the original paper along with the computation of many CFT data which, for N = 5 are reported in table 4b. Let’s start with the analysis of the full moduli space.

su(10)_{10}

[I_{10}, su(10)]

[I_1, ∅] [ u^5 + v^4 = 0 ] [ v = 0 ] H^{dHB} su(10)_{10} T^{(1)}_{E7,1}e_7a9

(a) The Coulomb and Higgs stratification of su(10)_{10}.

su(10)_{10} (Δ_u, Δ_v) (4, 5) 24a 122 12c 74 f_k su(10)_{10} d_{HB} 26 h 0 T (2h) 0

(b) Central charges, CB parameters and ECB dimension.

Figure 4: Information about the su(10)_{10} theory.

The fact that the flavor symmetry is simple is consistent with the fact that this theory has a single Higgsable CB parameter, v. Furthermore, since the level of the flavor symmetry is precisely doubled the scaling dimension of the Higgsable CB parameter, the doubling rule immediately suggests the identifcation T_v = [I_{10}, su(10)]. The rest of the CB stratification can be easily filled in by matching the central charge using (3.6b) and we therefore conclude that T_u5_{+v}4 = [I_1, ∅].

The analysis of the HB is also straightforward; the a_9 strata is mandated by the CB analysis which also shows that this higgsing is of gHW type. Since h=0, the theory supported there is a rank-1 theory which could be immediately identified from matching the unbroken flavor symmetry along the Higgsing and imposing that the total HB of the theory matches what is found in the original class-S construction. This leads us to the conclusion that T_{a9} = T^{(1)}_{E7,1}. It is a useful exercise to check that the result from (3.11) are consistent with this identification.

T^{(2)}_{E6,1} This theory can be engineered in type II B string theory as the worldvolume theory of two D3 branes probing an E_6 7 brane exceptional singularity [99–102]. It is also commonly known as the rank-2 E_6 MN theory [103, 104]. Again, it is well-known that this theory can be obtained by mass deforming the T^{(2)}_{E7,1} and the mass deformation is again geometric corresponding to making the E_7 7 brane singularity a E_6 one. This

– 28 – theory has been shown to belong to a larger class of N = 2 theories dubbed T -theories which have been studied in detail and their properties are summarized in appendix A. We collect the relevant CFT data as well the stratification in table 45.

so(14)_{10}×u(1) This theory was first introduced in the context of Z_2 twisted E_6 class-S [39]. The class-S construction gives access to most of the CFT data reported in figure 5b which we will leverage here to fully solve the moduli space structure of the theory.

so(14)_{10}×u(1) [I_1, ∅][I^∗_3 , so(14)] [ u^5 + v^3 = 0 ] [ v = 0 ] H^{dHB} so(14)_{10}×u(1) T^{(1)}_{E6,1}e_6d7

(a) The Coulomb and Higgs stratification of so(14)_{10}×u(1).

so(14)_{10}×u(1) (Δ_u, Δ_v) (3, 5) 24a 106 12c 64 f_k so(14)_{10}×u(1) d_{HB} 22 h 0 T (2h) 0

(b) Central charges, CB parameters and ECB dimension.

Figure 5: Information about the so(14)_{10}×u(1) theory.

Since the theory has a single simple flavor symmetry factor, we expect an easy HB structure. This is a reflection that the theory is not totally higgsable and only v is a Higgsable CB parameter. The CB realization of the so(14)_{10} can be easily and readily identified as T_v ≡ [I^∗_3 , so(14)]. This identification predicts a d_7 transition on the HB side of things but imposes no constraints on the subsequent transitions while restricting the ECB of the theory supported over it to be zero. As a further check that the CB identification which we just made is correct, we can check that, plugging the b_i corresponding to [I^∗_3 , so(14)] supported over v = 0 and a [I_1, ∅] on the knotted stratum in (3.6a)-(3.6b), we perfectly reproduce the a and c central charges of the theory.

Completing the HB analysis is straightforward. From the CB analysis, we could notice that the spontaneous breaking of the so(14) factor is of gHW type and use (3.11) to compute the central charge of the theory supported over d_7. But a possibly even simpler way to complete the study of the HB stratification is to notice that the theory T_{d7} has to have no ECB (coming from the CB analysis) and an 11 dimensional HB. Using the Ricci-flatness of the HB we are left with only one possibility: T_{d7} ≡ T^{(1)}_{E6,1}.

– 29 –

We leave it for the reader to check that the prediction from (3.11) indeed perfectly match with the value of the central charge of the rank-1 MN E_6 theory.

su(2)_6×su(8)_8 This theory was first introduced in the context of twisted Z_2 A_3 class-S theories [36]. In the original paper interesting S-dualities of this theory are discussed as well as most of the CFT data reported in table 6b computed.

The analysis will be similar to the previous cases. The theory is totally higgsable and the two simple factors of the flavor symmetry show that the HB contains two disconnected transitions. It is easy to argue that the su(8)_8 is realized as the flavor symmetry of an [I_8, su(8)] supported on an unknotted v = 0 stratum leading to the identification T_v ≡ [I_8, su(8)]. We therefore expect that one of the two HB transition is an a_7. The su(2)_6 instead could potentially give rise to an ECB but a more careful look at the level of this symmetry, which precisely doubles Δ_u, suggests that it should be realized as the flavor symmetry of a [I_2, su(2)] on a v = 0 stratum. Thus T_v ≡ [I_2, su(2)] and h=0. As usual the calculus of the c central charge via (3.6b), inputting the known b_is of the already identified CB components, allow us to both check that the those are indeed correct, and determine the theory supported on the unknotted strata. This complets the analysis of the stratification of the CB.

su(2)_6×su(8)_8 [I_2, su(2)]

[I_8, su(8)]

[I_1, ∅] [ u^4 + v^3 = 0 ] [ v = 0 ] [ u = 0 ] H^{dHB} su(2)_6×su(8)_8 T^{(1)}_{E7,1}

T^{(1)}_{E6,1}e_7e_6a1a7

(a) The Coulomb and Higgs stratification of su(2)_6×su(8)_8.

su(2)_6×su(8)_8 (Δ_u, Δ_v) (3, 4) 24a 90 12c 54 f_k su(2)_6×su(8)_8 d_{HB} 18 h 0 T (2h) 0

(b) Central charges, CB parameters and ECB dimension.

Figure 6: Information about the su(2)_6×su(8)_8 theory.

Let’s move now to the analysis of the HB. The absence of an ECB and the fact that both Higgsing are of gHW type, make things fairly easy to work out. Indeed using (3.11) we can right away identify the theories supported on the a_7 and a_1 as the rank- 1 MN E_6 (T^{(1)}_{E6,1}) and E_7 (T^{(1)}_{E7,1}) theory (notice that the difference in HB dimensions among these two theories precisely makes up for the difference in dimension of the

– 30 – strata over which they are supported to give rise to a total HB of dimension 12). This is enough to reproduce the HB stratification in figure 6b. USp(4)+6F Let’s now discuss the first lagrangian case. We will be somewhat brief since most of this, is standard material. The huge advantage of the lagrangian case is that to determine the CB singular structure we can directly study the masses induced by the vev of the adjoint vector multiplet scalar for the various hypers present in the theory. The extra charged states which can become massless are either W-bosons (where there is an unbroken SU(2) gauge factors) or charged matter, i.e. specific components of the hypermultiplets which become massless.

In the USp(4) case there are two inequivalent directions, up to Weyl tranformation, where an SU(2) is left unbroken (corresponding to the long and short simple roots) and which therefore give surely rise to singularities. In one case each hypermultiplet in the 4 contributes a massless flavor while in the other it contributes no massless matter. It therefore implies that along these two interesting directions we find in one case an N = 2 SU(2) theory with N_f = 6 and in the other a pure SU(2) theory. The latter theory is asymptotically free and the result of strong coupling is to “split” the singularity into two knotted strata each supporting a [I_1, ∅]. The other low-energy theory is instead IR-free and contributes a knotted stratum supporting a [I^∗_2 , so(12)] reproducing the CB stratification in figure 7a. This theory has no ECB.

This result can be confirmed both by reproducing the central charges of this theory from (3.6a)-(3.6b) and by studying the discriminant locus of the Seiberg-Witten curve which has been worked out explicitly [106]. We leave both checks as an exercise for the reader.

The analysis of the HB can also be performed in a straightforward manner by analyzing the possible vevs of the hypermultiplets. Rather than performing the group theory analysis, it is quicker to impose our “non-lagrangian” constraints. In fact the d_6 Higgsing should support a rank-1 theory with a five dimensional HB and no ECB. This leads to the only consistent guess T_{d6} ≡ T^{(1)}_{D4,1} which can also be checked by carefully turning a minimal vev for the mesons of this theory.

USp(4) + 4F + AS orT^{(2)}_{D4,1} This is a lagrangian theory which belong to an infinite series of USp(2n) + 4F + 1AS gauge theories with which can be engineered in type II B string theory as the worldvolume theory of two D3 branes probing an exceptional D_4 7 brane singularity [99–102]. For n = 2 USp(4) ∼= SO(5) and thus we label the two indices traceless antisymmetric of USp(4) simply as V. Because of the string theoretic realization, it is

– 31 –

USp(4) + 6F [I_1, ∅][I^∗_2 , so(12)]

[I_1, ∅] [ u^2 + v = 0 ] [ v = 0 ] H^{dHB} d_4T^{(1)}D4,1 d_6USp(4) + 6F

(a) The Hasse diagram for the CB and the HB of the USp(4) gauge theory with six hypermultiplets in the 4.

USp(4) + 6F (Δ_u, Δ_v) (2,4) 24a 74 12c 44 f_k so(12)_8 d_{HB} 14 h 0 T (2h) 0

(b) Central charges, CB parameters and ECB dimension.

Figure 7: Information about the USp(4) N = 2 theory with six hypermultiplet in the fundamental.

well-known that this theory can be obtained by mass deforming the T^{(2)}_{E6,1} with the mass deformation geometric realized as moving a D7 away from the E_6 exceptional 7 brane to make it a D_4 one. This theory has been shown to belong to a larger class of N = 2 theories dubbed T -theories which have been studied in detail and their properties are summarized in appendix A. We collect the relevant CFT data as well the stratification in table 45.

SU(3) + 6F The CB stratification of this theory is discussed explicitly, for example, in [1, 68] while the HB in [86]. Let us simply discuss a few interesting points. Firstly the double knotted stratum, is the “mark” of the dyon-monopole singularity of the pure N = 2 SU(2) CB solution [68]. Secondly the a and c central charges in table 8a can be readily matched using (3.6a)-(3.6b). Thirdly the a_5 transition, is immediately associated with the HB of T_v and it is a useful exercise to check that (3.11) precisely reproduces the central charge of the N = 2 SU(2) theory with N_f = 4. Our more abstract way of going about characterizing the full moduli space structure, perfectly reproduces the result expected from the lagrangian analysis and does it perhaps even more straightforwardly than the standard way of working with gauge variant fields and equations of motions. 2F + SU(2)−SU(2) + 2F Let’s start the analysis of this theory from the CB perspective. Here there are three higgsing directions which we need to consider. We can turn on a vev for the scalar component of the vector multiplet corresponding to each separate SU(2) or the two

– 32 –

SU(3) + 6F [I_1, ∅][I_6, su(6)]

[I_1, ∅] [ u^3 + v^2 = 0 ] [ v = 0 ] H^{dHB}

SU(3) + 6F T^{(1)}_{D4,1} d_4a^5

(a) The Hasse diagram for the CB and HB of the SU(3) gauge theory with 6 3s.

SU(3) + 6F (Δ_u, Δ_v) (2,3)

24a 58 12c 34 f_k su(6)_6 d_{HB} 10 h 0 T (2h) 0

(b) Central charges, CB parameters and ECB dimension.

Figure 8: Information about the SU(3) N = 2 theory with 6 hypermultiplets in the 3. combined. In the first case, all the components of the (2, 2) are massive while the other hypermultiplets contribute two flavors for each separate SU(2). Therefore, each one of these Higgsings gives rise to a SU(2) with N_f = 2 which is reflected each by two strata supporting a [I_2, su(2)] (which realize the so(4) symmetry of the gauge theory on the CB). The other higgsing instead, breaks SU(2)×SU(2) → U(1)×U(1), makes massive all the components of the hypers in the (2, 1) ⊕ (1, 2), but the hyper in the bifundamental contributes two hypers with charge one under an appropriate linear combination of the U(1) which survives. This contributes a singular locus supporting yet another [I_2, su(2)]. This analysis reproduces the intricate CB stratification depicted in figure 9a and immediately implies that h=0.

2F + SU(2)−SU(2) + 2F

[I_2, su(2)][I_2, su(2)]

[I_2, su(2)]

[I_2, su(2)]

[I_2, su(2)]

[ u + v = 0 ] [ v = 0 ]

H^{dHB}

d_4

T^{(1)}_{D4,1}

T^{(1)}_{D4,1}T^{(1)}_{D4,1}

T^{(1)}_{D4,1}

T^{(1)}_{D4,1}

a_1

2F + SU(2)−SU(2) + 2F

(a) The Hasse diagram for the CB and the HB of the 2F + SU(2)−SU(2) + 2F .

2F +SU(2)−SU(2)+2F (Δ_u, Δ_v) (2,2) 24a 42 12c 24 f_k su(2)^5_4 d_{HB} 6 h 0 T (2h) 0

(b) Central charges, CB parameters and ECB dimension.

Figure 9: Information about the SU(2) N = 2 theory with two hypermultiplets in the (2, 1) ⊕ (1, 2) and one in the (2, 2)

– 33 –

To analyze the HB we only consider one of the five possible Higgsing, since there is a symmetry among all of them and will give rise to the same structure (in the Hasse diagram in the figure we only depict one of the five transitions). Rather than explicitly doing the calculation, let’s use shortcut to identify the rest of the HB Hasse diagram. From the CB analysis we concluded that the theory supported on a_1 should be a rank-1 theory with no ECB. Reproducing the total HB dimension of the theory readily implies that the HB of the rank-1 theory should be five quaternionic dimension, which in turn immediately singles out the N = 2 SU(2) with N_f = 4 completing our analysis.

T^{(2)}_{A2,1} This is an AD theory which can be engineered in type II B string theory as the worldvolume theory of two D3 branes probing an A_2 7 brane singularity [99–102]. It is also commonly known as the rank-2 H_2 theory. It is well-known that this theory can be obtained by mass deforming the T^{(2)}_{D4,1} and the mass deformation is geometric and corresponds to moving away two D7 branes to make the D_4 7 brane singularity a A_2 one. This theory has been shown to belong to a larger class of N = 2 theories dubbed T -theories which have been studied in detail and their properties are summarized in appendix A. We collect the relevant CFT data as well the stratification in table 45.

D_2(su(5)) This theory appears on the CB of su(3) theory with N_f = 5 by appropriately tuning their mass parameters [107] and is the rank-2 entry of an infinite series D_2(su(2N +1)), see below. A useful expression for its SW curve was derived in [66] but the derivation of its central charges were discussed in [33, 105] in the context of geometric engineering were the name was also coined. Recently [108], this theory was shown to also arise in twisted A_4 class-S (while the twisted A_{2N} engineers the D_2(su(2N + 1)).

Since the hyperelliptic form of the SW curve is known in this case, we use this route to characterize the moduli space structure:

y^2 = x^5 + (ux + v)^2 (4.3)

taking the x discriminant of the RHS is it is straightforward to identify its CB stratification which is depicted in figure 10a while the CFT data is reported in 10b.

As said, this theory is part of an infinite series dubbed D_2 [ su(2N + 1) ] . This series is characterized by the following properties:

• It appears on the CB of a SU(N) N = 2 gauge theory with N_f = 2N + 1 flavors.

• The D_2 [ su(2N +1) ] has rank N and CB scaling dimension Δ_i =^{2i+1}_2 , i = 1, ..., N.

– 34 –

D_2 [ su(5) ] [I_1, ∅]

[I_5, su(5)] [ v = 0 ] [ u^5 + v^3 = 0 ] H^{dHB}

D_2 [ su(5) ] T^{(1)}_{A2,1} a_2a^4

(a) The Hasse diagram for the CB and HB of the D_2 [ su(5) ] theory.

D_2 [ su(5) ] (Δ_u, Δ_v)

(_3 2 ,^5_2 ) 24a 42 12c 24 f_k su(5)_5 d_{HB} 6 h 0 T (2h) 0

(b) Central charges, CB parameters and ECB dimension.

Figure 10: Information about the D_2 [ su(5) ] AD theory.

• The c and a central charges are given by 24a = 7N(N + 1) and 12c = 4N(N + 1).

• The flavor symmetry is a su(2N + 1)_{2N+1}.

• The associated vertex operator algebra is conjectured to be the affine current algebra [109]: V [ D_2 [ su(2N + 1) ]] = ^ su(2N + 1)_− 2N+1_2 (4.4)

T^{(2)}_{A1,1} This is an AD theory which can be engineered in type IIB string theory as the worldvolume theory of two D3 branes probing an A_1 7 brane singularity [99–102]. It is also commonly known as the rank-2 H_1 theory. This theory can be obtained by mass deforming the T^{(2)}_{A2,1} by moving away a single D7 brane to make the A_2 7 brane singularity a A_1 one. The mass deformation is thus geometric. This theory has been shown to belong to a larger class of N = 2 theories dubbed T -theories which have been studied in detail and their properties are summarized in appendix A. We collect the relevant CFT data as well the stratification in table 45.

(A_1, D_6) This theory belongs to an infinite series of rank-n AD theory: (A_1, D_{2n+2}). We describe their somewhat involved HB structure below. This theory was first found on the CB of a pure SO(12) N = 2 theory (as we will further discuss below, in general an (A_1, G) theory, where G is a simply laced Lie algebra, arise on special loci of pure G N = 2 gauge theory) and it can be engineered both in class-S and type II B on a Calabi-Yau threefold hypersurface singularity.

– 35 –

The stratification of the CB singular locus can again be read off straightforwardly from the expression of the SW curve reported in [65]:

SW curve : y^2 = x^6 + x(ux + v) ⇒ D^Λ_x = v^2 ( 256u^5 + 3125v^4 ) , (4.5)

and then we conclude that there is a (4,5) knotted stratum (T_u5_{+v}4 ≡ [I_1, ∅]) as well as an unknotted stratum at v = 0. (4.5) leads to the identification T_v ≡ [I_2, su(2)]. The analysis which leads to the reproduction of the central charges as well as the full characterization of the Hasse diagram in figure 11a, is largely similar to the one above therefore we won’t discuss it and instead focus on discussing the HB of this theory.

(A_1, D_6) [I_1, ∅]

[I_2, su(2)] [ v = 0 ] [ u^5 + v^4 = 0 ] H^{dHB}

(A_1, D_6) T^{(1)}_{A1,1} a_1a^1

(a) The Hasse diagram for the CB and HB of the (A_1, D_6) AD theory.

(A_1, D_6) (Δ_u, Δ_v)

(_4 3 ,^5_3 ) 24a 26 12c 14 f_k su(2) 10_3 × u(1) d_{HB} 2 h 0 T (2h) 0

(b) Central charges, CB parameters and ECB dimension.

Figure 11: Information about the (A_1, D_6) AD theory.

The HB of the (A_1, D_{2n+2}) can be elegantly written as the intersection of symplectic varieties [110] O_{[n+1,1]} ∩ S_{[n,1,1]}, (4.6)

where O_{[n+1,1]} is the subregular nilpotent orbit of sl(n + 2) and S_{[n,1,1]} is the Slodowy slice of the nilpotent orbit associated to the [n, 1, 1] partition. Adapting the notation that we have used to label the stratification on the CB to the stratification of nilpotent orbits: S_{[n,1,1]} ∼= T(O_{[n,1,1]} , O_{[n+2]} ), that is, S_{[n,1,1]} can be identified as the transverse slice of the nilpotent orbit associated to the [n, 1, 1] into the principal nilpotent orbit of sl(n + 2). As n increases this space can be quite complicated but for n = 2 is relatively simple. It is two quaternionic dimensional, and it has only three strata with elementary slices C^2 /Z_2 (see figure 11a).

From the CB analysis, it is obvious that the higgsing is of gHW type and therefore we can use (3.11) to compute the central charge of the theory supported on the second HB stratum finding 12c_{Ta1} = 6 which immediately singles out the T^{(1)}_{A1,1} as depicted in

– 36 – figure 11a. And indeed the stratification that we find is compatible with the fact the lower leaf of the HB extends into the MB of this theory and the low-energy theory living on the second stratum of the HB is the rank-1 AD theory (A_1, D_3) which is the same as (A_1, A_3).

T^{(2)}_{∅,1} This AD theory is the first of three bottom theories of the e_8 − so(20) series. It can be engineered in type II B string theory as the worldvolume theory of two D3 branes probing two D7 branes with mutually non-local charges [99–102]. It is also commonly known as the rank-2 H_0 theory. This theory can be obtained by mass deforming the T^{(2)}_{A1,1} by moving away a single D7 brane from the A_1 7 brane singularity. The mass deformation is thus geometric. This theory has been shown to belong to a larger class of N = 2 theories dubbed T -theories which have been studied in detail and their properties are summarized in appendix A. We collect the relevant CFT data as well the stratification in table 45.

(A_1, D_5) This theory appears on a special locus of a N = 2 SO(10) pure gauge theory [107, 111] and it belongs instead to an infinite series of AD theory with a C^2 /Z_2 HB: (A_1, D_{2n+1}). This is the second bottom theory of the e_8 − so(20) series. These can be geometrically engineered in type II B on a Calabi-Yau three-fold hypersurface singularity specified by the two simply laced Lie algebras A_1 and D_{2n+1} [112]. It can also be obtained in A_N class-S with a full puncture and a I_{2,3} irregular puncture [113] (in general (A_1, D_N ) theories can be obtained in A_N class-S with a full puncture and an irregular I_{2,N−2} irregular puncture). Although the class-S description gives a formulation for the theory’s CB geometry, we instead read off the stratification of the CB singular locus, following the remarks at the end of section 3.2, using a different form for the SW curve reported in [66],

SW curve : y^2 = x^5 + x(ux + v) ⇒ D^Λ_x = v^2 ( 27u^4 − 256v^3 ) . (4.7)

This implies that there is a (3,4) knotted stratum as well as an unknotted stratum at v = 0.

As we did in other cases, we can use the extra information provided by the order of the zeros of the discriminant to further characterize the CB. As before we infer that T_u4_{+v}3 ≡ [I_1, ∅]. There is now an ambiguity in identifying T_v as both an [I_2, su(2)] and a T^{(1)}_{∅,1} would be compatible with the discriminant (4.7). This ambiguity can be resolved using the UV-IR simple flavor condition which implies that the su(2) flavor

– 37 –

(A_1, D_5) [I_1, ∅]

[I_2, su(2)] [ u^4 + v^3 = 0 ] [ v = 0

](A_1, D_5) T^{(1)}_{∅,1}a1

(a) The Hasse diagram for the Coulomb and Higgs branch of the (A_1, D_5) AD theory.

(A_1, D_5) (Δ_u, Δ_v)

(_6 5 ,^8_5 ) 24a^{114}_5 12c 12 f_k su(2) 16_5 d_{HB} 1 h 0 T (2h) 0

(b) Central charges, CB parameters and ECB dimension.

Figure 12: Information about the (A_1, D_5) AD theory.

symmetry has to be realized as a flavor symmetry of a rank-1 theory on the CB and we therefore conclude that T_v ≡ [I_2, su(2)]. This perfectly reproduces the level k_{su(2)} =^{16}_5 (via (3.6c)) and reproduces the CB stratification shown in figure 12a.

We observe that this CB stratification has two implications which are also consistent with known facts about this theory [97]. First, the entire HB of the (A_1, D_5) extends over its CB and it is therefore a MB, and secondly the low-energy theory on the generic point of the MB, of the theory is the rank-1 (A_1, A_2).

(A_1, A_5) This theory, appears on a special locus of the pure N = 2 SU(6) gauge theory. It can be engineered in class-S and type II B string theory like other AD theory. It also belongs to an infinite series of rank-n AD theory, called (A_1, A_{2n+1}), whose HB can be written somewhat homogeneously as C^2 /Z_{n+1}. The stratification of the CB singular locus can be again read off straightforwardly from the expression of the SW curve reported in [65]:

SW curve : y^2 = x^6 + ux + v ⇒ D^Λ_x = ( 3125u^6 − 46656v^5 ) , (4.8)

and again it implies that T_u6_{+v}5 ≡ [I_1, ∅]. Performing an analysis analogous to the one above, the rest of the Hasse diagram, shown in figure 13a, can be completely characterized and the central (a, c) correctly reproduced via the central charge formulae. The theory supported on the CB singular locus has no HB but the rank-2 theory at the origin has a non-trivial HB. This in turn implies that the low-energy theory on the generic point of the MB, is trivial.

– 38 –

(A_1, A_5) [I_1, ∅] [ u^6 + v^5 = 0 ] (A_1, A_5) HA2

(a) The Hasse diagram for the CB and HB of the (A_1, A_5) AD theory.

(A_1, A_5) (Δ_u, Δ_v)

(_5 4 ,^3_2 ) 24a 22 12c^{23}_2 f_k u(1) d_{HB} 1 h 0 T (2h) 0

(b) Central charges, CB parameters and ECB dimension.

Figure 13: Information about the (A_1, A_5) AD theory.

(A_1, A_4) Finally the last bottom theory of the e_8 − so(20) series. This theory is the rank-2 entry of an infinite series of rank-n N = 2 SCFTs with trivial HB, which is often labeled as (A_1, A_{2n}). It appears on a special locus on the CB of a pure SU(5) N = 2 gauge theory [107, 111]. It can also be geometrically engineered in type II B string theory on a Calabi-Yau 3-fold hypersurface singularity [112]. This is where the name (A_1, A_{2n}) comes from as these two labels uniquely identify the polynomial cutting the 3-fold singularity. Finally, this theory can also be obtained in class-S compactifying an 6d A_1 (2,0) theory on a sphere with a single, type I, irregular puncture [113]. Its VOA is conjectured to be the (2,5) Virasoro minimal model [110, 114].

The stratification of the CB can be read off directly from the discriminant of the curve presented in [66], as remarked at the end of section 3.2. For the (A_1, A_4) we have:

SW curve : y^2 = x^5 + ux + v ⇒ D^Λ_x = 256u^5 + 3125v^4, (4.9)

and therefore we readily conclude that T_u5_{+v}4 ≡ [I_1, ∅]. It is an instructive exercise to check that with this information we can reproduce the a and c central charges in table 14b using our central charge formulae.

A curious phenomenon is that the knotted stratum is an irregular geometry (S_u5_{+v}4 ≡ I^{∗(3)}_0 ) as it can be read off by analyzing more closely the special Kähler structure of the knotted stratum. The uniformizing parameter [1] for this hypersurface is

t_{(A1,A4)} ∼ (u^5)^{120} ∼ (v^4)^{120} ⇒ Δ_t = 2 7 . (4.10)

– 39 –

(A_1, A_4) [I_1, ∅] [ u^5 + v^4 = 0 ] (A_1, A_4)

(a) The Hasse diagram for the CB and the, trivial, HB of the (A_1, A_4) AD theory.

(A_1, A_4) (Δ_u, Δ_v)

(_8 7 ,^{10}_7 ) 24a^{134}_7 12c^{68}_7 f_k ∅ d_{HB} 0 h 0 T (2h) 0

(b) Central charges, CB parameters and ECB dimension.

Figure 14: Information about the (A_1, A_4) AD theory.

For more details on irregular geometries and how to determine the uniformizing parameter for a one-complex dimensional stratum see [1, 82]. ∘ 4.2 sp(12) − sp(8) − f_4 series

This is the second largest series with again multiple top theories (three) to which connect a total of eleven N = 2 SCFTs. This series does not contain any AD theory.

sp(12)_8 This theory is one of the theories sitting at the top of the sp(12) − sp(8) − f_4 series and can be obtained, for example, in the Z_2 twisted D_4 class-S [34] where most of the CFT data reported below is computed.

This theory is totally higgsable and therefore we would expect an at least semisimple flavor symmetry. Surprisingly f is instead simple and its HB linear and it is therefore reasonable to guess that one of the two allowed unknotted stratum associated with each Higgsable CB parameter, simply supports no low-energy rank-1 theory. By looking at the level of the sp(12) flavor symmetry, the natural guess is that T_u ≡ [I_{12}, su(12)]_{Z2}, where the subscript refer to a Z_2 discrete gauging, while T_v ≡ I_0, which is another way of saying that there are no charged states becoming massless at v = 0. The fact that discretely gauged theories can appear on singular strata of the CB, was already noticed in [1] but a closer analysis reveals that when this happens the CB analysis is particularly constrained. You can for example derive, in this case, not only that h=0 but also that the theory T_{c6} supported on the c_6 transition associated to the HB of this discretely gauged theory, should support a rank-1 theory with h=5. Before

– 40 –

sp(12)_8 [I_1, ∅][I_{12}, su(12)]_{Z2}

[I_1, ∅] [ u^3 + v^2 = 0 ] [ u = 0 ] H^{dHB} e_6T^{(1)}E6,1 c_5S^{(1)}E6,2 c_6sp(12)^8

(a) The Coulomb and Higgs stratification of sp(12)_8.

sp(12)_8 (Δ_u, Δ_v) (4, 6) 24a 130 12c 76 f_k sp(12)_8 d_{HB} 22 h 0 T (2h) 0

(b) Central charges, CB parameters and ECB dimension.

Figure 15: Information about the sp(12)_8.

confirming this fact directly with a HB analysis, let’s confirm that the CB analysis we just performed is correct. For that we can as usual apply the central charge formulae (3.6a)-(3.6b) which works out nicely and furthermore suggests that there are two knotted strata each supporting a [I_1, ∅]. Unfortunately there is another possible solution which is compatible with everything that we know, i.e. a single knotted stratum with T_u3_{+v}2 = [II, ∅]. In figure 15a, we pick the former but for not better reason than symmetries with the other unknotted stratum, also of I_n type. It is important to clarify, that these two choices are indistinguishable as far as the analysis we are performing here goes but there is of course an easy way to distinguish them as the two rank-1 theories are associated with different monodromies. In fact one is parabolic (the I_1s) and the other is elliptic. Thus we expect that a more careful analysis of the global structure of the CB could very likely distinguish the two cases.

With all this information at hand, the HB is straightforward. In fact the prediction of the higgsing from the CB are enough to uniquely identify T_{c6} ≡ S^{(1)}_{E6,2} from which we can determine the rest of the Higgsings and thus the full HB stratification. We leave it up to the reader to check that this identification is indeed consistent with (3.11) but it reassuring that the entire structure holds up together so well.

sp(4)×sp(8)_8 This theory is also at top of the series and was initially obtained in the untwisted D_4 class-S series [31] where most of the CFT data reported in figure 16b was initially computed. In the original paper, various dual description of this theory are also discussed.

This theory is totally higgsable, we therefore expect and interesting moduli space

– 41 –

sp(4)×sp(8)_8

[I_1, ∅]

[I_8, su(8)]_{Z2}

[I^∗_1 , sp(4)] [ u^3 + v^2 = 0 ] [ u = 0 ] [ v = 0 ] H^{dHB} e_6e_7T^{(1)}E6,1T^{(1)}E7,1 c_5a7a1su(2)^6×su(8)^8

S^{(1)}_{E6,2}c^4c^2sp(4)×sp(8)^8

(a) The Coulomb and Higgs stratification of sp(4)×sp(8)_8

sp(4)×sp(8)_8 (Δ_u, Δ_v) (4, 6) 24a 128 12c 74 f_k sp(4)_7×sp(8)_8 d_{HB} 20 h 2 T (2h) 1

(b) Central charges, CB parameters and ECB dimension.

Figure 16: Information about the sp(4)×sp(8)_8.

structure. First notice that we can immediately identify how one of the two sp factor, the sp(8), is realized on the CB. In fact we notice that it has a level which doubles Δ_u and using the doubling rule directly leads to the identification T_u ≡ [I_8, su(8)]_{Z2}. On the other hand the relation between k_{fsp(4)} and Δ_v suggests that the sp(4) factor is instead realized as isometry of an ECB leading to T_v ≡ [I^∗_1 , sp(4)]. As usual we can cross-check this identification by plugging the corresponding b_i into (3.6a)-(3.6b) to correctly reproduce the values of the a and c central charges in table 16b. This also fixes the theory supported on the knotted strata thus completing our analysis of the CB stratification.

Let’s start our analysis of the HB from the rank decreasing transition. This is a c_4 and the CB analysis suggests that this stratum should support a theory with a five dimensional ECB. The theory supported on this stratum has to be a rank-1 theory, thus the ECB information just derived uniquely identify T_{c4} ≡ S^{(1)}_{E6,2}. This identification can be of course cross-checked by applying (3.11) and reproducing 12c_{Tc4} = 49. The higgsing corresponding to the ECB is also of gHW type and therefore (3.11) can be used to derive 12c_{Tc4} = 54. Unfortunately this is information is not enough to identify the rank-2 theory supported on the stratum. As it is often the case, the degeneracy can be lifted by imposing the simple condition that the total HB should be 20 dimensional. This leads to the unique identification T_{c2} ≡ so(14)_{10}×u(1). The subsequent Higgsings can be reproduced by studying the HB of T_{c2} and T_{c4} which give rise to the intricate Hasse diagram in figure 16a.

– 42 –

T^{(2)}_{E6,2} This theory is one of the top theories of the sp(12)−sp(8)−f_4 series. It can be obtained in class-S, for example, in the untwisted D_4 [31]. It was also recently shown to be obtainable by higgsing the N = 2 S-fold S^{(1)}_{E6,2} or by a twisted compactification of a 6d (1,0) theory [35] or as a wordvolume theory of two D3 branes probing an exceptional E_6 7 brane singularity in the presence of an S-fold without flux [45]. Theories probing an exceptional 7 brane plus an S-fold without fluxes are more generally dubbed N = 2 T -theories and their properties are summarized in appendix A. The CFT properties as well as the stratification of this particular theory can be found in table 46.

su(2)_8×sp(8)_6 This theory can be obtained by mass deforming both theory sp(12)_8 and sp(4)×sp(8)_8 [3]. It was introduced for the first time in the context of twisted Z_2 A_3 class-S theories [36]. In the original paper interesting S-dualities of this theory are discussed as well as most of the CFT data reported in table 17b computed. This information will be leveraged here to fully understand the moduli space structure of this theory.

This theory is again characterized by having two simple flavor symmetry factors which reflect the fact that the theory is totally higgsable. This in turn implies that the HB is not linear. Looking at the levels we can use the doubling rule to identify both theories realizing the two simple flavor symmetry factors. In this particular case this would imply that the su(2)_6 is realized by T_u ≡ [I_2, su(2)] while the sp(8)_6 as a T_v ≡ [I_8, su(8)]_{Z2}. We can immediately support this guess by checking that with an [I_1, ∅] supported on the unknotted strata, the c central charge of the theory is perfectly reproduced by (3.6b).

The CB analysis implies that: a) all the Higgsing of this theory decrease the rank, therefore h=0 b) both Higgsing are of gHW type c) we expect that the theory supported on the c_4, which arises because of the [I_8, su(8)]_{Z2}, to have a three dimensional ECB. This latter property is immediately verified by using (3.11) which singles out the S^{(1)}_{D4,2} theory as the one supported on c_4. The other Higgsing instead leads to the rank-1 MN E_6 (T^{(1)}_{E6,1}) as it can be verified easily using again (3.11).

su(2)_5×sp(6)_6×u(1) This theory was first introduced in the context of the Z_2 twisted A_3 [36]. The original reference also discusses interesting S-duality of this theory.

The presence of two simple flavor factors signals that the HB should have two transitions stemming out of the superconformal vacuum. This is expected as the theory is totally higgsable. Let’s study them in turn. First the sp(6)_6 factor. Since the level is

– 43 –

su(2)_8×sp(8)_6 [I_2, su(2)]

[I_8, su(8)]_{Z2}

[I_1, ∅] [ u^4 + v^3 = 0 ] [ u = 0 ] [ v = 0 ] H^{dHB} su(2)_8×sp(8)_6 T^{(1)}_{D4,1}

S^{(1)}_{D4,2} T^{(1)}_{E6,1}e_6d_4c_3c^4a^1

(a) The Coulomb and Higgs stratification of su(2)_8×sp(8)_6.

su(2)_8×sp(8)_6 (Δ_u, Δ_v) (3, 4) 24a 84 12c 48 f_k su(2)_8×sp(8)_6 d_{HB} 12 h 0 T (2h) 0

(b) Central charges, CB parameters and ECB dimension.

Figure 17: Information about the su(2)_8×sp(8)_6 theory.

twice the u scaling dimension, it is tempting to use the doubling rule and associate this factor to a theory supported on the unknotted stratum u = 0 and make the following identification T_u ≡ [I_6, su(6)]_{Z2}. This in turn implies that one of the first HB transition is a c_3. The level of the su(2) factor suggests instead that the su(2)_5 is realized on the other unknotted stratum by T_v ≡ S^{(1)}_{∅,2}. This in turn implies two things: 1) that the theory should has a one dimensional ECB and 2) that the theory supported on the c_3 stratum has to have a three dimensional ECB. These two facts turn out to be completely consistent with what we find from the HB analysis. But before turning to that, we can plug the b_i corresponding to the T_u and T_v into (3.6b) and solve for the theory supported on the knotted stratum which completes our analysis of the CB stratification in figure 18a

To identify the theories supported on the two strata which stem out of the superconformal vacuum we notice that both of these Higgsings are of gHW type and therefore we can compute the corresponding central charges using (3.11). Performing this calculation we find that the theory supported on the c_3 stratum is the S^{(1)}_{D4,2}, thus T_{c3} ≡ S^{(1)}_{D4,2}. This rank-1 theory has indeed h=3 compatibly with the prediction arising from the CB analysis. To identify the rank-2 theory supported on the ECB we can use the extra information that the total HB of the SCFT in exam is known (that is 11) and therefore this singles out the lagrangian theory su(3) with N_f = 6 as our candidate. The rest of the HB is determined by following the higgsings of both T_{c3} and T_{a1} and the final result is summarized in figure 18a.

– 44 –

su(2)_5×sp(6)_6×u(1) S^{(1)}_{∅,2}[I_6, su(6)]_{Z2} [I_1, ∅] [ u^4+v^3=0 ] [ u = 0 ] [ v = 0 ] H^{dHB} su(2)_5×sp(6)_6×u(1) T^{(1)}_{D4,1}SU(3) + 6F

S^{(1)}_{D4,2} d_4a^5c^3 a_1c_3

(a) The Coulomb and Higgs stratification of su(2)_5×sp(6)_6×u(1)

su(2)_5×sp(6)_6×u(1) (Δ_u, Δ_v) (3, 4) 24a 83 12c 47 f_k su(2)_5×sp(6)_6×u(1) d_{HB} 11 h 1 T (2h) 1

(b) Central charges, CB parameters and ECB dimension.

Figure 18: Information about the su(2)_5×sp(6)_6×u(1) theory.

T^{(2)}_{D4,2}

This theory can be straightforwardly obtained by mass deformation of the T^{(1)}_{E6,2}. It was one of the recently discovered T theories. It can be obtained by higgsing the N = 2 S-fold S^{(1)}_{A2,2} or by a twisted compactification of a 6d (1,0) theory [35]. It can also be realized in type II B string theory as a wordvolume theory of two D3 branes probing an exceptional E_6 7 brane singularity in the presence of an S-fold without flux [45]. Finally, it can also be obtained in class-S, for example in the untwisted A_7 case [35]. The properties of N = 2 T -theories are summarized in appendix A. The CFT properties as well as the stratification of this particular theory can be found in table 46. ^T_{E6,2} This theory was first constructed in twisted E_6 class-S [39] but in the initial reference the flavor symmetry symmetry was wrongly identified as so(9)×u(1). The f_4 enhancement was instead realized in [37]. Finally this theory can also be obtained as mass deformation of the T^{(2)}_{E6,2} [45] which can most easily seen from the 5d construction. T^{(2)}_{E6,2} can be obtained as a Z_2 twisted compactification of a 5d SCFT which UV completes both a SU(4)_0 + 2AS + 6F and 1F − SU(2) − SU(2) − SU(2) − 1F , where the latter description also includes two fundamentals for the middle su(2)^9. The ^T_{E6,2} theory can be obtained as a Z_2 twisted compactification of the N = 1 5d SCFT which UV

9It is customary to call two 5d gauge theories which have the same UV-completion as UV dual. We believe that this terminology is misleading therefore we will refrain from using it.

– 45 – completes SU(2) − SU(2) − su(2) with the θ angle of the two edge su(2)s set to 0 [45] (where the middle su(2) flavor factor still has two flavors attached to it). ^T_{E6,2} [T^{(1)}_{E6,1}]_{Z2} [I_1, ∅] [ u^5 + v^4 = 0 ] [ v = 0 ] d_4H dHB ^T_{E6,2} S^{(1)}_{D4,2}c_3T (1)_{D4,1}f4

(a) The Coulomb and Higgs stratification of ^T_{E6,2}.

^T_{E6,2} (Δ_u, Δ_v) (4, 5) 24a 112 12c 65 f_k [f_4]_{10}×u(1) d_{HB} 16 h 0 T (2h) 0

(b) Central charges, CB parameters and ECB dimension.

Figure 19: Information about the ^T_{E6,2}. theory.

Since Δ = 5 is not an allowed CB scaling dimension at rank-1, the theory is not totally higgsable which simplifies our lives. The theory has in fact a single simple flavor factor and the HB is linear. Identifying which theory on the CB realizes an exceptional flavor symmetry is straightforward and this leads to the following T_v = [T^{(1)}_{E6,1}]_{Z2} which is also consistent with the level of the f_4 flavor symmetry being doubled Δ_v . The HB structure of this rank-1 theory readily implies that h=0 and that the total HB of the rank-2 SCFT should start with a f_4 stratum followed by a rank preserving c_3 transition. It is straightforward to complete the CB Hasse diagram by using (3.6a)- (3.6b) to reproduce the a and c central charges listed in table 19b. This exercise implies that T_v4_{+u}5 ≡ [I_1, ∅].

Leveraging all the information which we have gathered from the CB analysis will immediately allow us to characterize the HB side. In fact the rank-1 theory supported on the f_4 stratum is uniquely fixed by requiring that such theory has a eight dimensional HB (to reproduce the total dimension of the HB of ^T_{E6,2}) and h=3 (to reproduce the subsequent rank-preserving c_3 transition). Thus we conclude that T_{f4} ≡ S^{(1)}_{D4,2}. This result can be also checked by matching the central charge of T_{f4} with what we obtain from (3.11).

sp(6)_5×u(1) This theory was first discussed in [38] in the context of twisted compactification of 5d SCFTs and then further analyzed in [45]. It can be obtained via mass deformation of the

– 46 – su(2)_8×sp(8)_6 which was discussed above. In particular the Z_2 twisted compactification of a 5d SCFT which completes a SU(4)_0 + 1AS + 6F , where the subscript indicates the Chern-Simons level of the 5d gauge theory, gives the sp(6)_5×u(1) [38, 45]. ~T_{E6,2} [I_1, ∅][I_6, su(6)]_{Z2} [ u^6 + v^5 = 0 ] [ u = 0 ] H^{dHB} ~T_{E6,2} T^{(1)}_{A2,1}

S^{(1)}_{A2,2} a_2c^2 c_3

(a) The Coulomb and Higgs stratification of ~T_{E6 ,2}

~T_{E6,2} (Δ_u, Δ_v)

(_5 2 , 4 ) 24a 61 12c 34 f_k sp(6)_5×u(1) d_{HB} 7 h 0 T (2h) 0

(b) Central charges, CB parameters and ECB dimension.

Figure 20: Information about the ~T_{E6,2} theory.

The moduli space of this theory is fairly straightforward to analyze. In fact the theory is not totally higgsable and it only has a single Higgsable CB parameter (u). As usual this is reflected in the fact that there is a single simple flavor factor which in turn implies that the HB is linear, see figure 20a. The rank-1 theories which realizes the sp(6)_5 can be easily identified as the [I_6, su(6)]_{Z2} and which, by using the doubling rule to match the level via (3.6c), it has to be supported on the unknotted stratum u = 0 which leads to the identification T_u ≡ [I_6, su(6)]_{Z2} and readily implies h=0. To determine the theory supported on the knotted stratum it is enough to match the c central charge via (3.6b).

Moving on the HB side, the HB of the T_u should give rise to a c_3 followed by a c_2 transition. The central charge of the rank-1 theory supported on the c_3 stratum can be easily identified noticing that this Higgsing is of gHW type, thus using (3.11) singles out S^{(1)}_{A2,2}. This also reproduces the subsequent c_2 Higgsing. The rest of the Hasse diagram is obtained straightforwardly from the Higgsings of S^{(1)}_{A2,2}. The way in which the flavor symmetry of the theory is reproduced from the Higgsing is straightforward using the properties of c_3 summarized in table 5.

T^{(2)}_{A2,2}

This theory can be obtained mass deforming the T^{(1)}_{D4,2} and belongs to the recently discovered T theories. It can be obtained in class-S, for example in the recent study

– 47 – of twisted A_2 [108]^{10}, as well as by higgsing the N = 2 S-fold S^{(1)}_{A2,2}. As usual, the T -theories also allow a twisted construction from 6d (1,0) theories [35] and they arise as a wordvolume theory of two D3 branes probing an exceptional E_6 7 brane singularity in the presence of an S-fold without flux [45]. The properties of N = 2 T -theories are summarized in appendix A. The CFT properties as well as the stratification of this particular theory can be found in table 46. SU(2) − SU(2) SU(2) − SU(2)) [I_1, ∅]

[I_1, ∅][I_1, ∅]

[I_4, su(4)]_{Z2}

[I_1, ∅] [ u + v = 0 ] [ u = 0 ] u(1)a1S (1) ∅,2c_2SU(2) − SU(2)

(a) The Hasse diagram for the CB of the SU(2) N = 2 theory with two hypermultiplets in the (2, 2).

SU(2) − SU(2) (Δ_u, Δ_v) (2,2) 24a 38 12c 20 f_k sp(4)_4 d_{HB} 3 h 0 T (2h) 0

(b) Central charges, CB parameters and ECB dimension.

Figure 21: Information about the SU(2) N = 2 theory with two hypermultiplets in the (2, 2)

Let’s start from the analysis of the CB. Two obvious strata correspond to turning on separately a CB vev for each SU(2). This makes all the hypers massive, and semi-classically leaves a pure SU(2) which breaks quantum mechanically into a dyon and monopole giving rise to a total of four knotted singularities each supporting an [I_1, su(2)]. There is also another semi-classical locus where massless charged matter arises. I can in fact tune the vevs of the two SU(2) and make them equal. This of course will break SU(2) × SU(2) → U(1) × U(1) but each bifundamental hypermultiplet will contribute two massless hyper with charge 1 giving rise to an effective U(1) theory with four massless hypers. Since the [I_4, su(4)] is discretely gauged, we expect a c_2 transition on the HB side of things which supports a rank-1 theory with a one dimensional ECB.

Let’s now focus on the HB. The information that we gathered from the CB analysis are already enough to make the identification T_{c2} ≡ S^{(1)}_{∅,2} (the SU(2) N = 4 theory).

10In [108] T^{(2)}_{A2,2} was named T̃_3.

– 48 –

It is possible to use (3.11) to explicitly confirm this guess or else perform the higgsing explicitly solving for both the F and D term conditions. SU(2)×SU(2) This is an N = 4 theory. The moduli space of these theories is extremely constrained and it is basically entirely specified by the Weyl group of the gauge algebra which in this case is Z_2 × Z_2. More details on the moduli space structure of theories with extended supersymmetry can be found in appendix B. The CFT data of this theory, as well as the explicit Hasse diagram of both the CB and HB stratification are depicted in figure 48. ∘ 4.3 su(6) series

All the theories but one (the lagrangian entry) in this series present some intriguing mysteries. Specifically it appears that unknown elementary slice appear on the HB which seem to be realized in highly non-trivial way on the CB. In the Hasse diagrams below there are many question marks, which characterize our current ignorance on the details of these theories. Most of the HB results that we do understand are obtained by quiver subtractions, for more details see e.g. [115].

su(6)_{16}×su(2)_9 This theory, which sits at the top of this series, was first realized in [39] but it can also be realized by a twisted Z_2 compactification with non commuting holonomies of a 6d SCFT completing the SU(4) + 1AS + 12F [40]. Its CFT data is summarized in table 22. Immediately we are faced with a puzzle. In fact the flavor symmetry is semisimple but the theory is not totally higgsable. A closer look at the levels of the flavor symmetries present a possible resolution: k_{su(6)} = 2Δ_v and k_{su(2)} = Δ_v + 1 suggesting that both flavor symmetries are realized on the v = 0 stratum. A further indication comes from reproducing the central charges in 22b from the central charge formulae. This instructive exercise does not provide a unique solution but the most reasonable one assigns a b = 1 to knotted stratum and b = 9 to the v = 0 unknotted one. We are therefore led to the following identification: T_v ≡ [I^∗_6 , su(2)×so(12)]_{Z2} and T_u4_{+v}3 ≡ [I_1, ∅]. The latter is now standard but let’s discuss the former.

[I^∗_6 , su(2)×so(12)] is nothing but an N = 2 SU(2) + 6F + 1adj gauge theory. This theory has a twelve dimensional HB of which one dimension is an ECB. Clearly the UV-IR simple flavor condition tells us that its flavor symmetry is too large for being

– 49 – the correct identification but so(12) has a Z_2 (inner) automorphism whose commutant is su(6), for more details on automorphisms of Lie algebras see [116, Theorem 8.6] or for a more physical discussion [117, Sec. 3.3]. We therefore claim that the theory that correctly realizes the flavor symmetry of this theory is a Z_2 discretely gauged version of this gauge theory, [I^∗_6 , su(2)×so(12)]_{Z2}, where the Z_2 acts trivially on the adjoint hyper and therefore leaves the su(2) untouched and implies that h=1.

su(6)_{16}×su(2)_9 [I^∗_6 , su(2)×so(12)]_{Z2}

[I_1, ∅] [ v = 0 ] [ u^4 + v^3 = 0 ] H^{dHB} e_6T^{(1)}E6,1 c_5S^{(1)}E6,2 c_6sp(12)^8 a_1?su(6)^{16}×su(2)^9

(a) The Coulomb and Higgs stratification of su(6)_{16}×su(2)_9.

su(6)_{16}×su(2)_9 (Δ_u, Δ_v) (6, 8) 24a 179 12c 101 f_k su(6)_{16}×su(2)_9 d_{HB} 23 h 1 T (2h) 1

(b) Central charges, CB parameters and ECB dimension.

Figure 22: Information about the su(6)_{16}×su(2)_9

We can now analyze the HB of this theory. Great insights on the overall structure of this 29 dimensional symplectic variety can be gained by first analyzing the ECB of the theory. From our CB analysis we learned that this corresponds to higgsing the adjoint multiplet and therefore this higgsing is of gHW type. Using the (3.11) we readily obtain that the central charge of the theory supported on this a_1 stratum is 12c_{Ta1} = 76 which by itself leads to the identification T_{a1} ≡ sp(12)_8. The HB of this theory, see figure 15a, determines most of the remaining structure. To complete the analysis we need to understand what is the transition carrying the su(6) action and which corresponds to giving a vev to the fundamentals of the T_v. This transition is depicted by a dashed line in figure 22a. Because of the structure of the Hasse diagram, this cannot correspond to an elementary slice. A possibility to answer this question is to directly analyze the magnetic quiver of the theory which can be derived from the higher dimensional realization of the theory. Unfortunately, “subtracting off” the e_6 and the c_5 transition we are left with an unknown transition. Perhaps the discretely

– 50 – gauged realization which we identified on the CB side will provide interesting insights allowing to resolve this puzzle.

su(4)_{12}×su(2)_7×u(1) This theory was first realized in class-S within the twisted D-series [34]. But it can also be realized as Z_2 compactification of a 5d brane web which is obtained after mass deformation of the circle compactification of the 6d SCFT completing a SU(4)+1AS + 12F^{11}. This implies that this theory can be obtained by mass deforming the theory discussed in the previous section. Most of the CFT data summarized in figure 22 was computed in the original class-S realization.

su(4)_{12}×su(2)_7×u(1) [I^∗_4 , su(2)×so(8)]_{Z2}

[I_1, ∅]

[I_2, su(2)] [ v = 0 ] [ u = 0 ] [ u^3 + v^2 = 0 ] H^{dHB}T (1) D_4,1

S^{(1)}_{D4,2} T^{(1)}_{E6,1}e_6d_4c_3c^4a^1 su(2)_8×sp(8)_6 a_1??su(4)^{12}×su(2)^7×u(1)

(a) The Coulomb and Higgs stratification of su(4)_{12}×su(2)_7×u(1).

su(4)_{12}×su(2)_7×u(1) (Δ_u, Δ_v) (4, 6) 24a 121 12c 67 f_k su(4)_{12}×su(2)_7×u(1) d_{HB} 13 h 1 T (2h) 1

(b) Central charges, CB parameters and ECB dimension.

Figure 23: Information about the su(4)_{12}×su(2)_7×u(1).

The analysis of this case is largely analogous to the previous one and thus quite involved. The theory is totally higgsable but again the level of the two simple flavor symmetry factors are both compatible to be realized by a theory living on the same unknotted stratum. Indeed k_{su(2)} = Δ_v + 1 and k_{su(4)} = 2Δ_v. This again suggests that the low energy theory T_v will have a semi-simple flavor symmetry. To make progress in this identification we leverage the central charge formulae to reproduce the c and a central charges in table 23b. This exercise does not produce a single solution but again the most reasonable one implies b_u3_{+v}2 = 1, b_u = 2 and b_v = 7.

11The author is deeply thankful to Gabi Zafrir for his patient and clarifying explanation of the brane web deformations which lead to this and the following three theories.

– 51 –

This immediately suggests the identification T_u3_{+v}2 ≡ [I_1, ∅], T_u ≡ [I_2, su(2)] and T_v ≡ [I^∗_4 , su(2)×so(8)]_{Z2} which is nothing but a N = 2 SU(2)+1adj +4F gauge theory. This solution is satisfactory in some senses and puzzling in others. Let’s elaborate.

The Z_2 gauging that we conjecture is implemented on the v = 0 unknotted stratum, only acts on the fundamental hypers as a inner automorphism of so(8) with commutant su(4). This implies in turn that the one dimensional ECB obtained by turning on a vev for the adjoint hyper is left unchanged and can be leverage to great extent to learn about the HB of this theory. Running this anlaysis with our usual tools, which include using (3.11), we find T_{a1} ≡ su(2)_8×sp(8)_8. This identification allows to fill in the left side of the Hasse diagram in figure 23a. The higgsing of the fundamental is as usual more complicated. Indeed we are not able to identify the stratum which is acted upon by the su(4). We can only conclude that this cannot be and elementary slice. Since the 5d realization of the theory is known, so is the magnetic quiver of the theory. We hope that an in-depth study of this object might help identifying the “question mark transition” in the figure. But there is one more puzzle in this case. And that is that the T_u also has a Higgs branch and thus we expect another branch of the total HB. The fact that the su(2) realizes the u(1) with an IR enhancement, suggests that there is an extra discrete identification at the origin of the moduli space acting on the a_1. But even allowing for that, our analysis is not powerful enough to say anything more about this branch nor even conclusively determine whether it is actually there. This is reflected in the figure by another dashed branch which connects nowhere. Again an in-depth study of the magnetic quiver might help resolve this puzzle.

su(3)_{10}×su(3)_{10}×u(1) This theory can be obtained by the twisted Z_2 compactification of the 5d brane web with three D5 and three NS5 all intersection at one point described in [38].

Our understanding of this theory suffers of many of the same problems encountered in the previous cases. The theory is not totally higgsable and v is the only Higgsable CB parameter. Furthermore even though the flavor symmetry is not simple, the semi-simple component has the right level to be interpreted as flavor symmetry of an IR-free rank-1 gauge theory supported on v = 0. To gain a better feeling about what this theory could be, it is useful to trying in reproducing the a and c central charges in table 24b using the central charge formulae. Performing this exercise we don’t get a unique answer but the most reasonable one predicts a T_u5_{+v}4 ≡ [I_1, ∅] while the T_v is predicted to have b = 7. It is likely that the correct interpretation will involve a discrete gauging of an IR-free theory but we don’t have a sharp guess yet.

Without a complete knowledge of the CB stratification it is hard to perform a complete analysis on the HB side using purely field theoretic methods. Thankfully

– 52 –

su(3)_{10}×su(3)_{10}×u(1) [⋆ w/b = 7]

[I_1, ∅] [ v = 0 ] [ u^5 + v^4 = 0 ] H^{dHB} d_4T^{(1)}D4,1 c_3c_3S^{(1)}D4,2S^{(1)}D4,2 h_{3,2}h_{3,2} su(3)_{10}×su(3)_{10}×u(1)

(a) The Coulomb and Higgs stratification of su(3)_{10}×su(3)_{10}×u(1).

su(3)_{10}×su(3)_{10}×u(1) (Δ_u, Δ_v) (4, 5) 24a 107 12c 59 f_k su(3)_{10}×su(3)_{10}×u(1) d_{HB} 11 h 0 T (2h) 0

(b) Central charges, CB parameters and ECB dimension.

Figure 24: Information about the su(3)_{10}×su(3)_{10}×u(1).

the information of the magnetic quiver, which can be derived from the 5d realization, allows to reproduce the full HB Hasse diagram which is depicted in figure 24a^{12}. The careful reader will have notice that a new elementary slice appeared which is labeled as h_{3,2}. These are new elementary slices which will be introduced in [95] and appear in the affine Grassmanian of sp(2n). These slices have been known for quite some time in the math literature with a different name h_{n,2} = ac_n [118–120]^{13}

su(3)_{10}×su(2)_6×u(1) This theory can be obtained as twisted Z_2 compactification of a 5d SCFT obtained from a mass deforming previous brane webs, which in particular implies that this 4d SCFT comes from deforming su(4)_{12}×su(2)_7×u(1) [3, 38].

The analysis of the moduli space of vacua of this theory resembles the previous cases. First notice that despite having a single Higgsable CB parameter (v) the flavor symmetry of the theory is semi-simple. A careful look at the levels reveals that it the entire su(3)×su(2) factor should be realized on the v = 0 stratum by a discretely gauged SU(2) N = 2 gauge theory. The experience built in the analysis of previous theories suggests T_v ≡ [I^∗_3 , su(2)×so(6)]_{Z2}. This identification is perfectly confirmed by the exercise of reproducing the a and c central charges in table 24b using the central charge formulae. The Z_2 that we gauge does not act on the su(2) factor, thus

12We thank Julius Grimminger for performing the quiver subtraction which led to this HB Hasse diagram.

13We are grateful to Antoine Bourget and Julius Grimminger for the computation of many of the Hasse diagrams in this section, for sharing with me unpublished results of (one of) their upcoming paper(s) and for providing the list of math references on elementary slices in the affine Grassmanian.

– 53 – implying h=1, and instead has only a component in the inner automorphism group of so(6) with commutant su(3).

su(3)_{10}×su(2)_6×u(1) [I^∗_3 , su(2)×so(6)]_{Z2}

[I_1, ∅] [ v = 0 ] [ u^5 + v^3 = 0 ] H^{dHB}

T^{(1)}_{A2,1}

S^{(1)}_{A2,2} a_2c^2 c_3sp(6)^5×u(1) a_1?su(3)^{10}×su(2)^6×u(1)

(a) The Coulomb and Higgs stratification of su(3)_{10}×su(2)_6×u(1).

su(3)_{10}×su(2)_6×u(1) (Δ_u, Δ_v) (3, 5) 24a 92 12c 50 f_k su(3)_{10}×su(2)_6×u(1) d_{HB} 8 h 1 T (2h) 1

(b) Central charges, CB parameters and ECB dimension.

Figure 25: Information about the su(3)_{10}×su(2)_6×u(1).

The analysis of the HB proceeds also in a similar manner as previous examples. First let’s analyze the ECB. Using (3.11) we obtain that 12c_{a1} = 34. This information, by itself, it is not enough to identify the theory supported on a_1 yet adding the constraints that the total HB should be eight dimensional does obtaining T_{a1} ≡ sp(6)_5×u(1). The HB of the latter allows to fill in most of the remaining part of the HB Hasse diagram in figure 25a and it remains to characterize the higgs direction corresponding to turning on a vev for the fundantamental hypers on the gauge theory supported on the CB unknotted stratum. Even with the help of the magnetic quiver, we are unable to determine the precise structure of this four dimensional component, which is indicated with a dashed line and a question mark in figure 25a, and leave this task for future work.

su(2)_8×su(2)_8×u(1)^2 This theory can be obtained by Z_2 twisted compactification of the 5d brane web with two D5, two NS5 and one (1,-1) 5 brane all intersection at one point [38]. This is thus connected by mass deformation to the theory su(3)_{10}×su(3)_{10}×u(1) discussed previously.

The state of our understanding of this theory is only marginally better than theory su(3)_{10}×su(3)_{10}×u(1). In this case the theory is totally higgsable but a careful analysis

– 54 –

su(2)_8×su(2)_8×u(1)^2 [I_1, ∅][I_2, su(2)]

[⋆ w/b = 5] [ u^3 + v^2 = 0 ] [ u = 0 ] [ v = 0 ] H^{dHB} a_2T^{(1)}A2,1d4T (1) D_4,1

A_3c_2c_2S^{(1)}_{A2,2}S^{(1)}_{A2,2} h_{2,2}h_{2,2}su(2)^8×su(2)^8×u(1)^2

(a) The Coulomb and Higgs stratification of su(2)_8×su(2)_8×u(1)^2.

su(2)_8×su(2)_8×u(1)^2 (Δ_u, Δ_v) (3, 4) 24a 78 12c 42 f_k su(2)_8×su(2)_8×u(1)^2 d_{HB} 6 h 0 T (2h) 0

(b) Central charges, CB parameters and ECB dimension.

Figure 26: Information about the su(2)_8×su(2)_8×u(1)^2.

of the level of the two simple flavor symmetry factors, suggest that they are both realized as an IR-free rank-1 gauge theory supported on v = 0. To gain a better feeling about the CB stratification, it is useful leverage the central charge formulae to reproduce the a and c central charges in table 26b. Performing this exercise we again don’t get a unique answer but the most reasonable one predicts a T_u4_{+v}3 ≡ [I_1, ∅], T_u ≡ [I_2, su(2)] (which enhances one of the u(1) factors) while the T_v is predicted to have b = 5.

Again it is hard to perform a complete analysis of the HB without a complete knowledge of the CB stratification. Luckly in this case, the magnetic quiver, which can be readily obtained from the 5d realization, can be used to obtain the full Hasse diagram which is reproduced in figure 26a. Again we point out the appearance of the new elementary slices h_{2,2} [95].

SU(3) + F + S This case was discussed before [121] and more recently in [1, 68].

Since this theory has two hypers in two different complex representations, we expect the flavor symmetry of the theory to be u(1) × u(1). The CB stratification depicted in figure 27a follows from the lagrangian analysis where again the two knotted stratum supporting a [I_1, ∅] correspond to the CB locus where only a pure SU(2) N = 2 theory arises. In this case, the T_v ≡ [I_6, su(2)] corresponds to a u(1) theory with three massless hypers, two of which of charge one and the other of charge two. Notice two facts: 1) in this case there is an enhancement of the flavor symmetry on the CB: u(1) → u(2) 2) the T_v has a one quaternionic dimensional HB with a free massless hyper on its generic point. Thus we expect the full theory to have a non-trivial HB with a one quaternionic

– 55 – dimensional first transition supporting a theory with a h=0. Let’s see how this works.

SU(3) + F + S [I_1, ∅][I_6, su(2)]

[I_1, ∅] [ u^3 + v^2 = 0 ] [ v = 0 ] u(1)

SU(3) + F + S S^{(1)}_{∅,2}a_1A2

S^{(1)}_{∅,2}a_1A2

(a) The Hasse diagram for the CB and the HB of the SU(3) gauge theory with one 3 and one 6.

SU(3) + F + S (Δ_u, Δ_v) (2,3) 24a 49 12c 25 f_k u(1)×u(1) d_{HB} 2 h 0 T (2h) 0

(b) Central charges, CB parameters and ECB dimension.

Figure 27: Information about the SU(3) N = 2 theory with one hypermultiplet in the 3 and one in the 6.

An SU(3) theory with 1 flavor and one symmetric has the following gauge invariant operators:

M_3 = QQ̃, M_6 = XX̃ (4.11) B_1 = XQ^2, B_3 = X^3 (4.12) B̃_1 = X̃Q̃^2, B̃_3 = X̃^3, (4.13)

where we have suppressed the gauge indices, the X and X̃ are the component of the symmetric hypermultiplet, Q and Q̃ are the fundamental flavors and the subscript of B_i labels the power of X. Also in labeling the representations we chosen the convention of [122] where the 6 has Dynkin label (0, 2). When B_3 and B̃_3 (which have no fundamental components) are turned on the theory flows precisely to S^{(1)}_{∅,2}, that is N = 4 SU(2) gauge theory. The structure of the first stratum of the HB is easily obtained once the F-term conditions are taken into account. For Q = 0, we find the following relation:

B_3B̃_3 = M^3_6 ⇒ S_{u(1)} = C^2 /Z_3 ≡ A_2. (4.14)

therefore concluding that T_{A2} = S^{(1)}_{∅,2} matching our expected h=1. The fact that there are two such disconnected components, as reported in figure 27a, was computed by a careful analysis of the magnetic quiver associated to this theory [115].

It is interesting to notice that this is an example where the transition on the HB differs from the generic transition into the MB. This is though expected because of the

– 56 – flavor symmetry enhancement. The full HB of the theory is reported in figure 27a. ∘ 4.4 sp(14) series

This series has a single top theory and four entry total. The moduli space structure of the theories in this series don’t present particular difficulties and have been completely solved.

sp(14)_9

sp(14)_9[I_1, ∅] [I^∗_6 , sp(14)] [ u^4 + v^3 = 0 ] [ v = 0 ] H^{dHB} e_6T^{(1)}E6,1 c_5S^{(1)}E6,2 c_6sp(12)^8 c_7sp(14)^9

(a) The Coulomb and Higgs stratification of sp(14)_9

sp(14)_9 (Δ_u, Δ_v) (6, 8) 24a 185 12c 107 f_k sp(14)_9 d_{HB} 29 h 7 T (2h) 1

(b) Central charges, CB parameters and ECB dimension.

Figure 28: Information about the sp(14)_9

This specific theory was first discussed in [1] but it can be constructed using the general construction presented in [40]. Specifically it can be obtained as a T^2 compactification of the minimal (D_7, D_7) conformal matter [14] with a Z_2 valued non-commuting holonomy^{14}. This theory can also be engineered in twisted D_5 class-S as it is described in the analysis of [40].

This theory is not totally higgsable with v being the only Higgsable CB parameter. Not surprisingly the flavor symmetry is simple and by noticing that k_{sp(14)} = Δ_v + 1

14As explained [40], for (D_{2n+1}, D_{2n+1}) there are two possible such Z_2 compactifications, one that presevers the full enhanced sp(4n + 2) flavor symmetry, and one that only preserves a subgroup. We are here interested in the former.

– 57 – we immediately can identify the theory realizing the flavor symmetry on the CB: T_v ≡ [I^∗_6 , sp(14)]. This in turn implies that the theory has h=7 and the theory supported on the c_7 stratum of the HB should have no ECB. Imposing that the a and c central charges in table 28b can be reproduced by the central charge formulae allows to complete the analysis of the CB stratification by identifying the theory supported on the knotted stratum as a [I_1, ∅].

The analysis of the HB is fairly easy. The fact that the flavor symmetry is simple it immediately implies that the Hasse diagram is linear. Thus the symplectic stratification is basically determined once the theory supported on the first stratum is identified. This identification can be readily performed by noticing that the sp(14) higgsing is of gHW type thus we can use (3.11) and readily derive 12c_{Tc7} = 76. This information is enough to identify T_{c7} ≡ sp(12)_8. Following the subsequent higgsings reproduces the Hasse diagram in figure 28a completing our analysis.

su(2)_8×sp(10)_7 This theory was initially obtained in the Z_2 twisted D_4 class-S series [34] where most of the CFT data reported in figure 29b. As usual we will be using this information to fill in the detailed structure of the full moduli space. And as usual we will start our analysis from the CB side of things.

su(2)_8×sp(10)_7 [I_1, ∅]

[I_2, su(2)]

[I^∗_4 , sp(10)] [ u^3 + v^2 = 0 ] [ u = 0 ] [ v = 0 ] H^{dHB}d^4e^6T (1) D_4,1

c_3T^{(1)}_{E6,1}S^{(1)}D4,2 c_5a1c4su(2)^8×sp(8)^6

S^{(1)}_{E6,2}a^1c^5su(2)^8×sp(10)^7

(a) The Coulomb and Higgs stratification of su(2)_8×sp(10)_7.

su(2)_8×sp(10)_7 (Δ_u, Δ_v) (4, 6) 24a 125 12c 71 f_k su(2)_8×sp(10)_7 d_{HB} 17 h 5 T (2h) 1

(b) Central charges, CB parameters and ECB dimension.

Figure 29: Information about the su(2)_8×sp(10)_7.

First notice that both of the CB parameter are Higgsable CB parameter, therefore we expect a non-linear HB Hasse diagram and a somewhat involved HB structure.

– 58 –

This in fact matches with the fact that the flavor symmetry of the theory contains two simple flavor factors. Giving its level, we can use the doubling rule to identify the theory realizing the su(2) factor while the level of the sp(10) is k_{sp(10)} = Δ_v +1. Then there is a natural guess for how these two simple factors are realized on the CB: T_u = [I_2, su(2)] and T_v = [I^∗_4 , sp(10)]. This immediately suggests that this rank-2 theory has h= 4 and a c_5 transition followed by a c_4 one. As a check that this identification is indeed correct, the reader can easily match the a and c central charges using (3.6a)-(3.6b). This exercise also fixes the theory supported on the knotted stratum to be T_u3_{+v}2 ≡ [I_1, ∅].

Now let’s analyze the HB. Start first from the a_1 transition which is a regular HB stratum and as such should support a rank-1 theory. Noticing that the higgsing is of gHW type and using (3.11) immediately accomplish the task of making the identification T_{a1} ≡ S^{(1)}_{E6,2}. To identify the theory supported on the five dimensional ECB we can perform a similar analysis. Again the c_5 higgsing is of gHW type and we can use (3.11) to compute the c central charge of the theory. This doesn’t quite specify the theory uniquely but either the constraint derived from the CB analysis that the c_5 stratum should be followed by a c_4 or simply imposing that the total HB dimension, is enough to make the identification T_{c5} ≡ su(2)_6×su(8)_8 and conclude our analysis.

su(2)_5×sp(8)_7 This theory was initially obtained in the Z_2 twisted D_4 class-S series [34] and again the CFT data reported in figure 30b is for the most part derived from this initial analysis.

su(2)_5×sp(8)_7 [I_1, ∅]

S^{(1)}_{∅,2} [I^∗_3 , sp(8)] [ u^3 + v^2 = 0 ] [ u = 0 ] [ v = 0 ] H^{dHB} d_4T^{(1)}D4,1 a_5c3SU(3) + 6F

S^{(1)}_{D4,2} c_4a1c_3su(2)^5×sp(6)^6×u(1)

G_2 + 4F a_1c_4su(2)^5×sp(8)^7

(a) The Coulomb and Higgs stratification of su(2)_5×sp(8)_7.

su(2)_5×sp(8)_7 (Δ_u, Δ_v) (4, 6) 24a 123 12c 69 f_k su(2)_5×sp(8)_7 d_{HB} 15 h 5 T (2h) 1

(b) Central charges, CB parameters and ECB dimension.

Figure 30: Information about the su(2)_5×sp(8)_7.

– 59 –

We start our analysis of the full moduli space structure from the CB. The fact that this theory has two Higgsable CB parameter is reflected in the fact that the flavor symmetry has two simple flavor factor. As we will see shortly, this will give rise to an involved HB Hasse diagram, expectedly. The identification of how the flavor symmetry is realized on the CB is straightforward since the level of both simple flavor factors differ by one from from the CB parameters. This observation then readily leads to the following identifications: T_u ≡ S^{(1)}_{∅,2} and T_v ≡ [I^∗_3 , sp(8)] which in turn imply that for this theory h= 5 and it furthermore implies that the c_4 Higgsing supports a theory with a one dimensional ECB and a rank decreasing c_3 transition while the a_1 component of the ECB supports a theory with a four dimensional ECB. This guess can be checked by plugging in the b_i for these theories in (3.6a)-(3.6b) and reproducing the a and c reported in table 30b. This also fixes the theory supported on the knotted stratum which is found to be our usual [I_1, ∅].

Let’s turn now to the HB. Both ECB arise from lagrangian theories supported on the CB and are therefore of the gHW type. This makes our analysis fairly easy. We leave it up to the careful reader to check that the results of (3.11) applied separately to a_1 and c_5 uniquely lead to the identification T_{a1} ≡ G_2 +4F and T_{a1} ≡ su(2)_5×sp(6)_6×u(1). The rest of the Hasse diagram in figure 30a can be filled in by following the HBs of these two theories which are worked out in figure 38a and 18a respectively giving rise to the fairly intricate diagram in figure 30a. This theory can be mass deformed into the theory we are describing next.

sp(8)_6×u(1) The sp(8)_6×u(1) is the rank-2 entry of an infinite family of N = 2 SCFTs discussed in [41]. The R_{2,2N} is a rank N SCFT with sp(4N)_{2N+2} × u(1) flavor symmetry whose USp(2N) gauging is S-dual to an N = 2 SU(2N + 1) gauge theory with one symmetric and one antisymmetric with R_{2,2} ≡ S^{(1)}_{A2,2}, for more details we refer to the original paper.

This theory again is not totally higgsable and, relatedly, has a single simple flavor factor. This signals that the HB is linear. Since the level of the sp(8) flavor factor differs precisely by one from the only Higgsable CB parameter (v in this case), it is immediate to realize the sp(8) as the flavor symmetry of T_v ≡ [I^∗_3 , sp(8)]. This in turn implies that h=4 and that the c_4 stratum on the HB should be followed by a c_3.

The analysis of the HB is straightforward. In fact the CB analysis signals that the sp(8) higgsing is of gHW type and thus we can use (3.11) to compute the central charge of the theory supported on the c_4 finding 12c_{Tc4} = 34. Since we are higgsing along an ECB direction, T_{c4} has to be rank-2, thus the c central charge we find does not uniquely specifies it. We can use then either the information coming from the CB analysis of the presence of a subsequent c_3 Higgsing or the constraint coming from the

– 60 –

sp(8)_6×u(1) [I^∗_3 , sp(8)]

[I_1, ∅] [ u^5 + v^3 = 0 ] [ v = 0 ] H^{dHB} sp(6)_5×u(1) T^{(1)}_{A2,1}

S^{(1)}_{A2,2} a_2c^2 c_3c^4 sp(8)_6×u(1)

(a) The Coulomb and Higgs stratification of sp(8)_6×u(1).

sp(8)_6×u(1) (Δ_u, Δ_v) (3, 5) 24a 95 12c 53 f_k sp(8)_6×u(1) d_{HB} 11 h 4 T (2h) 1

(b) Central charges, CB parameters and ECB dimension.

Figure 31: Information about the sp(8)_6×u(1) theory.

total dimension of the HB of sp(8)_6×u(1). Either lift the degeneracy and lead us to the conclusion that T_{c4} = sp(6)_5×u(1). This sp(8)_6×u(1) → sp(6)_5×u(1) can also be seen directly from the 5d realization [45]. The rest of the HB Hasse diagram in figure 31a can be inferred by following the subsequent higgsing of sp(6)_5×u(1) which are depicted in figure 20a. USp(4) + 3V As we discussed in the analysis of other USp(4) theories, there are two interesting directions on the CB leaving an SU(2) unbroken. Each V (5) contributes a massless hypermultiplet in the 3 for one SU(2) and none for the other with the result that we expect a knotted stratum with an effective SU(2) with 3 adjoint hypermultiplets in the low-energy. The other knotted stratum “splits” into two, each supporting a [I_1, ∅], thus we conclude that h=3 and furthermore we expect that the rank-2 theory supported on the ECB has either a a_3 or c_2 HB transition. This analysis, which is depicted in figure 32a, can be confirmed both by reproducing the central charges of the theories using our central charge formulae or explicitly studying the discrimant locus of the Seiberg-Witten curve which is known explicitly [106].

Let’s move to the analysis of the HB. Since we have an explicit lagrangian description available, we could solve for the higgsging by standard methods [74] but we will find it quicker to leverage the geometric constraints which can be derived from the consistency of the full moduli space. In fact from our CB analysis we know that the

– 61 –

USp(4) + 3V [I_1, ∅][I^∗_2 , sp(6)]

[I_1, ∅] [ u^2 + v = 0 ] [ v = 0 ] H^{dHB} a_1S^{(1)}∅,2c^2 SU(2)-SU(2) c_3USp(4) + 3V

(a) The Hasse diagram for the CB of the USp(4) gauge theory with three hypermultiplets in the 5.

USp(4) + 3V (Δ_u, Δ_v) (2,4) 24a 65 12c 35 f_k sp(6)_5 d_{HB} 6 h 3 T (2h) 1

(b) Central charges, CB parameters and ECB dimension.

Figure 32: Information about the USp(4) N = 2 theory with three hypermultiplet in the 5

theory supported on the three dimensional ECB should have an either c_2 or a_3 transition. Furthermore, to reproduce the total dimension of the HB (which can be computed both from anomaly matching or standard Hyperkähler quotient), implies this rank-2 theory should furthermore have a three dimensional HB. This enough information to conclude that T_{c3} ≡ SU(2) − SU(2). ∘ 4.5 su(5) series

This series has a single top theory from which we can reach the remaining three theories. The moduli space structure of these theories is fairly involved and some open questions on the details remain and are explained in the text below. The HB Hasse diagrams below are largely obtained by quiver subtraction, for a discussion see e.g. [115].

su(5)_{16} This theory was first proposed in [38] where it was constructed as circle compactification of the 5d T_5 SCFT with a Z_3 twist along the circle. Much of CFT data was computed a few years later in [40], here we will present an analysis of its moduli space structure.

In this case we will start from the analysis of the HB. Part of its structure was already worked out in the original paper where it was pointed out that the first transition of the HB is five quaternionic dimensional and that leads to the rank-1 S^{(1)}_{A2,3} theory. This information, determines the rest of the HB Hasse diagram but we still

– 62 –

su(5)_{16} [I_1, ∅]

[I^∗_2 , so(12)]_{Z3} [ u^4 + v^3 = 0 ] [ v = 0 ] H^{dHB} d_4T^{(1)}D4,1 h_{4,3}S^{(1)}D4,3 h_{5,3}su(5)^{16}

(a) The Coulomb and Higgs stratification of su(5)_{16}.

su(5)_{16} (Δ_u, Δ_v) (6, 8) 24a 170 12c 92 f_k su(5)_{16} d_{HB} 14 h 0 T (2h) 0

(b) Central charges, CB parameters and ECB dimension.

Figure 33: Information about the su(5)_{16}.

need to characterize the first stratum which is five quaternionic dimensional. This can be done by using the magnetic quiver of this theory which corresponds to the n = 3 entry of the A_{n+1} series in table 11 of [123]^{15}. Using the technique of quiver subtraction [124] it is possible to determine that this five dimensional stratum is a h_{5,3} which is a new elementary slice which further generalizes the h_{2,n} series which appeared in the su(6) series. These elementary slices, labeled as h_{n,3}, do not in general appear in the affine Grasmannian of any lie algebra unless n = 2 where they appear in the affine Grassmanian of g_2 and we have the identification h_{2,3} = ag_2^{16}. In order to further characterize them, let’s now turn to the analysis of the CB.

The theory is not totally higgsable with v being the only Higgsable CB parameter. This is reflected by the fact that the flavor symmetry is simple. Since k_{su(5)} = 2Δ_v one might be tempted to realize the flavor symmetry on the CB with a [I_5, su(5)]. A sign that this cannot be the case is the fact that this identification would imply the existence of a a_4 transition which is four and not five dimensional. Another evidence is that this identification (which implies a b = 5) is not compatible with reproducing the a and c in table 25b using the central charge formulae. This exercise is the one that provides some hint on how to realize the su(5) factor on the CB, indeed we find that the b_i of the theories on the CB strata should be one for T_u4_{+v}3 and eight for T_v. The former immediately leads to the identification T_u4_{+v}3 ≡ [I_1, ∅], let’s discuss instead how to interpret the latter.

First let’s go back to our HB analysis. An extra hint which helps in making the

15We thank Gabi Zafrir for pointing this out.

16Again, we are grateful to Julius Grimminger for the explanation of this point.

– 63 – right guess of what theory realizes the su(5) on the CB is provided by the fact that the rank-1 theory supported on the h_{5,3} has h=4. This implies that the theory we are after must likely have a nine dimensional HB and it is likely a discretely gauged version of a rank-1 theory. With a bit more thinking, the only reasonable guess with these properties is T_v ≡ [I^∗_2 , so(12)]_{Z3} where the Z_3 acts as an inner automorphism with no outer component and whose commutant has su(5) as its simple component. Therefore we conjecture that modding by this Z_3 action transforms the d_6 (which, from table 5 is indeed nine dimensional) to a symplectic.variety with three strata, and a h_{5,3} and a h_{4,3} transition.

su(3)_{12}×u(1)

su(3)_{12}×u(1) [I_1, ∅]

[I_2, su(2)]

[T^{(1)}_{D4,1}]_{Z3} [ u^4 + v^3 = 0 ] [ u = 0 ] [ v = 0 ] H^{dHB}a^1a^2T (1) A_1,1

T^{(1)}_{A2,1}h2,3 h_{3,4}S^{(1)}A1,3

S^{(1)}_{A2,4}h3,3

A_?su(3)^{12}×u(1)

(a) The Coulomb and Higgs stratification of su(3)_{12}×u(1).

su(3)_{12}×u(1) (Δ_u, Δ_v) (4, 6) 24a 114 12c 60 f_k su(3)_{12} × u(1) d_{HB} 6 h 0 T (2h) 0

(b) Central charges, CB parameters and ECB dimension.

Figure 34: Information about the su(3)_{12}×u(1).

This theory was first proposed in [38] as a theory obtained by mass deforming the theory described in the previous section. As we will see, lot of the strange features of the previous analysis carry over to this one.

We will start again from the HB which is more directly accessible from the 5d analysis and therefore some of its properties were already pointed out in the original paper. Namely that one of the first HB strata is three quaternionic dimensional with a S^{(1)}_{A1,3} supported over it. This identification readily allows to determine the rest of right side of the HB Hasse diagram yet it leaves the characterization of the three dimensional stratum, as well as the left part, unresolved. The study of the magnetic quiver of this theory which corresponds to the n = 3 entry in the A_{n−1} × u(1) series in table 11 of [123] shows that this stratum should be a h_{3,3}. It is curious to notice that the magnetic quiver does not give any evidence of the left branch in figure 34a.

– 64 –

Now let’s start with the CB analysis. This theory is totally higgsable, despite that there is a single simple flavor factor. The relation k_{su(3)} = 2Δ_v it is again suggestive that this su(3) could be realized on the CB by a [I_3, su(3)] supported on the v = 0 stratum. The study of the HB already shows that this identification is not consistent since [I_3, su(3)] has a a_2 as its HB and thus would give rise to a two dimensional transition and not three which is instead the case we find here. To resolve this puzzle we can again rely on the central charge formulae which tells us that b_u = 2, b_v = 6 and b_u3_{+v}2 = 1. The last immediately leads to the identification T_u3_{+v}2 ≡ [I_1, ∅], the first to T_u ≡ [I_2, su(2)] while the middle one T_v ≡ [T^{(1)}_{D4,1}]_{Z3}. Let’s conclude with a discussion of these last two identifications.

First the higgsing of the [I_2, su(2)] is what leads to the left branch of Hasse diagram in figure 34a. Since we see en enhancement of the flavor symmetry on the CB we conjecture that there is a further identification acting on the a_1 at the origin. The question mark in figure 34a, signals that we are not able to conclusively determine what this identification is. Conversely the higgsing of the [T^{(1)}_{D4,1}]_{Z3} leads to the branch on the right. The Z_3 that we are gauging is the one which has commutant su(3) and we conjecture that under this modding the d_4 (which is indeed five dimensional, see table 5) becomes a symplectic variety with three strata, with a h_{3,3} transition followed by a h_{2,3}.

su(2)_{10}×u(1) This theory was is obtained as a mass deformation of the theory studied in the previous section but its explicit higher dimensional construction has not appeared anywhere. A possible construction from 5d will be discussed in [3]. The CFT data in table 35b is derived using the 5d construction and checked for self-consistency below.

This theory is not totally higgsable and we expect that the simple factor of the flavor symmetry to be realized on the v = 0 unknotted stratum. To gain more insight we go through the usual exercise of matching the a and c central charges in table 35a with the central charge formulae. The most reasonable solution assigns b_v = 5 and b_u5_{+v}3 = 1. The latter lead immediately to the identification T_u5_{+v}3 ≡ [I_1, ∅] but the former one is a bit more problematic. In fact a natural guess would be a [I^∗_⋆ , so(6)]_{Z3} with the Z_3 acting as inner automorphism of so(6) ∼= su(4) with commutant su(2). And there is a theory which almost has the right properties, that is an SU(2) + 3F gauge theory. This theory has indeed b = 5 and the right flavor symmetry. The only shortcoming of this identification is that the theory in question is asymptotically free, thus there is no notion that a single singularity on the CB could support all the degree of freedom of that theory. In fact in [125] the geometry of the CB of the SU(2) + 3F is worked out and it presents two singualrities separated by a distance proportional to

– 65 –

su(2)_{10}×u(1) [I_1, ∅][I^∗_⋆ , so(6)]_{Z3} [ u^5 + v^3 = 0 ] [ v = 0 ] u(1) × H^3

A_2S^{(1)}u(1),3 h_{2,3}su(2)^{10}×u(1)

(a) The Coulomb and Higgs stratification of su(2)_{10}×u(1).

su(2)_{10}×u(1) (Δ_u, Δ_v) (3, 5) 24a 86 12c 44 f_k su(2)_{10} × u(1) d_{HB} 3 h 0 T (2h) 0

(b) Central charges, CB parameters and ECB dimension.

Figure 35: Information about the su(2)_{10}×u(1).

the strong coupling scale. We don’t have at the moment a resolution of this puzzle which makes the evidence for the existence of this theory less solid than other cases. The HB depicted in figure 35a can be inferred exploiting the mass deformation from other theories but again further checks will be left for the future. ∘ 4.6 sp(12) series

This series contains a unique top theory and two lagrangian ones.

sp(12)_{11} This theory has appeared for the first time in [42] in the E_7 class-S and has one Higgsable CB parameter and therefore we expect the HB to linear.

The CB stratification can be readily obtained by noticing that the simple flavor symmetry of the theory has a level which is off by one from the scaling dimension of the only Higgsable CB parameter (v). It is therefore reasonable to make the following identification T_v ≡ [I^∗_5 , sp(12)]. This immediately suggests that h=6 and that the rank-2 theory supported on the c_6 stratum should have a a_9 rank-decreasing transition. Matching the a and c central charges using (3.6a) and (3.6b) confirms the validity of our initial guess and in turns fixes the last info needed to complete the CB picture: T_u5_{+v}2 ≡ [I_1, ∅].

To completely specify the HB structure we will employ our usual tactics. The higgsing of T_v is of gHW type and therefore we can use (3.11) to compute the c central charge of the rank-2 theory supported on c_6. This, along with the constraint that this theory should have a 26 dimensional HB to account to the remaining dimension, leads

– 66 –

sp(12)_{11}

[I_1, ∅]

[I^∗_5 , sp(12)] [ u^5 + v^2 = 0 ] [ v = 0 ] H^{dHB}e^7T (1) E_7,1

a_9su(10)^{10} c_6sp(12)^{11}

(a) The Coulomb and Higgs stratification of su(2)_{10}×u(1).

sp(12)_{11} (Δ_u, Δ_v) (4, 10) 24a 188 12c 110 f_k sp(12)_{11} d_{HB} 32 h 6 T (2h) 1

(b) Central charges, CB parameters and ECB dimension.

Figure 36: Information about the sp(12)_{11}.

to the final identification: T_{c6} ≡ su(10)_{10}. The HB Hasse diagram in figure 4a shows that the constraint that we guessed from the CB structure is in fact satisfied providing a fully consistent picture. USp(4) + F + 2V The analysis of this theory follows the same line as other USp(4) theories. As we mentioned earlier, there are two inequivalent SU(2)s (corresponding to a long and a short root) which can be left unbroken by turning on a vev for the scalar component of the USp(4) vector multiplet. For one SU(2) each hypermultiplet in the 4 contributes a massless fundamental flavor while those in the 5 none. Viceversa for the other SU(2) the hyper in the 4 has no massless component while those in the 5 contribute a hyper in the adjoint of SU(2). The result is that we expect three knotted strata, two supporting a [I_2, su(2)] (which together carry the so(4) flavor symmetry of an SU(2) gauge theory with N_f = 2) and the other knotted stratum supports an N = 2 SU(2) gauge theory with two adjoints. We therefore also conclude that the theory has h=2. It is possible to check that this stratification perfectly reproduces the a and c central charges in table 37b once the appropriate b_i are plugged into (3.6a)-(3.6b).

The analysis of the HB is even more straightforward. In fact to identify the rank- 2 theory supported on c_2 we can use the constraint on the dimension of the HB as well as the central charge obtained using (3.11) (the CB analysis clarifies that this Higgsing is indeed of gHW type). These two conditions lead to the identification T_{c2} ≡ 2F + SU(2) − SU(2) + 2F which can also be checked by solving the equation of motions and working directly with the vevs of the hypermultiplets.

– 67 –

USp(4) + 2F + 2V [I_2, su(2)]

[I^∗_1 , sp(4)]

[I_2, su(2)] I_2I2 [ u^2 + v = 0 ] I^∗_1 [ v = 0 ] H^{dHB} d_4d_4×H^2 d_4×H^2

T^{(1)}_{D4,1}×H^2

T^{(1)}_{D4,1}×H^2 a_1a_1 T^{(1)}_{D4,1} a_12F +SU(2)-SU(2)+F c_2USp(4) + 2F + 2V

(a) The Hasse diagram for the CB and the HB of the USp(4) gauge theory with two hypermultiplets in the 4 ⊕ 5.

USp(4) + 2F + 2V (Δ_u, Δ_v) (2,4) 24a 68 12c 38 f_k sp(4)_5×so(4)_8 d_{HB} 8 h 2 T (2h) 1

(b) Central charges, CB parameters and ECB dimension.

Figure 37: Information about the USp(4) N = 2 theory with two hypermultiplets in the 4 ⊕ 5

G_2 + 4F^{G2 + 4F}

[I_1, ∅]×H^4[I^∗_3 , sp(8)]

[I_1, ∅]×H^4 [ u^3 + v = 0 ] [ v = 0 ] H^{dHB} d_4T^{(1)}D4,1 a_5SU(3) + 6F c_4G^2 + 4F

(a) The Hasse diagram for the CB and the HB of the G_2 gauge theory with 4 7s.

G_2 + 4F (Δ_u, Δ_v) (2,6) 24a 98 12c 56 f_k sp(8)_7 d_{HB} 14 h 4 T (2h) 1

(b) Central charges, CB parameters and ECB dimension.

Figure 38: Information about the G_2 N = 2 theory with 4 hypermultiplets in the 7.

The analysis of the CB of this theory follows closely what we have done before. As in the case of USp(4), G_2 has two inequivalent su(2) factors which can remain unbroken by turning on the vev of the scalar component of the vector multiplet. Each hyper in the 7 contributes a massless hyper in the 3 for one SU(2) and none for the other. This readily gives the stratification depicted in figure 38a and sets h=4.

The analysis of the HB of this theory has been performed, for example, in [86]

– 68 – therefore we won’t reproduce it here. It is a useful exercise to see that our geometric constraints are perfectly reproduced by the Hasse diagram in figure 38a.

sp(4) 13_3 This theory arises most naturally on the CB of the G_2 theory with three hypermultiplets in the 7 [43]. This theory can also be realized in class-S as a twisted compactification of an A_4 6d (2,0) theory with a maximum regular puncture and one irregular puncture identified by the value k^′ = −4 of the parameter in [37]. The CB and HB stratification as well as the CFT data can be found figure 39a and in table 39b respectively. A detailed discussion of the structure of the moduli space, as well as a conjectural VOA for this theory, namely the affine ^sp(4)_− 13_6 extended by four generators of conformal dimension h =^3_2 , is provided in [43] thus we will not repeat the analysis here.

AD(c_2)

[I_1, ∅]×H^2[I^∗_1 , sp(4)] [ u^5 + v^2 = 0 ] [ v = 0 ] H^4a1T (1) A_1,1

a_1(A^1, D^6) c_2AD(c^2)

(a) The Hasse diagram for the CB and the HB of the AD(c_2) theory.

AD(c_2) (Δ_u, Δ_v) (^4_3 ,^{10}_3 ) 24a 48 12c 26 f_k sp(4) 13_3 d_{HB} 4 h 2 T (2h) 1

(b) Central charges, CB parameters and ECB dimension.

Figure 39: Information about the AD(c_2) theory.

∘ 4.7 Other series

We here summarize the rest of the series, many of which had been understood in good detail already in [44, 45].

4.7.1 sp(8) − su(2)^2 series This series contain two top theories and a total of six theories and all but one mass deformation can be seen geometrically from the brane realization of the corresponding theories. The remaining one was discussed in [45].

– 69 –

S^{(2)}_{E6,2} This theory, which is the top theory of the sp(8) series, can be obtained in class-S, for example in the untwisted D_7 case [31, 35]. More recently, it was shown to belong to an infinite set of theories called N = 2 S-fold [44], or S theories for short. This specific case, can be engineered as worldvolume theory of 2 D3 branes probing an exceptional E_6 7 brane singularity in the presence of a Z_2 S-fold [46] with flux. This theory can also be realized as the compactification of a (1,0) 6d theory [35]. A summary of the properties of S-theories can be found in appendix A and the CFT data and depiction of the Hasse diagrams of both the CB and HB stratification, can be found in figure 47.

S^{(2)}_{D4,2} This theory can be obtained mass deforming the previous one. Specifically this mass deformation is realized in the brane picture as moving away two D7 branes from the E_6 exceptional 7 brane singularity. The S^{D4 ,2} arises probing the remaining D_4 singularity in the presence of a fluxfull S-fold by two D3 branes. It can also be obtained in class-S, for example in the Z_2 twisted A_7 case and as the compactification of a (1,0) 6d theory [35]. A summary of the properties of S-theories can be found in appendix A and the CFT data and depiction of the Hasse diagrams of both the CB and HB stratification, can be found in figure 47.

S^{(2)}_{A2,2} A similar mass deformation works in this as well. In fact this theory can be obtained by moving away another two D7 branes from the E_6 exceptional 7 brane singularity, or just two from the D_4, and probing the remaining A_2 singularity plus S-fold with flux by two D3 branes. It can also be obtained as compactification of a (1,0) 6d theory [35]. Currently the author is unaware of any class-S realization. A summary of the properties of S-theories can be found in appendix A and the CFT data and depiction of the Hasse diagrams of both the CB and HB stratification, can be found in figure 47.

T^{(2)}_{A2,4} It was one of the recently discovered T theories. It can be obtained higgsing a S^{(2)}_{A2,4} N = 2 S-fold [35, 44] or as a wordvolume theory of two D3 branes probing an exceptional A_2 7 brane singularity in the presence of a Z_4 S-fold without flux [45]. This theory cannot be obtained by mass deformation of the previous three and it is therefore a top theory of the series. Currently the author is not aware of any class-S realization of this theory. The properties of N = 2 T -theories are summarized in appendix A. The CFT properties as well as the stratification of this particular theory can be found in table 46.

^T_{A2,4} This theory was initially found in [45] as a mass deformation of the T^{(2)}_{A2,4}. This mass deformation is apparent from the 5d perspective. Indeed this latter theory can

– 70 –

^T_{A2,4} [T^{(1)}_{A2,1}]_{Z4} [I_1, ∅] [ u^8 + v^5 = 0 ] [ u = 0 ] H^{dHB} ^T_{A2,4} S^{(1)}_{∅,4}a_1a1

(a) The Coulomb and Higgs stratification of ^T_{A2 ,4}.

^T_{A2,4} (Δ_u, Δ_v)

(_5 2 , 4 ) 24a 67 12c 34 f_k su(2)_5 d_{HB} 2 h 0 T (2h) 0

(b) Central charges, CB parameters and ECB dimension.

Figure 40: Information about the ^T_{A2,4}. theory.

be obtained as a twisted Z_4 compactification of a 5d SCFT whose brane web is known [45]. The brane web gives access to the mass deformation that preserves the Z_4 and the twisted compactification of the resulting 5d SCFT is what gives ^T_{A2,4}.

Let’s move now to the analysis of the full moduli space structure. The theory has a single simple flavor factor compatibly with the lone Higgsable CB parameter (u). The level of the su(2) is double Δ_u and therefore a possible realization of the su(2) is via a [I_2, su(2)] supported on a u = 0 unknotted stratum. This identification would immediately imply that h=0 and that the theory supported on the a_1 stratum also has no ECB. Right now we cannot exclude this possibility. Though the structure of the T^{(2)}_{A2,4} moduli space, along with general behavior of the moduli space under mass deformation [3] suggests an alternative realization with T_u ≡ [T^{(1)}_{A2,4}]_{Z4}. This latter identification also predicts a su(2)_5 and h=0 but now the theory supported on the a_1 stratum should have a one dimensional ECB. To check the validity of this working assumption, we can use (3.6a)-(3.6b) to match the a and c central charges in figure 40b to then complete the analysis of the CB stratification and reproduce the Hasse diagram in figure. Note that the [I_2, su(2)] and [T^{(1)}_{A2,4}]_{Z4} have different b_i and contirbute differently to (3.6a)-(3.6b). It is an instructive exercise to check that the former choice simply gives no consistent solution and we cannot reproduce the central charges from the CB analysis.

Now let’s turn to the analysis of the HB. From the previous analysis we expect that the HB would start with a a_1 transition and we have also derived that the rank-1 theory supported there should have h=1. To reproduce the total dimension of the ^T_{A2,4}, we immediately obtain that the entire one dimensional HB should be an ECB, which suggests that the theory must have N ≥ 3. The CB analysis tells us that the a_1 higgsing is of gHW type. Applying (3.11) to this stratum then implies 12c_{Ta1} = 21

– 71 – which readily implies that T_{a1} ≡ S^{(1)}_{∅,4}. This concludes our anlaysis.

USp(4) This is an N = 4 theory. The moduli space of these theories is extremely constrained and it is basically entirely specified by the Weyl group of the gauge algebra which in this case is D_4, the dihedral group of order eight. More details on the moduli space structure of theories with extended supersymmetry can be found in appendix B. The CFT data of this theory, as well as the explicit Hasse diagram of both the CB and HB stratification are depicted in figure 48. ∘ 4.7.2 g_2 series This series was basically already discussed in [44, 45]. In fact all the theories here belong to the same N = 2 S-fold class which can be engineered in type II B string theory, and all mass deformations connecting the theories in the series are geometrically realized by motion of D7 branes.

T^{(2)}_{D4,3} This theory, which sits at the top of the g_2 series, can be obtained in class-S by compactifying a D_4 (2,0) theory with a Z_3 twist [47]. It was also recently recognize to belong to the infinite series of T theories [35]. Specifically it can be realized as the worldvolume theory of two D3 branes probing an exceptional D_4 7 brane singularity in the presence of a fluxless Z_3 S-fold. General properties of T -theories are summarized in appendix A and the CFT properties as well as the stratification of this particular theory can be found in table 46.

T^{(2)}_{A1,3} This theory can be obtained by moving away three D7 branes from the exceptional D_4 7 brane singularity plus a Z_3 fluxless S-fold and probing the remaining A_1 singularity, in the presence of the S-fold, with two D3 branes. This action in the brane system corresponds to a mass deformation. It belongs to the recently discovered infinite series of T theories [35] and it can be obtained by mass deforming T^{(2)}_{D4,3}. General properties of T -theories are summarized in appendix A and the CFT properties as well as the stratification of this particular theory can be found in table 46

^T_{D4,3} This theory was initially found in [45] as a mass deformation of the T^{(2)}_{D4,3}. The T^{(2)}_{D4,3} can be obtained as a twisted Z_3 compactification of a 5d SCFT with a known brane web [45]. The brane web then has a deformation which preserves the Z_3 symmetry and the twisted compactification of the resulting 5d SCFT is what gives ^T_{D4,3}. Let’s move to the analysis of the moduli space which is anyway performed already in [45].

The theory is not totally higgsable with u representing the only Higgsable CB parameter. The exceptional flavor symmetry makes it easy to identify the CB structure: T_u ≡

– 72 –

^T_{D4,3} [T^{(1)}_{D4,1}]_{Z3} [I_1, ∅] [ u^6 + v^5 = 0 ] [ u = 0 ] a_1H dHB ^T_{D4,3} S^{(1)}_{A1,3} T^{(1)}_{A1,1} g_2

(a) The Coulomb and Higgs stratification of ^T_{D4 ,3}.

^T_{D4,3} (Δ_u, Δ_v)

(_{10} 3 , 4 ) 24a 82 12c 44 f_k [g_2] 20_3 d_{HB} 6 h 0 T (2h) 0

(b) Central charges, CB parameters and ECB dimension.

Figure 41: Information about the ^T_{D4,3}. theory.

[T^{(1)}_{D4,1}]_{Z3} which is also compatible with the fact that k_{g2} = 2Δ_u. This immediately predicts that h=0, that the HB has a g_2 transition and that the rank-1 theory supported on this stratum has a two dimensional ECB. We can conclude the analysis of the CB by reproducing the a and c central charges in figure 41b using (3.6a)-(3.6b) which imposes that T_u6_{+v}5 ≡ [I_1, ∅].

The analysis of the HB is straightforward. The constraints coming from the CB analysis as well as the demand that the total HB being six quaternionic dimensions uniquely identifies the rank-1 theory and we conclude that T_{g2} ≡ S^{(1)}_{A1,3}. This identification is further confirmed by using (3.11) which can be applied to g_2 and predicts precisely the central charge of S^{(1)}_{A1,3}.

SU(3) This is an N = 4 theory. The moduli space of these theories is extremely constrained and it is basically entirely specified by the Weyl group of the gauge algebra which in this case is S_3, the symmetric group of order six. More details on the moduli space structure of theories with extended supersymmetry can be found in appendix B. The CFT data of this theory, as well as the explicit Hasse diagram of both the CB and HB stratification are depicted in figure 48. ∘ 4.7.3 su(3) series This series was basically already discussed in [44]. In fact all the theories here belong to the same N = 2 S-fold class which can be engineered in type II B string theory, and all mass deformations connecting the theories in the series are geometrically realized by motion of D7 branes.

– 73 –

S^{(2)}_{D4,3} This theory is the top theory of the su(3) series and can be obtained by probing an exceptional D_4 7 brane singularity in the presence of a fluxfull Z_3 S-fold by two D3 branes. It can also be obtained as compactification of a (1,0) 6d theory [35]. Currently the author is unaware of any class-S realization. A summary of the properties of S-theories can be found in appendix A and the CFT data and depiction of the Hasse diagrams of both the CB and HB stratification, can be found in figure 47.

S^{(2)}_{A1,3} This theory can be obtained by moving away three D7 branes from the D_4 exceptional 7 brane singularity and probing the remaining A_1 singularity plus a Z_3 S-fold with flux by two D3 branes. The motion of the three D7 brane corresponds to a mass deformation in the N = 2 theory. This theory can also be obtained as compactification of a (1,0) 6d theory [35]. Again, the author is unaware of any class- S realization. A summary of the properties of S-theories can be found in appendix A and the CFT data and depiction of the Hasse diagrams of both the CB and HB stratification, can be found in figure 47.

G(3, 1, 2) This is an N = 3 theory. The moduli space of these theories is as constrained as in the N = 4 case and it is basically entirely specified by a crystallographic complex reflection group (CCRG) which in this case is G(3, 1, 2), a rank-2 CCRG of order eighteen. More details on the moduli space structure of theories with extended supersymmetry can be found in appendix B. The CFT data of this theory, as well as the explicit Hasse diagram of both the CB and HB stratification are depicted in figure 49. ∘ 4.7.4 su(2) series As it was the case in the previous few series, this set of RG-flows was basically already discussed in [44]. Again, all the theories belong to the same N = 2 S-fold class and all mass deformations are geometrically realized by motion of D7 branes.

S^{(2)}_{A2,4} This theory, which sits at the top of the two theories su(2) series, can be obtained by probing the A_2 exceptional 7 brane singularity with two D3 branes but in the presence of a Z_4 S-fold with fluxes. It can also be obtained as compactification of a (1,0) 6d theory [35]. Currently the author is unaware of any class-S realization. A summary of the properties of S-theories can be found in appendix A and the CFT data and depiction of the Hasse diagrams of both the CB and HB stratification, can be found in figure 47.

– 74 –

G(4, 1, 2) This is an N = 3 theory. The moduli space of these theories is extremely constrained and it is basically entirely specified by a CCRG which in this case is G(4, 1, 2), a rank-2 CCRG of order 32. More details on the moduli space structure of theories with extended supersymmetry can be found in appendix B. The CFT data of this theory, as well as the explicit Hasse diagram of both the CB and HB stratification are depicted in figure 49. ∘ 4.8 Isolated theories All theories discussed in this section do not belong to any series. While for those which can be realized by brane constructions there are reasons to expect that they are indeed not connected by mass deformations to any other N = 2 theory, for the rest there aren’t really strong argument in this direction. Thus one could speculate that there might be theories which are connected to them by RG-flows, awaiting to be discovered. The case of the lagrangian USp(4) +^1_2 16 is particularly interesting as it currently has no string theory realizations^{17}.

sp(4)_{14}×su(2)_8 This theory can be obtained, for example, in the Z_3 twisted D_4 class-S [47] where most of the CFT data reported below is computed.

This theory is totally higgsable with a semi-simple flavor symmetry. At first one might be tempted to guess that the two simple flavor symmetry factors are realized each on an allowed unknotted stratum, u = 0 and v = 0. But a more careful look at the value of the levels immediately reveal that the situation cannot be as simple. The level of the su(2) does not create much problem. It is indeed double Δ_u thus the most natural guess is the identification T_u ≡ [I_2, su(2)]. The sp(4) is instead puzzling. Since the u = 0 is already “occupied” the two other options are either the v = 0 which has Δ_v = 8 or the knotted stratum which instead has Δ_{knot} = 12. The insight comes from the fact that h=4 while this theory would naturally support a h=2 acted upon by the sp(4) factor (and for example realized by a [I^∗_1 , sp(4)]). The resolution is that the four quaternionic (eight complex) dimensional ECB transforms as 4 ⊕ 4 of the flavor symmetry realized on the knotted stratum by a T_u3_{+v}2 ≡ [I^∗_1 , sp(4)]. This perfectly reproduces the level but since is a new situation let’s do things explicitly. Recall (3.6c):

k_f = ∑ i∈I_f Δ^{sing}_i d_iΔ_i ( k^i − T (2h_i) ) + T (2h). (4.15)

17This is not the only lagrangian case with no known string theory realization. Many more examples are described in [51]. We thank Yuji Tachikawa for pointing this out.

– 75 –

sp(4)_{14}×su(2)_8 [I^∗_1 , sp(4)]

[I_2, su(2)] [ u^3 + v^2 = 0 ] [ u = 0 ] H^{dHB} d_4T^{(1)}D4,1

S^{(1)}_{D4,3} a_12F + SU(2) − SU(2) + 2F c_2USp(4) + 2F + 2V c_2a_1sp(4)^{14}×su(2)^8

(a) The Coulomb and Higgs stratification of sp(4)_{14}×su(2)_8.

sp(4)_{14}×su(2)_8 (Δ_u, Δ_v) (4, 6) 24a 118 12c 64 f_k sp(4)_{14}×su(2)_8 d_{HB} 10 h 4 T (2h) 2

(b) Central charges, CB parameters and ECB dimension.

Figure 42: Information about the sp(4)_{14}×su(2)_8.

In our case, Δ^{sing}_i = Δ_{knot} = 12. The fact that the theory supported on the stratum is a [I^∗_1 , sp(4)] implies d_i = 1, Δ_i = 2, k^i = 3 and T (2h_i ≡ 4) = 1. But because of our previous observation on the dimensionality of the ECB, T (2h ≡ 4 ⊕ 4) = 2 and thus we reproduce the correct level of the sp(4) factor. This identification also perfectly reproduces the a and c central charges in figure 42b using (3.6a) and (3.6b).

Let’s now move to analyze the HB, this analysis will confirm the validity of our previous guesses. Let us first focus on the stratum associated with the CB higgsing of the [I_2, su(2)]. This is of gHW type and thus we can use (3.11) to predict the rank-1 theory supported there which leads to T_{a1} ≡ S^{(1)}_{D4,3} (this guess could have also been made by observing that to match the total HB dimension, the rank-1 theory supported on a_1 had to have a nine dimensional HB). The other “side” of the Hasse diagram is trickier. Since we have a single sp(4) factor we expect a single c_2 transition, yet we know from the CB analysis that the ECB does not transform irreducibly under the flavor symmetry, signaling that the theory that is supported on the c_2 should itself have a h=2. By matching both the total dimensionality of the HB and using the (3.11) it is possible to identify that the rank-2 theory supported on the c_2 stratum is a USp(4) + 2F + 2V , which indeed has a two quaternionic dimensional ECB as expected (this higgsing can also be guessed from the class-S construction and can be then checked independently). Following the subsequent higgsings of the two theories supported on the first two strata, we can readily reproduce the full Hasse diagram in figure 42a.

– 76 –

T^{(2)}_{∅,5}^T (2) ∅,5 S^{(1)}_{∅,2}[T^{(1)}_{∅,1} ]_{Z5} [ u^5 + v^2 = 0 ] [ u = 0 ] T^{(1)}_{∅,1} ×T^{(1)}_{∅,1} a_1T^{(2)}∅,1k^5

T^{(2)}_{∅,5}

(a) The Coulomb and Higgs stratification of T^{(2)}_{∅,5}.

T^{(2)}_{∅,5} (Δ_u, Δ_v)

(_{12}

5 .6 ) 24a^{456}_5 12c^{234}_5 f_k su(2)_{14} d_{HB} 2 h 2 T (2h) 1

(b) Central charges, CB parameters and ECB dimension.

Figure 43: Information about T^{(2)}_{∅,5} .

This theory is curious. It in fact belongs to an infinite series of theories first conjectured in [40] and then shown to be consistent in [45] which naturally sit in the infinite series of T theories [35]. It is curious since the construction using the twisted compactification of 6d (1,0) theories suggests a brane realization as all other T theories. Yet this would imply the presence of a Z_5 S-fold which doesn’t seem to be allowed [46] for the simple reason that the latter are specified by finite subgroup of SL(2, Z) and Z_5 simply isn’t one. For a more detailed discussion see [45].

The structure of the moduli space of vacua has very much the same features of the remaining T -theories, which are again discussed in appendix A. But given the strange nature of the case we will present the CFT data and the depiction of the moduli space stratification separately. All the relevant info are summarized in figure 43.

USp(4) w/^1_2 16 The existence of this theory is pointed out in [51]. It is important to stress once again that to the author’s knowledge, no string theory realization of this theory is known. Let’s discuss here how to derive the result depicted in figure 44a.

The analysis of the HB is obvious. Since there is a single half-hypermultiplet no gauge invariant operator can be made from the hypermultiplets and the HB is trivial. The analysis of the CB is instead more involved.

As mentioned in the discussion of previous cases, in USp(4) there are two inequivalent SU(2) with rank-1 commutant, one (a) with commutant U(1) and one (b) with commutant SU(2). By carefully decomposing the 16 we obtain the following decomposition:

– 77 –

USp(4) w/^1_2 16 [I_1, ∅][I_1, ∅]

[I_1, ∅][I_1, ∅]

[I_1, ∅]

[I_1, ∅] [ u^2 + v = 0 ] USp(4) w/^1_2 16

(a) The Hasse diagram for the CB and the HB of the USp(4) gauge theory with a half 16.

USp(4) w/^1_2 16 (Δ_u, Δ_v) (2,4) 24a 58 12c 28 f_k ∅ d_{HB} 0 h 0 T (2h) 0

(b) Central charges, CB parameters and ECB dimension.

Figure 44: Information about the USp(4) N = 2 theory with a-half hypermultiplet in the 16.

a - 16 → (3, 2) ⊕ (2, 3) ⊕ (2, 1) ⊕ (1, 2).

b - 16 → 4_{±1} ⊕ 2_{±3} ⊕ 2_{±1}.

Since the two SU(2)s in a are equivalent, the inequivalent complex co-dimension one directions to “explore” correspond to turning on vevs along the Cartan of the SU(2) in a, the Cartan of the SU(2) or the U(1) or a combination of both in b. For a given vev, only the components of the 16 which are not charged under the specific direction in USp(4) stay massless. Using the above decomposition, it is therefore straightforward to conclude that the 16 contributes a single flavor to a, and no massless hypers to either single choices in b unless we pick an appropriate linear combination of the Cartan of the SU(2) and the U(1), whose commutant is of course a U(1) gauge theory. This choice lives behind a single massless hyper.

In summary along a the theory is effectively an SU(2) with a single hypers while along b turning on a vev for the U(1) gives a pure SU(2) N = 2 gauge theory. The linear combination of U(1) plus Cartan of SU(2) gives instead a U(1) gauge theory with a single hypermultiplet. The SU(2) theories are asymptotically free and the flow to strong coupling in the IR causes the knotted stratum to spilt. The pure SU(2) theory contributes two [I_1, ∅] while the other has an extra [I_1, ∅] coming from the massless hyper. The U(1) with a single hyper contributes instead an extra [I_1, ∅] for a total of six knotted singularities each supporting an [I_1, ∅]. To check that this is indeed the correct stratification, we can plug things in the central charge formulae (3.6a)-(3.6b) and perfectly reproduce the expected values which are reported in table 44b.

– 78 –

G_2 This is an N = 4 theory. The moduli space of these theories is extremely constrained and it is basically entirely specified by the Weyl group of the gauge algebra which in this case is D_6, the dihedral group of order twelve. More details on the moduli space structure of theories with extended supersymmetry can be found in appendix B. The CFT data of this theory, as well as the explicit Hasse diagram of both the CB and HB stratification are depicted in figure 48.

Also, this theory was shown to be realizable as worldvolume theory of two D3 branes probing a fluxless Z_6 S-fold [46]. Since no exceptional seven brane singularity is compatible with the presence of an Z_6 S-fold [44], it reasonable that this theory is indeed isolated.

Acknowledgments

I would like to thank G. Zafrir for a very enjoyable and fruitful correspondence during which he clarified countless issues for me, many of which made it into this manuscript. I would also like to thank P. Argyres, A. Bourget, J. Distler, J. Grimminger, A. Rocchetto, S. Schafer-Nameki, Y. Tachikawa, M. Weaver and G. Zafrir for comments on the manuscript. Finally I benefited tremendously from many exchanges with P. Argyres, C. Beem, A. Bourget, J. Distler, S. Giacomelli, J. Grimminger, A. Hanany, C. Meneghelli, W. Peelaers, L. Rastelli, S. Schafer-Nameki and Y. Tachikawa. I am extremely grateful for these interactions which illuminated many details of the constructions which made this paper possible. M.M. gratefully acknowledges the Simons Foundation (Simons Collaboration on the Non-perturbative Bootstrap) grants 488647 and 397411, for the support of his work.

A S and T theories

This set of theories has been introduced recently by generalizing the N = 3 S-fold set up [46, 126] to the N = 2 case [35, 44] as well as generalizing the “classic” Ftheory N = 2 theories [99–102]. This construction thus involves considering the D3 brane worldvolume theory probing an exceptional 7brane in the presence of an Sfold. Depending on whether the S-fold has fluxes turned on or off, we get S or T theories respectively [45]. For a given exceptional 7brane, there is a restricted set of S-folds which are allowed. We won’t review this discussion here and instead refer the interested reader to the original paper [44]. It is important to notice that both the S and T theories can be also obtained as compactification of 6d (1,0) theories with noncommuting holonomies [35, 40]. Since the (1, 0) theories are most naturally constructed

– 79 – in M-theory, the construction of S and T theories suggest potentially interesting duality between F and M theory [45].

Both the S and T theories have been studied in depth, particularly recently [1, 35, 44, 45, 59, 127, 128]. Rather than literally reproducing here results from other papers, we make the choice of simply refer to the relevant literature. Namely:

1) For a discussion of the general structure of the moduli space see [1, 35, 44]. The HB Hasse diagram has instead been worked out in detail and for general ranks in [127].

2) For a discussion of the CB stratification see [1, 45] (one of the two references also contain a discussion of the mass deformations among these theories).

3) For a discussion of the generalized free-field VOA construction see [35, 98].

Below we will then simply summarize the results with various tables and the explicit stratification. To better organize the presentation we will collect the relevant CFT data in three figures:

a) In figure 45 we will collect all the info for the T^{(2)}_{G,1} . Those correspond to the wellknown 4d theories rank-2 theories arising on a worldvolume of two D3 branes probing an exceptional G 7 brane singularity [99–102]. These theories they are all connected to one another by mass deformations.

b) In figure 46 we collect the information for the T theories which arise when the D3 probe a G 7 brane singularity plus a fluxless Z_ℓ S-fold: T^{(2)}_{G,ℓ>1}. For fixed ℓ, these theories are connected to one another by mass deformation. They also eventually flow to N = 4 theories with gauge algebra SU(2)×SU(2) for ℓ = 2, SU(3) for ℓ = 3 and USp(4) for ℓ = 4 [45].

c) Finally figure 47 collects the information for the S theories which arise instead when two D3 probe a G 7 brane singularity plus a fluxfull Z_ℓ S-fold [44]. Again these theories are connected with one another for a given ℓ and they flow to N = 4 USp(4) for ℓ = 2 and N = 3 G(3, 1, 2) and G(4, 1, 2) theories for ℓ = 3 and ℓ = 4 respectively.

We will separately discuss the case of T^{(2)}_{∅,5} in the text because its moduli space structure it does not perfectly fit in the homogenous analysis of the remaining theories. This would also allow us to point out a few interesting features of this case.

18T^{(2)}_{G,1} theories correspond to the well-known 4d theories rank-2 theories arising in type II B by probing and exceptional G 7brane singularity.

– 80 –

CFT data of T^{(2)}_{G,1} theories^{18}

T^{(2)}_{E8,1} (Δ_u, Δ_v) (6, 12)

24a 263 12c 161 f_k [e_8]_{24}×su(2)_{13} d_{HB} 59 h 1 T (2h) 1 (a)

T^{(2)}_{E7,1} (Δ_u, Δ_v) (4, 8) 24a 167 12c 101 f_k [e_7]_{16}×su(2)_9 d_{HB} 35 h 1 T (2h) 1 (b)

T^{(2)}_{E6,1} (Δ_u, Δ_v) (3, 6) 24a 119 12c 71 f_k [e_6]_{12}×su(2)_7 d_{HB} 23 h 1 T (2h) 1 (c) T^{(2)}_{D4,1}/sp(4) + 4F + V (Δ_u, Δ_v) (2, 4)

24a 71 12c 42 f_k so(8)_8×su(2)_5 d_{HB} 11 h 1 T (2h) 1 (d)

T^{(2)}_{A2,1} (Δ_u, Δ_v)

(_3 2 , 3 ) 24a 47 12c 26 f_k su(3)_6×su(2)_4 d_{HB} 5 h 1 T (2h) 1 (e)

T^{(2)}_{A1,1} (Δ_u, Δ_v)

(_4 3 ,^8_3 ) 24a 39 12c 21 f_k su(2) 16_3 ×su(2) 11_3 d_{HB} 3 h 1 T (2h) 1 (f) T^{(2)}_{∅,1} (Δ_u, Δ_v)

(_6 5 ,^{12}_5 ) 24a^{163}_5 12c 17 f_k su(2) 17_5 d_{HB} 1 h 1 T (2h) 1 (g)

Moduli space structrure

T^{(2)}_{G,1} S^{(1)}_{∅,2}T^{(1)}_{G,1} [ u^2 + v = 0 ] [ v = 0 ] H^{dHB} gT^{(1)}G,1gg

T^{(1)}_{G,1} ×T^{(1)}_{G,1}

T^{(1)}_{G,1} ×H a_1 × a_1 gT^{(2)}G,1

Figure 45: In this figure we report the relevant CFT data for the T^{(2)}_{G,1} theories.

– 81 –

CFT data of T^{(2)}_{G,ℓ>1} theories

T^{(2)}_{D4,3} (Δ_u, Δ_v) (4, 6) 24a 120 12c 66 f_k [g_2]_8×su(2)_{14} d_{HB} 12 h 2 T (2h) 1 (a)

T^{(2)}_{A1,3} (Δ_u, Δ_v)

(_8 3 , 4 ) 24a 72 12c 38 f_k su(2) 16_3 ×su(2)_{10} d_{HB} 4 h 2 T (2h) 1 (b)

T^{(2)}_{E6,2} (Δ_u, Δ_v) (6, 6) 24a 156 12c 90 f_k [f_4]_{12}×su(2)^2_7 d_{HB} 24 h 2 T (2h) 2 (c) T^{(2)}_{D4,2} (Δ_u, Δ_v) (4, 4) 24a 96 12c 54 f_k so(7)_8×su(2)^2_5 d_{HB} 12 h 2 T (2h) 2 (d)

T^{(2)}_{A2,2} (Δ_u, Δ_v) (3, 3) 24a 66 12c 36 f_k su(3)_6×su(2)^2_4 d_{HB} 6 h 2 T (2h) 2 (e)

T^{(2)}_{A2,4} (Δ_u, Δ_v) (3, 6) 24a 102 12c 54 f_k su(2)_6×su(2)_{14} d_{HB} 6 h 2 T (2h) 2 (f)

Moduli space structrure

ℓ = 3

T^{(2)}_{G,odd} S^{(1)}_{∅,2}[T^{(1)}_{G,ℓ} ]_{Zℓ} [ u^2 + v = 0 ] [ u = 0 ]

ℓ = 2, 4

T^{(2)}_{G,even} S^{(1)}_{∅,2}S^{(1)}_{∅,2}[T^{(1)}_{G,ℓ} ]_{Zℓ} [ u^2 + v = 0 ] [ v = 0 ] H^{dHB} gT^{(1)}G,ℓgh^{m+1,ℓ} T^{(1)}_{G,ℓ} ×T^{(1)}_{G,ℓ} k_ℓS^{(1)}_{G,ℓ}g^′T^{(2)}G,ℓ

Figure 46: In this figure we report the relevant CFT data for the T^{(2)}_{G,ℓ>1} theories where the (m, g^′) are equal to (4, f_4), (3, g_2), (2, so(7)), (2, su(2)), (1, su(3)) and (1, su(2)) for (E_6, 2), (D_4, 3), (D_4, 2), (A_2, 4), (A_2, 2) and (A_1, 3) respectively and the k_ℓ slice is defined, for example, in [127, Eq. (C.6)].

– 82 –

CFT data of S^{(2)}_{G,ℓ} theories

S^{(2)}_{E6,2} (Δ_u, Δ_v) (6, 12)

24a 130 12c 232 f_k sp(8)_{13}×su(2)_{26} d_{HB} 28 h 6 T (2h) 3 (a)

S^{(2)}_{D4,2} (Δ_u, Δ_v) (4, 8) 24a 146 12c 80 f_k sp(4)_9×su(2)_{16}×su(2)_{18} d_{HB} 14 h 4 T (2h) 3 (b) S^{(2)}_{A2,2} (Δ_u, Δ_v) (3, 6) 24a 103 12c 55 f_k su(2)_7×su(2)_{14}×u(1) d_{HB} 7 h 3 T (2h) 3 (c)

S^{(2)}_{D4,3} (Δ_u, Δ_v) (6, 12) 24a 219 12c 117 f_k su(3)_{26}×u(1) d_{HB} 15 h 5 T (2h) 2 (d)

S^{(2)}_{A1,3} (Δ_u, Δ_v) (4, 8) 24a 137 12c 71 f_k u(1)^2 d_{HB} 5 h 3 T (2h) - (e)

S^{(2)}_{A2,4} (Δ_u, Δ_v) (6, 12) 24a 212 12c 110 f_k su(2)_{16}×u(1) d_{HB} 8 h 4 T (2h) - (f)

Moduli space structrure

S^{(2)}_{G,ℓ} S^{(1)}_{∅,2}S^{(1)}_{G,ℓ} [ u^2 + v = 0 ] [ v = 0 ] H^{dHB} gT^{(1)}G,ℓgh^{m+1,ℓ} T^{(1)}_{G,ℓ} ×T^{(1)}_{G,ℓ}

S^{(1)}_{G,ℓ}gg^′k^ℓT (2) G,ℓ S^{(1)}_{G,ℓ}×T^{(1)}_{G,ℓ} a_1h_{m,ℓ} S^{(2)}_{G,ℓ}

Figure 47: In this figure we report the relevant CFT data for the S^{(2)}_{G,ℓ} theories. The m, the k_ℓ and the g^′ are defined as in figure 46.

B Theories with enhanced supersymmetry

Theories with enhanced (N ≥ 3) supersymmetry have a much tighter moduli space structure. The N = 4 case has been discussed for many decades, e.g. [129], while

– 83 –

N = 3 theories have been constructed considerably more recently [46, 126, 130]. The two cases bear many similarities; the metric on the entire moduli space is flat (see e.g. [131]) and the R-symmetry group enhancement ties in the structure of the CB and the HB of these theories giving rise to a mathematical structure on the entire moduli space which has been deemed triple special Kähler (TSK) [132]. In particular it implies that all the theories which appear on singular starta have to be themselves N ≥ 3. We won’t delve further into the details of this construction here and only mention that all known N ≥ 3 geometries are orbifold of the type:

M = C^{3r} /Γ (B.1)

where r is the rank of the theory and Γ is a CCRG [133, 134] which preserves a principal polarization [69]. The singular locus of orbifold moduli spaces of vacua (B.1) can be easily determined by studying the fix locus of the Γ action. The case in which Γ is a real reflection group gives rise to the N = 4 case with a Lie group G where Γ is naturally associated to the Weyl group of G.

It is important to notice that imposing the condition of N ≥ 3 supersymmetry leave plenty of space for many new theories, already at rank-2 as:

1) TSK geometry does not imply the orbifold structure in (B.1).

2) TSK geometry does not imply Γ being a complex reflection group.

3) Even within the sub-class of CCRG, there are many Γ which give rise to moduli spaces of vacua which do not correspond to any known theories.

4) As it is well-known for the N = 4 case [135], the structure of the moduli space of vacua alone does not uniquely specify a theory.

Already at rank-2 the situation is rich. A systematic analysis of the allowed orbifold TSK geometries at rank-2 was performed not long ago [73] with the result that only a small subset of allowed geometries has been realized as N = 3 geometries. Since the CCRG largely determines the full structure of the moduli space of vacua of N ≥ 3 theories, rather than discussing each case individually, we collect all the relevant data in figure 48 for N = 4 and in figure 49 for N = 3 theories.

C Flavor structure along the Higgsing and generalized free fields VOA

In this section we quickly sketch how the information in table 6, 7 and 8 can be leveraged to determine the VOA of the various entries. It is important to stress that we have

– 84 –

CFT data of N = 4 theories

Γ = S_3

N = 4 SU(3) S^{(1)}_{∅,2} [ u^2 + v^3 = 0 ] U(1)×U(1) a_1S^{(1)}∅,2

N = 4 SU(3)

N = 4 SU(3) (Δ_u, Δ_v) (2, 3) 24a 48 12c 24 f_k su(2)_8 d_{HB} 2 h 2 T (2h) 2 ∘ N = 4 SU(2)×SU(2) (Δ_u, Δ_v) (2, 2) 24a 36 12c 18 f_k su(2)_3 × su(2)_3 d_{HB} 2 h 2 T (2h) 2

N = 4 SU(2)×SU(2) S^{(1)}_{∅,2}S^{(1)}_{∅,2} [ u + v = 0 ] [ u = 0 ] U(1)×U(1) a_1a_1S^{(1)}∅,2a^1S^{(1)}∅,2a^1 N = 4 SU(2)×SU(2) Γ = Z_2×Z_2

∘

Γ = D_4 N = 4 USp(4) S^{(1)}_{∅,2}S^{(1)}_{∅,2} [ u^2 + v = 0 ] [ v = 0 ] U(1)×U(1) a_1a_1S^{(1)}∅,2a^1S^{(1)}∅,2A^3 N = 4 USp(4)

N = 4 USp(4) (Δ_u, Δ_v) (2, 4) 24a 60 12c 30 f_k su(2)_{10} d_{HB} 2 h 2 T (2h) 2 ∘ N = 4 G_2 (Δ_u, Δ_v) (2, 6) 24a 84 12c 42 f_k su(2)_{14} d_{HB} 2 h 2 T (2h) 2

N = 4 G_2 S^{(1)}_{∅,2}S^{(1)}_{∅,2} [ u^3 + v = 0 ] [ v = 0 ] U(1)×U(1) a_1a_1S^{(1)}∅,2a^1S^{(1)}∅,2A^5

N = 4 G_2Γ = D 6

Figure 48: CFT data for N = 4 rank-2 theories.

not performed any in-depth calculation and the presentation in this appendix should be intended as a sketch and not as an actual costruction.

Let’s start from the basics. To any four-dimensional N = 2 SCFT T, one can

– 85 –

CFT data of N = 3 theories

Γ = G(3, 1, 2)

S^{(2)}_{∅,3} S^{(1)}_{∅,2}S^{(1)}_{∅,3} [ u^2 + v = 0 ] [ v = 0 ] U(1)×U(1) A_2a_1S^{(1)}∅,2A^2S^{(1)}∅,3A^2

S^{(2)}_{∅,3}

N = 3 S^{(2)}_{∅,3} (Δ_u, Δ_v) (2, 6) 24a 84 12c 42 f_k u(1) d_{HB} 2 h 2 T (2h) 2 ∘ N = 3 S^{(2)}_{∅,4} (Δ_u, Δ_v) (4, 8) 24a 132 12c 66 f_k u(1) d_{HB} 2 h 2 T (2h) 2

S^{(2)}_{∅,4} S^{(1)}_{∅,2}S^{(1)}_{∅,4} [ u^2 + v = 0 ] [ v = 0 ] U(1)×U(1) A_3a_1S^{(1)}∅,2A^3S^{(1)}∅,4A^3

S^{(2)}_{∅,4}Γ = G(4, 1, 2)

Figure 49: CFT data for N = 3 rank-2 theories.

canonically associate a two-dimensional VOA [55],

χ : 4d N = 2 SCFT −→ VOA . (C.1)

The VOA χ[T] arises as a cohomological reduction of the full local OPE algebra of a four-dimensional theory T with respect to a certain nilpotent supercharge. We won’t review any of the details here but mention that there are numerous indications that χ[T] is deeply connected with the physics of the HB H. The full extent of the connection remains somewhat elusive but a remarkable fact, observed in many examples and conjectured to be universally true [110], is that H can be recovered directly from χ[T]

H = X_{χ[T]} , (C.2)

where X_V denotes a symplectic variety canonically associated to V called the associated variety of a VOA V [136]. It is worth pointing out that using a very nice physical argument [137, Section 6.2], proving the conjecture in (C.2) has been reduced to proving a previous conjecture by Arakawa [138, Conjecture 1].

In [97, 98], striking evidence was provided that data associated with the Higgs branch physics of a theory may be sufficient to determine the full VOA by studying

– 86 – the theory on a higgs stratum S_i which supports a non-trivial SCFT T_i. The gist of this construction is that the VOA of the initial theory T can be written in terms of free fields which parametrize S_i and the VOA generators of χ[T_i], the VOA of T_i. This construction was deemed a generalized free-field construction^{19} in [97, 98] where the prescription to build χ[T] from the information about the effective field theory (EFT) T_i was explained. The general picture can be summarized as follows:

χ[T] ⊂ χ[T_i] ⊗ V^i_{free}[S_i], T_i = T ≀ x, x ∈ S_i (C.3)

Here V^i_{free}[S_i] is a free field VOA for which X_V i_{free[Si]} = S_i. Also we have adopted the notation introduced in [139], where ≀ signifies “supported on”.

These generalized free-field realizations are remarkable and handy in many ways, e.g., they realize the simple quotient of χ[T], that is null vectors vanish on the nose when expressed in terms of free fields. They have also been used to characterize many N = 2 SCFTs as they give a tool to “invert the higgsing” [35]. For example the flavor level of a simple factor of the SCFT T can be related to properties of the stratum S_f which arises by spontaneous breaking of the f, thus the subscript, and the theory supported over it T_f. The basic formula reads:

k_f =

T_2(R) + I_f♮_{→fIR} k_{fIR} I_f♮_{→f} (C.4)

this of course requires some explanation. f is obvious. I_{h1→h2} indicates the index of embedding of h_1 into h_2, f^♮ is what is left unbroken on the generic point of S_f of f_{UV}, the full flavor symmetry of T, f_{IR} is the subgroup of the T_f flavor symmetry realized on the component and T_2(R)^{20} is Dynkin index of the f^♮ representation of the goldstone boson associated to the higgsing.

This data for each one of the theories discussed in this paper, is reported in table 6, 7 and 8. Here we will not provide a careful realization of the VOAs of these theories but only discuss a couple of examples to explain how to check that (C.4) applies in all cases using the information in tables. We take this as a suggestion that a generalized free field realization exists for all theories discussed in this paper.

[e_8]_{20} Let’s start from a simple case. For this theory there is a single simple factor, e_8, and the stratum associated with it is its minimal nilpotent orbit, S_{e8} ≡ e_8. From table 5 we readily obtain that f^♮ = e_7 which will have k_{e7} = 20 and the goldstone bosons

19There are simple cases where T_i is itself a theory of free fields, in which case the construction provides an actual free-fields realization.

20We use a somewhat unusual normalization where the n of su(n) has T_2(n) = 1.

– 87 – transform in the 56 of e_7 with T_2(56) = 12, as in fact is reported in the corresponding entry in table 6. The index of embedding of e_7 inside e_8 is one as it can be computed by the decomposition of any e_8 irreducible representations in e_7 ⊕ su(2) ones (for example 248 → (133, 1)⊕(1, 3)⊕(56, 2)). The theory supported on this stratum is T_{e8} ≡ T^{(1)}_{E7,1} and thus k_{fIR} = 8. This information is enough for the reader to check that (C.4) is indeed satisfied.

so(20)_{16} The matching of the level is not always a simple as the previous example. Consider now another theory of the e_8 − so(20) series, namely theory so(20)_{16}. As discussed in the corresponding section, the HB stratum associated to the simple flavor factor is the minimal nilpotent orbit of so(20) : S_{so(20)} ≡ d_{10}. From table 5 we obtain that f^♮ = so(16)×su(2), in particular f^♮ is semi-simple, and that the goldstone bosons transform in the (2, 16). On the other hand the theory supported on this stratum is T_{so(20)} ≡ T^{(1)}_{E8,1} which has flavor symmetry e_8 and we noticed that so(16) is a maximal subalgebra of e_8, thus f_{IR} = so(16) at level k_{so(16)} = 12. Using the fact that I_{so(16)→e8} = 1 and that in our normalization T_2(16) = 2, we can immediately reproduce the result we are after: k_{so(20)} = 16. But what about the extra su(2)? It arises from the breaking of the initial so(20), so we expect the level of this su(2) to be also 16. Since we have “used up” all the moment maps of the rank-1 SCFT on the stratum, our only hope is that the goldstone bosons alone can make up for that. It is a nice surprise to notice that indeed the goldstone transform as 16 copies of the fundamental of this su(2) and we are working in a normalization such that T_2(2) = 1.

In a similar manner, the data in tables 6, 7 and 8 can be leveraged to show the consistency of (C.4) of the theories discussed in this paper.

D Reading tools

To ease the reader accessibility to the content of the paper, here we will collect a Glossary and list of Acronyms and Symbols:

Acronyms

AD theory Argyres-Douglas theory. Glossary: Argyres-Douglas theory, 9, 23, 34, 35, 37, 38, 40, 89

CB Coulomb Branch. Glossary: CB, 3, 4, 5, 6, 7, 9, 10, 11, 12, 13, 14, 15, 16, 17, 19, 20, 21, 22, 23, 24, 25, 26, 27, 28, 29, 30, 31, 32, 33, 34, 35, 36, 37, 38, 39, 40, 41, 42, 43, 44, 45, 46, 47, 48, 49, 50, 51, 52, 53, 54, 55, 56, 57, 58, 59, 60, 61, 62, 63, 64, 65, 66, 67, 68, 69, 70, 71, 72, 73, 74, 75, 76, 77, 78, 79, 80, 84, 89, 90, 91, 92

– 88 –

CCRG crystallographic complex reflection group. Glossary: CCRG, 74, 75, 84

ECB Enhanced Coulomb Branch. Glossary: ECB, 4, 5, 6, 16, 20, 24, 25, 27, 28, 29, 30, 31, 32, 33, 34, 35, 36, 38, 39, 40, 41, 42, 43, 44, 45, 46, 47, 48, 49, 50, 51, 52, 53, 54, 55, 56, 57, 58, 59, 60, 61, 62, 63, 64, 66, 67, 68, 69, 71, 73, 75, 76, 77, 78, 92 gHW generalized highest weight Higgsing. Glossary: gHW, 18, 25, 26, 27, 28, 29, 30, 36, 42, 43, 44, 47, 50, 58, 59, 60, 66, 67, 71, 76

HB Higgs Branch. Glossary: HB, 4, 5, 6, 7, 10, 11, 12, 15, 17, 18, 19, 20, 21, 22, 23, 24, 26, 27, 28, 29, 30, 31, 32, 33, 34, 35, 36, 37, 38, 39, 40, 41, 42, 43, 44, 46, 47, 48, 49, 50, 52, 53, 54, 55, 56, 57, 58, 59, 60, 61, 62, 63, 64, 65, 66, 67, 68, 69, 70, 71, 72, 73, 74, 75, 76, 77, 78, 79, 80, 84, 86, 88, 91

MB Mixed Branch. Glossary: MB, 11, 12, 37, 38, 56

MN Minahan-Nemeschansky. 23, 26, 28

SCFT Superconformal Field Theory. 2, 3, 4, 6, 8, 9, 10, 11, 12, 14, 15, 16, 17, 18, 19, 21, 22, 23, 27, 39, 40, 44, 45, 46, 47, 49, 51, 53, 60, 62, 71, 72, 85, 87, 88, 90, 91, 92 SW Seiberg-Witten. 16, 34, 36, 37, 38, 39

TSK triple special Kähler [132]. 84

Glossary

adj hypermultiplet in the adjoint representation. 49, 52

Argyres-Douglas theory An AD theory is characterized by having at least one CB parameter of dimension Δ < 2 which implies that these theories have a relevant deformation which does not arise as a flavor symmetry and therefore is not constrained by the UV-IR simple flavor condition. AD theory theories are often described as theories with fractional CB scaling dimensions. From a purely 4d perspective, it makes little qualitative difference whether a given scaling dimension is integer or fractional, whereas the existence of a chiral relevant deformation does. 9

– 89 –

AS hypermultiplet in the antisymmetric representation. 31, 45, 47, 49, 51

CB The Coulomb Branch (CB) of a N = 2 SCFT is a branch of the moduli space where only the u(1)_r component of the theory’s R-symmetry is spontaneously broken. 4

CCRG a crystallographic (point) complex reflection group is a finite group which is generated by complex reflections and which acts on a lattice. 74

central charge formulae the formulae (3.6a)-(3.6c) which allow to compute the a, c and k_f central charges of an arbitrary SCFT from CB stratification data. 15, 26, 38, 39, 41, 49, 51, 52, 53, 55, 58, 63, 65

ECB The Enhanced Coulomb Branch (ECB) is a branch of the moduli space where the SCFT T is Higgsed to a theory of the same rank. 4

elementary slice The transverse slice among two adjacent symplectic leaves. Elementary slices represent the individual transition depicted in the Hasse diagram and correspond to minimal higgsings. 17, 18, 19, 36, 49, 50, 52, 53, 63

F hypermultiplet in the fundamental representation. 8, 9, 21, 31, 32, 33, 45, 47, 49, 51, 52, 56, 59, 60, 65, 67, 68, 76, 81

gHW We conjecture that these are the Higgsings which are realized on the CB as highest weight Higgsings. A generalized highest weight Higgsing is a Higgsing which respects (3.11).. 18

Hasse diagram A Hasse diagram is a graphical depiction of a partially ordered set (poset). A point is drawn for each element of the poset, and line segments are drawn between these points according to the following two rules:

1. If x < y in the poset, then the point corresponding to x appears lower in the drawing than the point corresponding to y.

2. The line segment between the points corresponding to any two elements x and y of the poset is included in the drawing iff x covers y or y covers x.

. 12, 17, 19, 20, 24, 32, 33, 34, 35, 36, 38, 39, 40, 42, 46, 47, 48, 49, 50, 52, 53, 54, 55, 56, 58, 60, 61, 62, 64, 65, 67, 68, 69, 70, 71, 72, 73, 74, 75, 76, 78, 79, 80

– 90 –

HB The Higgs Branch (HB) of a N = 2 SCFT is a branch of the moduli space where

only the su(2)_R component of the theory’s R-symmetry is spontaneously broken. 4 Higgsable CB parameter A CB parameter u_i is higgsable if it can support a nontrivial (either IR-free or SCFT) rank-1 theory T_{ui} giving rise to an unknotted stratum u_i = 0 of the CB stratification. 14, 24, 25, 28, 29, 40, 47, 52, 53, 57, 58, 60, 63, 66, 71, 72, 91, 92

knotted stratum The scaling action on the CB imposes that the singular locus S has

to be closed under it. This in turn tremendously constraints the type of complex co-dimension one singularity which can appear at rank-2. A knotted stratum is one such connected complex co-dimension one stratum which algebraically can be written as u^p + v^q = 0. Where p, q ∈ Z are completely fixed by scaling invariance (i.e.homogeneity of the polynomial) and gcd(p, q) = 1. Any interacting rank-2 SCFT must possess at least a knotted stratum. 13, 14, 16, 19, 20, 25, 29, 31, 32, 36, 37, 39, 41, 44, 47, 49, 55, 58, 59, 60, 61, 67, 75, 78

linear Symplectic leaves of a symplectic singularities (e.g. HBs of N = 2 SCFTs) form

a partially order set, were the ordering is given by the inclusion of their closures, and therefore can be represented by a Hasse diagram. When the symplectic leaves are instead totally ordered the corresponding Hasse diagram can be depicted as a straight line. In this case we call the HB a linear HB. 24, 26, 40, 43, 46, 47, 58, 60, 66

MB The Mixed Branch (MB) of a N = 2 SCFT is a branch of the moduli space where

the whole theory’s R-symmetry is spontaneously broken.. 11

S hypermultiplet in the symmetric representation. 56

scaling action C^∗ action defined on the moduli space of vacua, arising from the spontaneous breaking of the R^+ × u(1)^∗ symmetry, with u(1)^∗ = u(1)_r or the cartan of the su(2)_R depending on whether we are on the CB or the HB. 12, 13, 91, 92

totally higgsable An SCFT is totally higgsable if all its CB parameters are Higgsable CB parameter.Because of the UV-IR simple flavor condition, totally higgsable SCFTs have in general non-simple flavor factors and intricate HB Hasse diagrams. 27, 29, 30, 40, 41, 43, 46, 47, 49, 51, 52, 54, 57, 60, 63, 65, 72, 75

– 91 – unknotted stratum The scaling action on the CB imposes that the singular locus S has to be closed under it. This in turn tremendously constraints the type of complex co-dimension one singularity which can appear at rank-2. A unknotted stratum is one such connected complex co-dimension one stratum which algebraically can be written either as u = 0 or v = 0. Where u (v) must be a Higgsable CB parameter. For any interacting rank-2 SCFT there can be at most one such unknotted stratum for each Higgsable CB parameter. 13, 14, 16, 19, 21, 22, 23, 24, 36, 37, 40, 41, 44, 47, 51, 52, 54, 65, 71, 75

UV-IR simple flavor condition The UV-IR simple flavor condition [2], or F-condition for brevity, states that simple flavor factors f of SCFTs of arbitrary rank, are realized (with possible rank-preserving enhancement) as the flavor symmetries of (at least one) rank-1 theory T_i. 15, 24, 26, 37, 49, 89, 91

V hypermultiplet in the vector representation. 9, 31, 61, 62, 68, 76, 81

Symbols

T_i Rank-1 theory supported on a CB stratum of co-dimension 1. 15, 16, 92

b_i Contribution of a T_i to the central charge formulae. 16, 24, 29, 30, 42, 44, 60, 63, 67, 71

h Total quaternionic dimension of the ECB of the theory. 4, 5, 6, 11, 16, 24, 26, 27, 28, 30, 33, 40, 43, 44, 46, 47, 50, 54, 56, 58, 59, 60, 61, 64, 66, 67, 68, 71, 73, 75, 76 References

[1] P. C. Argyres and M. Martone, Towards a classification of rank r N = 2 SCFTs Part II: special Kahler stratification of the Coulomb branch, arXiv:2007.00012.

[2] M. Martone, Towards the classification of rank-r N = 2 SCFTs. Part I: twisted partition function and central charge formulae, arXiv:2006.16255.

[3] M. Martone and G. Zafrir, On the compactification of 5d theories to 4d, JHEP 08 (2021) 017, [arXiv:2106.00686].

[4] W. Nahm, Supersymmetries and their Representations, Nucl. Phys. B 135 (1978) 149.

[5] E. Witten, Some comments on string dynamics, in STRINGS 95: Future Perspectives in String Theory, pp. 501–523, 7, 1995. hep-th/9507121.

– 92 –

[6] A. Strominger, Open p-branes, Phys. Lett. B 383 (1996) 44–47, [hep-th/9512059]. [7] N. Seiberg, Nontrivial fixed points of the renormalization group in six-dimensions, Phys. Lett. B 390 (1997) 169–171, [hep-th/9609161].

[8] D. R. Morrison and N. Seiberg, Extremal transitions and five-dimensional supersymmetric field theories, Nucl. Phys. B483 (1997) 229–247, [hep-th/9609070].

[9] N. Seiberg, Five-dimensional SUSY field theories, nontrivial fixed points and string dynamics, Phys. Lett. B388 (1996) 753–760, [hep-th/9608111].

[10] M. R. Douglas, S. H. Katz, and C. Vafa, Small instantons, Del Pezzo surfaces and type I-prime theory, Nucl. Phys. B 497 (1997) 155–172, [hep-th/9609071].

[11] K. A. Intriligator, D. R. Morrison, and N. Seiberg, Five-dimensional supersymmetric gauge theories and degenerations of Calabi-Yau spaces, Nucl. Phys. B 497 (1997) 56–100, [hep-th/9702198].

[12] M. n. Henningson, Self-dual strings in six dimensions: Anomalies, the ADE-classification, and the world-sheet WZW-model, Commun. Math. Phys. 257 (2005) 291–302, [hep-th/0405056].

[13] J. J. Heckman, D. R. Morrison, and C. Vafa, On the Classification of 6D SCFTs and Generalized ADE Orbifolds, JHEP 05 (2014) 028, [arXiv:1312.5746]. [Erratum: JHEP 06, 017 (2015)].

[14] M. Del Zotto, J. J. Heckman, A. Tomasiello, and C. Vafa, 6d Conformal Matter, JHEP 02 (2015) 054, [arXiv:1407.6359].

[15] J. J. Heckman, D. R. Morrison, T. Rudelius, and C. Vafa, Atomic Classification of 6D SCFTs, Fortsch. Phys. 63 (2015) 468–530, [arXiv:1502.05405].

[16] L. Bhardwaj, Classification of 6d N = (1, 0) gauge theories, JHEP 11 (2015) 002, [arXiv:1502.06594].

[17] L. Bhardwaj, Revisiting the classifications of 6d SCFTs and LSTs, JHEP 03 (2020) 171, [arXiv:1903.10503].

[18] J. J. Heckman and T. Rudelius, Top Down Approach to 6D SCFTs, J. Phys. A 52 (2019), no. 9 093001, [arXiv:1805.06467].

[19] P. Jefferson, H.-C. Kim, C. Vafa, and G. Zafrir, Towards Classification of 5d SCFTs:

Single Gauge Node, arXiv:1705.05836.

[20] P. Jefferson, S. Katz, H.-C. Kim, and C. Vafa, On Geometric Classification of 5d SCFTs, JHEP 04 (2018) 103, [arXiv:1801.04036].

[21] F. Apruzzi, C. Lawrie, L. Lin, S. Schäfer-Nameki, and Y.-N. Wang, 5d Superconformal Field Theories and Graphs, Phys. Lett. B 800 (2020) 135077, [arXiv:1906.11820].

– 93 –

[22] L. Bhardwaj, P. Jefferson, H.-C. Kim, H.-C. Tarazi, and C. Vafa, Twisted Circle Compactifications of 6d SCFTs, JHEP 12 (2020) 151, [arXiv:1909.11666].

[23] F. Apruzzi, C. Lawrie, L. Lin, S. Schäfer-Nameki, and Y.-N. Wang, Fibers add Flavor, Part II: 5d SCFTs, Gauge Theories, and Dualities, JHEP 03 (2020) 052, [arXiv:1909.09128].

[24] F. Apruzzi, C. Lawrie, L. Lin, S. Schäfer-Nameki, and Y.-N. Wang, Fibers add Flavor, Part I: Classification of 5d SCFTs, Flavor Symmetries and BPS States, JHEP 11 (2019) 068, [arXiv:1907.05404].

[25] L. Bhardwaj, On the classification of 5d SCFTs, JHEP 09 (2020) 007, [arXiv:1909.09635].

[26] C. Closset, S. Schafer-Nameki, and Y.-N. Wang, Coulomb and Higgs Branches from Canonical Singularities: Part 0, arXiv:2007.15600.

[27] D. Gaiotto, N=2 dualities, JHEP 1208 (2012) 034, [arXiv:0904.2715]. [28] D. Gaiotto, G. W. Moore, and A. Neitzke, Wall-crossing, Hitchin Systems, and the WKB Approximation, arXiv:0907.3987.

[29] O. Chacaltana, J. Distler, and A. Trimm, Tinkertoys for the E_6 theory, JHEP 09 (2015) 007, [arXiv:1403.4604].

[30] S. Giacomelli, RG flows with supersymmetry enhancement and geometric engineering, JHEP 06 (2018) 156, [arXiv:1710.06469].

[31] O. Chacaltana and J. Distler, Tinkertoys for the D_N series, JHEP 02 (2013) 110, [arXiv:1106.5410].

[32] O. Chacaltana and J. Distler, Tinkertoys for Gaiotto Duality, JHEP 11 (2010) 099, [arXiv:1008.5203].

[33] S. Cecotti, M. Del Zotto, and S. Giacomelli, More on the N=2 superconformal systems of type D_p(G), JHEP 04 (2013) 153, [arXiv:1303.3149].

[34] O. Chacaltana, J. Distler, and A. Trimm, Tinkertoys for the Twisted D-Series, JHEP 04 (2015) 173, [arXiv:1309.2299].

[35] S. Giacomelli, C. Meneghelli, and W. Peelaers, New N=2 superconformal field theories from S-folds, arXiv:2007.00647.

[36] O. Chacaltana, J. Distler, and Y. Tachikawa, Gaiotto duality for the twisted A_{2N?1} series, JHEP 05 (2015) 075, [arXiv:1212.3952].

[37] Y. Wang and D. Xie, Codimension-two defects and Argyres-Douglas theories from outer-automorphism twist in 6d (2, 0) theories, Phys. Rev. D 100 (2019), no. 2 025001, [arXiv:1805.08839].

– 94 –

[38] G. Zafrir, Compactifications of 5d SCFTs with a twist, JHEP 01 (2017) 097, [arXiv:1605.08337].

[39] O. Chacaltana, J. Distler, and A. Trimm, Tinkertoys for the Twisted E_6 Theory,

arXiv:1501.00357.

[40] K. Ohmori, Y. Tachikawa, and G. Zafrir, Compactifications of 6d N = (1, 0) SCFTs with non-trivial Stiefel-Whitney classes, JHEP 04 (2019) 006, [arXiv:1812.04637].

[41] O. Chacaltana, J. Distler, and A. Trimm, A Family of 4D N = 2 Interacting SCFTs from the Twisted A_{2N} Series, arXiv:1412.8129.

[42] O. Chacaltana, J. Distler, A. Trimm, and Y. Zhu, Tinkertoys for the E_7 Theory, JHEP 05 (2018) 031, [arXiv:1704.07890].

[43] J. Kaidi and M. Martone, New rank-2 Argyres-Douglas theory, Phys. Rev. D 104 (2021), no. 8 085004, [arXiv:2104.13929].

[44] F. Apruzzi, S. Giacomelli, and S. Schäfer-Nameki, 4d N = 2 S-folds,

arXiv:2001.00533.

[45] S. Giacomelli, M. Martone, Y. Tachikawa, and G. Zafrir, More on N = 2 S-folds,

arXiv:2010.03943.

[46] O. Aharony and Y. Tachikawa, S-folds and 4d N=3 superconformal field theories, JHEP 06 (2016) 044, [arXiv:1602.08638].

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

arXiv:1601.02077.

[48] P. Argyres, M. Lotito, Y. Lü, and M. Martone, Geometric constraints on the space of N = 2 SCFTs. Part III: enhanced Coulomb branches and central charges, JHEP 02 (2018) 003, [arXiv:1609.04404].

[49] P. Argyres, M. Lotito, Y. Lü, and M. Martone, Geometric constraints on the space of N = 2 SCFTs. Part I: physical constraints on relevant deformations, JHEP 02 (2018) 001, [arXiv:1505.04814].

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

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

[52] 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]. [Erratum: Nucl. Phys.B430,485(1994)].

[53] N. Seiberg, Electric - magnetic duality in supersymmetric nonAbelian gauge theories, Nucl. Phys. B435 (1995) 129–146, [hep-th/9411149].

– 95 –

[54] R. Donagi and E. Witten, Supersymmetric Yang-Mills theory and integrable systems, Nucl. Phys. B460 (1996) 299–334, [hep-th/9510101].

[55] C. Beem, M. Lemos, P. Liendo, W. Peelaers, L. Rastelli, and B. C. van Rees, Infinite Chiral Symmetry in Four Dimensions, Commun. Math. Phys. 336 (2015), no. 3 1359–1433, [arXiv:1312.5344].

[56] P. Argyres and M. Martone, Construction and classification of Coulomb branch geometries, arXiv:2003.04954.

[57] P. C. Argyres, M. Lotito, Y. Lü, and M. Martone, Geometric constraints on the space of N = 2 SCFTs. Part II: construction of special Kahler geometries and RG flows, JHEP 02 (2018) 002, [arXiv:1601.00011].

[58] 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].

[59] J. J. Heckman, C. Lawrie, T. B. Rochais, H. Y. Zhang, and G. Zoccarato, S-folds, String Junctions, and 4D N = 2 SCFTs, arXiv:2009.10090.

[60] K. Kodaira, On the structure of compact complex analytic surfaces. I., Am. J. Math.

86 (1964) 751–798.

[61] K. Kodaira, On the structure of compact complex analytic surfaces. II, III., Am. J.

Math. 88 (1966) 682–721.

[62] A. P. Ogg, On pencils of curves of genus two, Topology 5 (1965) 355–362. [63] Y. Namikawa and K. Ueno, The complete classification of fibres in pencils of curves of genus two, Manu. Math. 9 (1973) 143.

[64] D. S. Freed, Special Kahler manifolds, Commun. Math. Phys. 203 (1999) 31–52, [hep-th/9712042].

[65] P. C. Argyres, M. Crescimanno, A. D. Shapere, and J. R. Wittig, Classification of N=2 superconformal field theories with two-dimensional Coulomb branches,

hep-th/0504070.

[66] P. C. Argyres and J. R. Wittig, Classification of N=2 superconformal field theories with two-dimensional Coulomb branches. II., hep-th/0510226.

[67] P. C. Argyres and M. Martone to appear.

[68] P. C. Argyres, C. Long, and M. Martone, The Singularity Structure of Scale-Invariant Rank-2 Coulomb Branches, JHEP 05 (2018) 086, [arXiv:1801.01122].

[69] M. Caorsi and S. Cecotti, Geometric classification of 4d N = 2 SCFTs, JHEP 07 (2018) 138, [arXiv:1801.04542].

[70] P. C. Argyres and M. Martone, Scaling dimensions of Coulomb branch operators of 4d N=2 superconformal field theories, arXiv:1801.06554.

– 96 –

[71] O. Chacaltana, J. Distler, and Y. Tachikawa, Nilpotent orbits and codimension-two defects of 6d N=(2,0) theories, Int. J. Mod. Phys. A 28 (2013) 1340006, [arXiv:1203.2930].

[72] O. Chacaltana, J. Distler, A. Trimm, and Y. Zhu, Tinkertoys for the E_8 Theory,

arXiv:1802.09626.

[73] P. C. Argyres, A. Bourget, and M. Martone, Classification of all N ≥ 3 moduli space orbifold geometries at rank 2, arXiv:1904.10969.

[74] 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].

[75] N. J. Hitchin, A. Karlhede, U. Lindstrom, and M. Rocek, Hyperkahler Metrics and Supersymmetry, Commun. Math. Phys. 108 (1987) 535.

[76] C. Cordova, T. T. Dumitrescu, and K. Intriligator, Multiplets of Superconformal Symmetry in Diverse Dimensions, arXiv:1612.00809.

[77] J. F. Grimminger and A. Hanany, Hasse Diagrams for 3d N = 4 Quiver Gauge Theories – Inversion and the full Moduli Space, arXiv:2004.01675.

[78] L. Alvarez-Gaume and S. F. Hassan, Introduction to S duality in N=2 supersymmetric gauge theories: A Pedagogical review of the work of Seiberg and Witten, Fortsch. Phys. 45 (1997) 159–236, [hep-th/9701069].

[79] W. Lerche, Introduction to Seiberg-Witten theory and its stringy origin, Nucl. Phys.

Proc. Suppl. 55B (1997) 83–117, [hep-th/9611190]. [Nucl. Phys. Proc. Suppl.55,83(1997)].

[80] P. C. Argyres, “Non-Perturbative Dynamics of Four-Dimensional Supersymmetric Field Theories.”

https://homepages.uc.edu/~argyrepc/cu661-σgr-σSUSY/fgilec.pdf, 1998.

[81] M. Martone, The constraining power of Coulomb Branch Geometry: lectures on Seiberg-Witten theory, in Young Researchers Integrability School and Workshop 2020: A modern primer for superconformal field theories, 6, 2020. arXiv:2006.14038.

[82] 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].

[83] A. Bourget, A. Pini, and D. Rodríguez-Gómez, The Importance of Being Disconnected, A Principal Extension for Serious Groups, arXiv:1804.01108.

[84] P. C. Argyres and M. Martone, Coulomb branches with complex singularities, JHEP 06 (2018) 045, [arXiv:1804.03152].

– 97 –

[85] A. D. Shapere and Y. Tachikawa, Central charges of N=2 superconformal field theories in four dimensions, JHEP 09 (2008) 109, [arXiv:0804.1957].

[86] A. Bourget, S. Cabrera, J. F. Grimminger, A. Hanany, M. Sperling, A. Zajac, and Z. Zhong, The Higgs mechanism — Hasse diagrams for symplectic singularities, JHEP 01 (2020) 157, [arXiv:1908.04245].

[87] A. Beauville, Symplectic singularities, arXiv preprint math/9903070 (1999). [88] E. Brieskorn, Singular elements of semi-simple algebraic groups, in Actes du Congres International des Mathématiciens (Nice, 1970), vol. 2, pp. 279–284, 1970.

[89] P. Slodowy, Simple singularities, in Simple Singularities and Simple Algebraic Groups, pp. 70–102. Springer, 1980.

[90] A. Beauville, Symplectic singularities, Invent. Math. 139 (2000), no. 3 541–549, [math/9903070].

[91] D. Kaledin, Symplectic singularities from the poisson point of view, Journal für die reine und angewandte Mathematik (Crelles Journal) 2006 (2006), no. 600 135–156.

[92] P. Slodowy, Simple singularities, in Simple Singularities and Simple Algebraic Groups, pp. 70–102. Springer, 1980.

[93] H. Kraft and C. Procesi, Minimal singularities in GL_n, Inventiones mathematicae 62 (1980), no. 3 503–515.

[94] H. Kraft and C. Procesi, On the geometry of conjugacy classes in classical groups, Commentarii Mathematici Helvetici 57 (1982), no. 1 539–602.

[95] A. Bourget, J. F. Grimminger, A. Hanany, M. Sperling, and Z. Zhong to appear. [96] C. Beem, M. Martone, C. Meneghelli, W. Peelears, and L. Rastelli, A bottom up approach for N = 2 SCFTs: rank-1, to appear, .

[97] C. Beem, C. Meneghelli, and L. Rastelli, Free Field Realizations from the Higgs Branch, JHEP 09 (2019) 058, [arXiv:1903.07624].

[98] C. Beem, C. Meneghelli, W. Peelaers, and L. Rastelli, VOAs and rank-two instanton SCFTs, arXiv:1907.08629.

[99] T. Banks, M. R. Douglas, and N. Seiberg, Probing F theory with branes, Phys. Lett. B 387 (1996) 278–281, [hep-th/9605199].

[100] M. R. Douglas, D. A. Lowe, and J. H. Schwarz, Probing F theory with multiple branes, Phys. Lett. B 394 (1997) 297–301, [hep-th/9612062].

[101] A. Sen, F theory and orientifolds, Nucl. Phys. B 475 (1996) 562–578, [hep-th/9605150].

[102] K. Dasgupta and S. Mukhi, F theory at constant coupling, Phys. Lett. B 385 (1996) 125–131, [hep-th/9606044].

– 98 –

[103] 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].

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

[105] S. Cecotti and M. Del Zotto, Infinitely many N=2 SCFT with ADE flavor symmetry, JHEP 01 (2013) 191, [arXiv:1210.2886].

[106] P. C. Argyres and A. D. Shapere, The Vacuum structure of N=2 superQCD with classical gauge groups, Nucl. Phys. B461 (1996) 437–459, [hep-th/9509175].

[107] T. Eguchi, K. Hori, K. Ito, and S.-K. Yang, Study of N=2 superconformal field theories in four-dimensions, Nucl. Phys. B 471 (1996) 430–444, [hep-th/9603002].

[108] C. Beem and W. Peelaers, Argyres-Douglas Theories in Class S Without Irregularity,

arXiv:2005.12282.

[109] D. Xie, W. Yan, and S.-T. Yau, Chiral algebra of Argyres-Douglas theory from M5 brane, arXiv:1604.02155.

[110] C. Beem and L. Rastelli, Vertex operator algebras, Higgs branches, and modular differential equations, JHEP 08 (2018) 114, [arXiv:1707.07679].

[111] T. Eguchi and K. Hori, N=2 superconformal field theories in four-dimensions and A-D-E classification, in Conference on the Mathematical Beauty of Physics (In Memory of C. Itzykson), pp. 67–82, 7, 1996. hep-th/9607125.

[112] S. Cecotti, A. Neitzke, and C. Vafa, R-Twisting and 4d/2d Correspondences,

arXiv:1006.3435.

[113] D. Xie, General Argyres-Douglas Theory, JHEP 01 (2013) 100, [arXiv:1204.2270]. [114] C. Cordova and S.-H. Shao, Schur Indices, BPS Particles, and Argyres-Douglas Theories, JHEP 01 (2016) 040, [arXiv:1506.00265].

[115] A. Bourget, J. F. Grimminger, M. Martone, and G. Zafrir, Magnetic quivers for rank 2 theories, arXiv:2110.11365.

[116] V. G. Kac, Infinite Dimensional Lie Algebras. Cambridge University Press, 1994. [117] Y. Tachikawa, On S-Duality of 5D Super Yang-Mills on S^1, JHEP 1111 (2011) 123, [arXiv:1110.0531].

[118] A. Malkin, V. Ostrik, and Vybornovi, The minimal degeneration singularities in the affine Grassmanians, math/0305095.

[119] D. Juteau, Modular representations of the reductive groups and geometry of affine Grassmanians, arXiv:0804.2041.

[120] J. R. Stembridge, The Partial Order of Dominant Weights, Advances in Mathematics 136 (1998) 340–364.

– 99 –

[121] K. Landsteiner, E. Lopez, and D. A. Lowe, Supersymmetric gauge theories from branes and orientifold six planes, JHEP 07 (1998) 011, [hep-th/9805158].

[122] N. Yamatsu, Finite-Dimensional Lie Algebras and Their Representations for Unified Model Building, arXiv:1511.08771.

[123] A. Bourget, J. F. Grimminger, A. Hanany, M. Sperling, G. Zafrir, and Z. Zhong, Magnetic quivers for rank 1 theories, JHEP 09 (2020) 189, [arXiv:2006.16994].

[124] S. Cabrera and A. Hanany, Quiver Subtractions, JHEP 09 (2018) 008, [arXiv:1803.11205].

[125] 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].

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

[127] A. Bourget, S. Giacomelli, J. F. Grimminger, A. Hanany, M. Sperling, and Z. Zhong, S-fold magnetic quivers, arXiv:2010.05889.

[128] Y. Kimura, Four-dimensional N = 1 theories, S-fold constraints on T-branes, and behaviors in IR and UV, arXiv:2011.04460.

[129] N. Seiberg, Notes on theories with 16 supercharges, Nucl. Phys. Proc. Suppl. 67 (1998) 158–171, [hep-th/9705117]. [,158(1997)].

[130] O. Aharony and M. Evtikhiev, On four dimensional N = 3 superconformal theories, JHEP 04 (2016) 040, [arXiv:1512.03524].

[131] C. Cordova, T. T. Dumitrescu, and K. Intriligator, Deformations of Superconformal Theories, JHEP 11 (2016) 135, [arXiv:1602.01217].

[132] P. C. Argyres, A. Bourget, and M. Martone, On the moduli spaces of 4d N = 3 SCFTs I: triple special Kähler structure, arXiv:1912.04926.

[133] V. L. Popov, Discrete Complex Reflection Groups. Communications of the Mathematical Institute. Rijksuniversiteit Utrecht, Mathematical Institute, 1982.

[134] G. I. Lehrer and D. Taylor, Unitary Reflection Groups. Australian Mathematical Society Lecture Series 20. Cambridge University Press, 2009.

[135] O. Aharony, N. Seiberg, and Y. Tachikawa, Reading between the lines of four-dimensional gauge theories, JHEP 08 (2013) 115, [arXiv:1305.0318].

[136] T. Arakawa, Associated varieties of modules over Kac-Moody algebras and C(2)-cofiniteness of W-algebras, arXiv:1004.1554.

[137] M. Dedushenko, From VOAs to short star products in SCFT, arXiv:1911.05741. [138] T. Arakawa, Rationality of W-algebras: principal nilpotent cases, Annals of Mathematics (2015) 565-604, [arXiv:1211.7124].

– 100 –

[139] Y. Tachikawa, On ’categories’ of quantum field theories, in Proceedings, International Congress of Mathematicians (ICM 2018): Rio de Janeiro, Brazil, August 1-9, 2018, pp. 2695–2718, 2018. arXiv:1712.09456.

– 101 –