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Abstract: We study 2d N = (0, 2) and N = (0, 4) theories derived from compactifying
class S theories on S2 with a topological twist. We present concise expressions for the el-
liptic genera of both classes of theories, revealing the TQFT structure on Riemann surfaces
Cg,n. Furthermore, our study highlights the relationship between the left-moving sector of
the (0,2) theory and the chiral algebra of the 4d N = 2 theory. Notably, we propose that
the (0,2) elliptic genus of a theory of this class can be expressed as a linear combination of
characters of the corresponding chiral algebra.
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1 Introduction

The study of quantum field theory (QFT) and string theory over the years has continually
revealed deeper structures and interconnected webs of relationships. At the heart of this
intricate web lies the 6d N = (2, 0) superconformal field theory (SCFT), which describes
the low-energy dynamics on the worldvolume of M5-branes in M-theory. The 6d N =
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(2, 0) SCFT stands out due to its maximal supersymmetry and the highest spacetime
dimension that hosts a superconformal algebra. While directly handling the dynamics of
6d N = (2, 0) SCFT is challenging due to the lack of a Lagrangian description, it serves as
a central hub from which a plethora of lower-dimensional theories can be derived through
compactifications on various manifolds. When M5-branes wrap a certain manifold M

with a suitable topological twist, it effectively gives rise to a lower-dimensional QFT T [M ]
associated to the manifold, leading to a rich interplay between geometry and QFT. Starting
from Gaiotto’s construction [1], subsequent development along this direction elucidated
how various QFTs can be geometrically engineered from M5-branes, revealing a profound
geometric structure underlying the space of QFTs.

A large family of 4d N = 2 SCFTs T [C] is constructed in [1] by considering M5-branes
wrapping Riemann surfaces C with punctures. These theories are collectively known as
theories of class S. The complex moduli of the surfaces encode the gauge couplings of
the SCFTs, and the punctures on the Riemann surface prescribing boundary conditions
for the M5-brane determine the flavor symmetry and operator spectrum in the SCFTs.
The class S construction furthers our understanding of M5-branes by offering a concrete,
lower-dimensional perspective on the dynamics of M5-branes, and at the same time offers
a geometric viewpoint on the resulting 4d N = 2 theories.

Exact supersymmetric partition functions play an essential role in enhancing this geo-
metric viewpoint. In particular, superconformal indices stand out as simple, yet powerful
observables that count BPS states (states that preserve a portion of supersymmetry). Since
they are invariant under exactly marginal deformations, they encode crucial information
about the Hilbert space even in the strong coupling regime. A series of outstanding works
[2–6] unveiled a topological quantum field theory (TQFT) structure underlying the su-
perconformal indices of T [C] by identifying the indices with correlation functions on the
Riemann surfaces C. The TQFT description maps various physical manipulations on the
4d theory T [C], such as gauging, Higgsing and insertion of non-local operators, to geomet-
rical operations and objects on the corresponding Riemann surface C. In this geometric
viewpoint, theories of class S and its indices can be built by gluing simple building blocks,
and generalized S-duality becomes apparent.

A remarkable development in the study of 4d N = 2 SCFTs is the deep connection
to 2d chiral algebra/vertex operator algebra (VOA) [7–10], referred to as an SCFT/VOA
correspondence. In [7], it is shown that any 4d N = 2 SCFT T 4d contains a protected
subsector consisting of so-called Schur operators restricted on a two-dimensional plane,
which furnishes a 2d chiral algebra χ(T 4d). Two notable examples of Schur operators are
the SU(2)R current and the flavor moment map operators, which represent the stress-energy
tensor and Kac-Moody generators in χ(T 4d). Through the correspondence, rich 4d physics
is reincarnated in 2d context, inspiring deeper understanding and new construction of chiral
algebras. In turn, by leveraging the rigidity of chiral algebras, we gain novel perspectives
on 4d SCFTs [11–21]. In particular, the Schur index, which is a special limit of 4d N = 2
superconformal index, gets mapped to the vacuum character of χ(T 4d). As discussed in
[15], the fact that the stress-energy tensor in χ(T 4d) is not a Higgs branch operator implies
the existence of a certain null state (or descendant of null) in the Verma module of χ(T 4d).
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Through Zhu’s recursion formula [22, 23], such a state translates to a modular differential
equation that the Schur index should solve. In fact, additional null states may exist which
lead to a set of flavored modular differential equations that all module characters of χ(T 4d)
must satisfy [24, 25], putting stringent constraints on both the chiral algebra and the 4d
physics.

In this paper, we push forward this research direction by further compactifying class S
theories on S2 with a topological twist. The 4d N = 2 SCFTs have an inherent SU(2)R ×
U(1)r R-symmetry. A topological twist on S2 using U(1)R × U(1)r results in 2d N = (0, 2)
theories [26, 27]. On the other hand, a twist with U(1)r gives rise to 2d N = (0, 4)
theories [28]. In this work, we provide remarkably simple closed-form expressions of the
(0,2) theories analogous to Lagrangian class S theories, and those of the (0,4) theories of
all class S theories of type A with genus g > 0. Schematically, the elliptic genera for both
classes take the form

I2d
g,n = Hg−1

n∏
i=1

Iλi
(bi) . (1.1)

Here, H denotes the contribution from a handle on a Riemann surface Cg,n, and Iλi
rep-

resents the contribution from the i-th puncture. Surprisingly, each of these contributions,
both H and Iλi

, can be expressed as a product of theta functions. This structure, as we
will demonstrate, naturally unveils the explicit TQFT construction of elliptic genera on
Riemann surfaces Cg,n for both classes of 2d theories.

Moreover, in the infrared, the left-moving sector of a (0,2) theory from compactifying
T 4d exhibits a connection to the associated chiral algebra χ(T 4d). Concretely, we propose
that the (0,2) elliptic genus is a linear combination of characters of the chiral algebra
χ(T 4d), which can be verified using flavored modular linear differential equations. This
relation suggests that the (0, 2) theory is endowed with the VOA χ(T 4d) as the infrared
symmetry. Techniques for studying VOAs can be applied to gain insights into the Hilbert
space and correlation functions of 2d N = (0, 2) theories at the infrared fixed point.

This paper is structured as follows. In §2, we explore 2d N = (0, 2) quiver gauge
theory analogous to Lagrangian class S theories. Our primary objective is to unveil the
duality between these theories and Landau-Ginzburg (LG) models while also exploring their
connection to VOAs. In §2.1, the focus is on establishing the relation between 2d (0, 2)
theories and 4d N = 2 SCFTs. We consider a twisted compactification of 4d N = 2 SCFTs
on S2, which leads to 2d (0,2) quiver gauge theories. We further discuss the connection
between the 4d N = 2 Schur index and the (0,2) elliptic genera. Additionally, we put
forth a conjecture that the (0,2) elliptic genus can be expressed as a linear combination
of characters of the corresponding chiral algebra. In §2.2, we examine 2D (0,2) SU(2) ×
U(1) quiver gauge theories. Here, we investigate our proposal on a case-by-case basis,
demonstrating that these theories have LG duals. In specific cases, we identify the elliptic
genus as a linear combination of characters of the associated VOA. When explicit characters
are not available, we check that the elliptic genus solves the modular linear differential
equations that constrain the VOA characters. In the end, we demonstrate that the (0,2)
elliptic genera exhibit a TQFT structure on Riemann surfaces with a minimal number of
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U(1) gauge groups. In §2.3, we extend the computation to SU(N) × U(1) gauge theories.
Lastly, §2.4 collects a few remarks on non-Lagrangian theories, providing a perspective on
this particular area of study.

In §3, we study 2d N = (0, 4) theories from another twisted compactification of A-type
class S theories on S2. Since theories in this class generally lack Lagrangian descriptions,
we make use of the elliptic inversion formula to compute their elliptic genera in §3.2 and
§3.3. Given that such a (0, 4) theory is characterized by a Riemann surface with punctures
decorated by embedding SU(2) ↪→ SU(N), in §3.4, we propose a Higgsing procedure to
derive the contributions to the (0,4) elliptic genus from the puncture data. We will show
that the elliptic genera of all these theories can be reorganized as simple products of
theta functions, and they exhibit a TQFT structure under the cut-and-join operations
on Riemann surfaces. We end this section by commenting on future directions and open
problems.

Appendix A consolidates the notations and conventions, and introduces definitions of
special functions and modular forms used throughout this paper. In Appendix B, we revisit
the definitions of Jeffrey-Kirwan (JK) residues, given their intricate nature and frequent
reference in this paper. For readers interested in in-depth calculations, Appendix C offers
detailed JK residue computations for (0,2) elliptic genera while Appendix D provides those
for (0,4) elliptic genera.

2 N = (0, 2) gauge/Landau-Ginzburg duality and VOAs

In this section, we study 2d N = (0, 2) quiver gauge theories analogous to 4d N = 2 theories
of class S [1] with Lagrangian descriptions. We construct these (0,2) quiver gauge theories
by gauging a basic building block consisting (0,2) chiral multiplets corresponding to a sphere
with two maximal punctures and one minimal puncture. This family of 2d N = (0, 2)
theories includes a class of theories obtained a particular twisted compactification on S2,
called [26, Schur-like reductions], of class S theories with Lagrangian descriptions. For this
subclass, we study the relation between the elliptic genus of a (0,2) theory and characters of
the chiral algebra of the corresponding class S theory. Additionally, we demonstrate that,
under certain conditions, the (0,2) quiver gauge theories are dual to Landau-Ginzburg
models.

2.1 Relation between 2d (0,2) theories and 4d N = 2 SCFTs

2.1.1 4d N = 2 SCFT and Schur index

A 4d N = 2 superconformal theory has the symmetry algebra SU(2, 2|2) is generated by
supercharges (QI

α, Q̃
I
α̇), their superconformal partners (Sα

I , S̃
α̇
I ) and other bosonic symmetry

generators. The 4d N = 2 superconformal index counts the 1/8-BPS states that are
annihilated by one supercharge and its conformal partner, say Q̃1

−̇ and S̃−̇
1 . In other words,

it provides a measure of the Q̃1
−̇-cohomology, which consists of states that saturate the
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bound∗

δ̃1−̇ := {S̃−̇
1 , Q̃

1
−̇} = E − 2j2 − 2R+ r .

Here, we use the Cartan generators (E, j1, j2, R, r) of SU(2, 2|2). Note that j1,2 represents
the angular momentum of SO(4) ≃ SU(2)1 × SU(2)2, and (R, r) are quantum numbers
associated with the N = 2 superconformal R-symmetry SU(2)R × U(1)r. We refer to
Table 1 for charges of supercharges under these symmetry groups. Then, the 4d N = 2
superconformal index, denoted as I4d(p, q, t), is defined as follows:

I4d(p, q, t) = Tr(−1)F e−β δ̃1−̇ p−j1+j2−r qj1+j2−r tR+r
∏
a

zfa
a , (2.1)

The variables za correspond to flavor fugacities, and fa represents flavor charges. Evaluat-
ing the 4d N = 2 superconformal index can be done using single-letter indices [2–5].

The contribution of the half-hypermultiplet with representation λ to the multi-particle
index yields the elliptic gamma function (A.4), given by

I4d
1
2 H

(z; p, q, t) =
∏
w∈λ

∞∏
i,j=0

1 − z−wpi+1qj+1/
√
t

1 − zw
√
tpiqj

=
∏
w∈λ

Γ(zw
√
t) , (2.2)

where w runs over the weights of the representation λ. The 4d N = 2 vector multiplet
contributes as follows:

I4d
vec(z; p, q, t) =

κrkGΓ(pq
t )rkG

|WG|
∏

α∈∆

Γ(zα pq
t )

Γ (zα) , κ = (p; p)(q; q) (2.3)

where ∆ represents the set of roots associated with the gauge group G, and |WG| is the
order of the Weyl group of G. Then, the 4d N = 2 superconformal index of a quiver gauge
theory can be schematically expressed as the contour integral

I4d(a; q) =
∮

|z|=1

∏
gauge

dz

2πizI4d
vec(z; p, q, t)

∏
matter

I4d
1
2 H

(z; p, q, t) . (2.4)

The 4d N = 2 superconformal index has various specializations [4, 5]. Among them,
the Schur index can be obtained at the specialization of t = q, and it counts 1/4 BPS
operators consisting of Higgs branch operators annihilated by (Q1

−, S
−
1 ) and (Q̃1

−̇, S̃
−̇
1 ). In

the Schur limit, the hypermultiplet contribution is reduced to

I4d
H = Γ(z±√

t) := Γ(z
√
t)Γ(z−1√

t) t→q−−→ ISchur
H = η(q)

ϑ4(z) (2.5)

where η(q) is the Dedekind eta function (A.6), and the vector multiplet contribution is
reduced to

I4d
vec =

κrkGΓ(pq
t )rkG

|WG|
∏

α∈∆

Γ
(
zα pq

t

)
Γ (zα)

t→q−−→ ISchur
vec = η(q)2 rkG

|WG|
∏

α∈∆
i
ϑ1(zα)
η(q) . (2.6)

∗Compared with the notation in [7], the supercharges Q1
−, Q̃1

−̇ in this paper are identified with Q1
−, Q̃2−̇

there.
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Leveraging the state/operator correspondence, a Schur state can be obtained from
a Schur operator O(0) applied to the vacuum. The Schur operator at the origin (anti-
)commutes with the set of the four supercharges. While shifting the operator from this
point generally disrupts the BPS condition, one can change the position of the operator
across the R2

34 = Cz,z̄ plane using the twisted translation proposed in [7]:

O(z, z̄) := e−zL−1−z̄L̂−1O(0)e+zL−1+z̄L̂−1a

where
L−1 = P++, L̂−1 = P−− +R2

1.

The twisted translated Schur operator O(z, z̄) is also annihilated by the two supercharges

Q1 := Q1
− + S̃−̇

1 , Q2 := Q̃1
−̇ − S−

1 . (2.7)

Moreover, the z̄-dependence of O(z, z̄) turns out to be Q1,2-exact. Consequently, at the
level of Q1,2-cohomology, the cohomology class O(z) := [O(z, z̄)] depends on the location
holomorphically in z. Furthermore, the OPE coefficients of these Schur operators (as coho-
mology classes) are also holomorphic, forming a 2d vertex operator algebra (VOA)/chiral
algebra on the plane Cz,z̄ as discussed in [7].

The space of Schur operators defines the space of states of the associated VOA, and
thus the Schur limit of the superconformal index, which counts the Schur operators with
signs, equals the vacuum character of the associated VOA. The associated chiral algebra
and the vacuum character are interesting and powerful invariants of 4d N = 2 SCFTs,
which capture various aspects of four-dimensional physics. Non-perturbative dynamics in
four dimensions can be probed by surface defects [29]. To study the relation of the chiral
algebra, one can introduce half-BPS surface operators in T preserving the same nilpotent
supercharges Q1,2 where the support of the surface defect transversely intersecting with
the chiral algebra plane Cz,z̄ at the origin. From the perspective of the chiral algebra,
a such surface defect introduces a non-trivial boundary condition at the origin, and the
defect operators are acted on by the Schur operators in the 2d bulk through bulk-defect
OPE. Therefore, it is believed that such surface defects introduce non-vacuum modules of
the associated chiral algebra.

Similar to the original Schur index, one can count defect operators in the Q1,2 co-
homology to obtain the defect Schur index. In general, it is difficult to compute graded
dimensions of such operators from the first principle. However, a superconformal index in
the presence of a surface defect can be evaluated with suitable manipulations [30, 31]. A
notable example of the manipulations involves vortex defects, which can be derived using
the Higgsing procedure on a 4d N = 2 SCFT [30]. The vortex defect index can be com-
puted by an appropriate residue computation on the superconformal index of the theory
T UV. For example, a vortex defect with vorticity k in an A1-type class S theory T2[Cg,n]
can be computed by (up to some factors q)

Idef
g,n(b1, . . . , bn) = Res

bn+1→q
k+1

2

η(τ)2

bn+1
Ig,n+1(b1, . . . , bn+1) . (2.8)
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Here bi denote the SU(2) flavor fugacities that are manifest in the class S construction.
In particular, the techniques to evaluate the Schur index with a surface defect have

been developed to study the relation to the chiral algebra [24, 32, 33]. The original Schur
index of T can be viewed as a supersymmetric partition function on S3

φ,χ,θ × S1
t (with

suitable background fields turned on)†, and it localizes to a multivariate contour integral
of an elliptic integrand Z(ai), where the integration variables ai capture the holonomy of
the dynamical gauge field along the temporal S1 [34, 35]. To define a surface defect, one
can also specify a BPS singular boundary condition of the gauge fields at the defect plane
R2 ⊂ R4, or equivalently, at a particular T 2 in S3 × S1. Such a singular background shifts
the corresponding integration variables ai → ai + λiτ where the λi reflect the singular
boundary condition. As the values of λi vary, the shifted integration variables eventually
cross the integral contour. Consequently, the Schur index with a surface defect is given
by integration around a different contour, instead of the unit-circle integral like (2.4). The
resulting defect Schur index is expected to be a linear combination of non-trivial characters
of the associated chiral algebra.

2.1.2 2d (0,2) theory and elliptic genus

2d N = (0, 2) supersymmetric field theories have attracted considerable attention due to
their importance in theoretical physics and mathematical physics. In a 2d N = (0, 2)
gauge theory, the matter content generically consists of chiral multiplets, Fermi multiplets
and vector multiplets. A chiral multiplet (ψ+, ϕ) contains a complex scalar field and a
right-moving Weyl fermion ψ+ while a vector multiplet (Aµ, λ−) contains a gauge field Aµ

and gauginos λ−, λ−. A Fermi multiplet (ψ−, E(ϕ)) consists of a left-moving Weyl fermion
(ψ−) and an E-term which is a holomorphic function of some chiral multiplets. For a
comprehensive explanation, we refer the reader to [36].

In the analysis of 2d supersymmetric theories, a fundamental tool is the elliptic genus
[37], which counts BPS states protected under RG flow. Conceptually, the elliptic genus
can be understood as a partition function defined on a torus with a complex structure
parameter τ , where fermions exhibit periodic boundary conditions along the temporal
circle. Moreover, the spatial circle allows for two distinct types of boundary conditions,
Ramond and Neveu-Schwarz (NS), both applicable to the left- and right-moving sectors.
For the sake of simplicity, we will focus on the Ramond-Ramond and NS-NS sectors,
referring to them as the Ramond and NS sectors, respectively.

In the context of N = (0, 2) gauge theory, the elliptic genus in the Ramond and NS
sectors can be defined respectively by

I(0,2)R(q, z) = TrR(−1)F qHLqHR
∏
a

zfa
a

I(0,2)NS(q, z) = TrNS(−1)F qHLq(HR− R
2 ) ∏

a

zfa
a (2.9)

where the left- and right-moving Hamiltonians are 2HL = H + iP and 2HR = H −
iP , respectively, in the Euclidean signature and R represents the U(1)R R-charge. In a

†Here the S3 is viewed as a T 2
φ,χ fibering over an interval [0, π/2]θ. The points with θ = 0 and θ = π/2

form two special tori.
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superconformal theory, these operators correspond to the zero-mode generators L0, L0,
and J0 of the superconformal algebra.

Due to supersymmetry, only right-moving ground states (HR = 0) contribute to the
elliptic genus in the Ramond sector, while right-moving chiral primary states (HR = R

2 )
in the right-moving sector contribute to the elliptic genus in the NS sector. Consequently,
the elliptic genus in both sector are holomorphic functions of q.

For N = (0, 2) theories described by a Lagrangian, the computation of the elliptic genus
depends on the specific details of the gauge theory and its matter content, as outlined in
[38, 39]. Let us consider the contributions from different types of multiplets:

Chiral Multiplet: The contribution of an N = (0, 2) chiral multiplet in a representation
λ of the gauge and flavor group is

I(0,2)R
chi (q, z) =

∏
w∈λ

i
η(q)
ϑ1(zw) , I(0,2)NS

chi (τ, u) =
∏
w∈λ

η(q)
ϑ4(q r−1

2 zw)
. (2.10)

Fermi Multiplet: The contribution of an N = (0, 2) Fermi multiplet in a representation
λ of the gauge and flavor group is given by

I(0,2)R
fer (q, z) =

∏
w∈λ

i
ϑ1(zw)
η(q) , I(0,2)NS

fer (τ, u) =
∏
w∈λ

ϑ4(q r
2 zw)

η(q) . (2.11)

Vector Multiplet: The contribution of an N = (0, 2) vector multiplet with gauge group
G is

I(0,2)R|NS
vec (q, z) = η(q)2 rkG

|WG|
∏

α∈∆
i
ϑ1(zα)
η(q) . (2.12)

Note that the elliptic genera in the NS sector for chiral and Fermi multiplet depend on the
R-charge r of the multiplet.

Then, the elliptic genus of a quiver gauge theory can be schematically expressed as the
Jeffrey-Kirwan (JK) residue integral [39–42]

I(0,2)R|NS =
∫

JK

∏
gauge

dz

2πizI(0,2)R|NS
vec (q, z)

∏
matter

I(0,2)R|NS
chi (q, z)I(0,2)R|NS

fer (q, z). (2.13)

In this section, our computation focuses on NS elliptic genera to compare with characters
of the associated VOA. Nevertheless, Ramond elliptic genera can be obtained from the NS
ones simply by replacing ϑ4 by ϑ1.

Since (0,2) theories are chiral theories, one must pay attention to anomalies. Let us
consider a (0,2) theory with a global symmetry F described by a simple Lie algebra. The
’t Hooft anomaly coefficient kF associated with this symmetry can be determined by

Tr γ3faf b = kF δ
ab , (2.14)

Here, fa represents the generators of F , γ3 denotes the gamma matrix that quantifies
chirality, and the trace is taken over Weyl fermions in the theory. For a global anomaly,
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the computation involves evaluating the difference between the sums over the sets of (0,2)
chiral and Fermi multiplets:

kF =
∑

Φ∈(0,2) chiral
T (RΦ

F ) −
∑

Ψ∈(0,2) Fermi
T (RΨ

F ), (2.15)

where T (RF ) represents the index of the representation RF of F . Note that the (0,2)
supermultiplet of the gauge invariant field strength can be treated as a Fermi multiplet,
and the gaugino contributes to the anomaly if it is charged under F . In this paper, we
focus solely on SU(N) groups as instances of non-Abelian symmetries. For these groups,
the indices are given by T (□) = 1

2 and T (adj) = N . In cases where the theory possesses
two U(1) symmetries, U(1)1 and U(1)2, with charges f1 and f2 respectively, a mixed ’t
Hooft anomaly can emerge:

k12 = Tr
(
γ3f1f2

)
. (2.16)

Certainly, any gauge anomaly must vanish for the theory to be well-defined.
In particular, the anomaly associated with the U(1)R-symmetry is related to the right-

moving central charge cR as
cR = 3 Tr

(
γ3R2

)
. (2.17)

To determine U(1)R-charges of various fields, the c-extremization is performed [43, 44] if
the theory meets the following two assumptions:

1. the theory is bounded, and the energy spectrum is bounded from below,
2. the classical vacuum moduli space is normalizable.

Once cR is determined, the left-moving central charge can be obtained from the gravita-
tional anomaly, which is the difference between the number of chiral and Fermi multiplets

cR − cL = Tr
(
γ3

)
. (2.18)

The presence of anomalies can be observed directly at the level of (0,2) elliptic genera
[28]. Let us focus on an SU(N) global symmetry whose fugacities are denoted by b1,...,N

with ∏N
i=1 bi = 1 in an elliptic genus. Then, the corresponding ’t Hooft anomaly can be

seen in the shift of the elliptic genus as

I(0,2)(b) → (qbi/bj)2kF I(0,2)(b) as bi → qbi, bj → bj/q . (2.19)

For a U(1) ’t Hooft anomaly, the elliptic genus behaves as

I(0,2)(c) → (−q1/2c)kF I(0,2)(c) as c → qc , (2.20)

where c is the corresponding U(1) fugacity. In particular, for a theory to be gauge anomaly-
free, the integrand of its elliptic genus (2.13) must be invariant under shifts of the gauge
fugacities zi → qzi.
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2.1.3 Twisted compactifications of 4d N = 2 SCFTs on S2

A 2d N = (0, 2) theory can be obtained from a 4d N = 1 gauge theory, and in particular, a
4d N = 2 Lagrangian SCFT, by a compactification on S2 with a certain topological twist.
Such a reduction is referred to as Schur-like reduction in [26]. (See also [27, §5].)

The first explicit supersymmetric localization of 4d N = 1 theories on T 2 × S2 was
carried out in [45]. Subsequently, the exploration of its relationship with the 2d N = (0, 2)
elliptic genera was undertaken in the vicinity of the same period [26–28, 46, 47]. In this
context, let us summarize the key aspects involved in the twisted compactification of 4d
N = 1 theories on S2.

SU(2)1 SU(2)2 SU(2)R U(1)r U(1)f U(1)T 2 U(1)S2 U(1)(0,2) U(1)(0,4)

Q1
− −1

2 0 1
2 1 0 −1 −1 0 0

Q1
+

1
2 0 1

2 1 0 1 1 2 2
Q2

− −1
2 0 −1

2 1 0 −1 −1 −1 0
Q2

+
1
2 0 −1

2 1 0 1 1 1 2
Q̃1

−̇ 0 −1
2

1
2 −1 0 −1 1 1 0

Q̃1
+̇ 0 1

2
1
2 −1 0 1 −1 −1 −2

Q̃2
−̇ 0 −1

2 −1
2 −1 0 −1 1 0 0

Q̃2
+̇ 0 1

2 −1
2 −1 0 1 −1 −2 −2

q 0 0 1
2 0 1 0 0 0 0

q̃ 0 0 1
2 0 −1 0 0 1 0

Φ 0 0 0 2 0 0 0 1 2

Table 1. Symmetries of 4d N = 2 supercharges and fields. The 4d N = 1 chirals (q, q̃) constitute
an N = 2 hypermultiplets and Φ represents the N = 1 adjoint chiral in an N = 2 vector multiplet.
The fifth column denotes the U(1)f flavor symmetry that distinguishes q and q̃. The topological
twist of U(1)S2 with U(1)R+ 1

2 (r−f) results in the N = (0, 2) supersymmetry wheareas the twist
with U(1)r yields the N = (0, 4) supersymmetry.

First of all, the generic holonomy group Spin(4) = SU(2)1×SU(2)2 reduces to U(1)T 2 ×
U(1)S2 on the background T 2 ×S2 where U(1)T 2 (resp. U(1)S2) is the U(1) subgroup of the
diagonal (resp. anti-diagonal) subgroup of SU(2)1 × SU(2)2. In order to define covariant
constant supercharges on S2, we perform a topological twist of U(1)S2 along with a global
U(1)R-symmetry. Additionally, in a Lagrangian theory, the U(1)R charge of a 4d N = 1
chiral multiplet must be an integer to ensure a well-defined compactification on S2.

Under this compactification, a 4d N = 1 chiral multiplet with U(1)R-charge r decom-
poses into (1 − r) (0,2) chiral multiplets if r < 1, or (r − 1) (0,2) Fermi multiplets if r > 1.
When r = 1, the 4d chiral multiplet does not contribute to the 2d theory.

In general, the T 2 × S2 partition function involves the summation of magnetic fluxes
of gauge fields. Nevertheless, if the U(1)R-charges of all chiral multiplets are non-negative,
then the contributions from all non-zero flux sectors vanish, and only the zero flux contri-
bution remains.
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The R-symmetry of 4d N = 2 superconformal theory is SU(2)R × U(1)r. To perform
the twisted compactification above, we treat the theory as a N = 1 theory by selecting
a U(1)R ⊂ SU(2)R × U(1)r. Let us consider the choice R = R + r

2 . As in Table 1, only
the supercharges Q1

−, Q̃
2
−̇ are neutral under R+ 2(j1 − j2) and therefore survive under this

twist. These two supercharges share the same U(1)T 2 charge 2(j1 + j2) = −1, hence this
twist leads to an N = (0, 2) supersymmetry. The symmetry R = R + r

2 is referred to as
the 2d (0,2) U(1)R-symmetry.

With the choice of R, the adjoint chiral Φ in an N = 2 vector multiplet has r = 1,
which does not contribute to the 2d theory. Consequently, an N = 2 vector multiplet
simply reduces to a (0,2) vector multiplet. On the other hand, the hypermultiplet (q, q̃) is
assigned a fractional charge r = 1

2 . In order for their R-charges to be an integer, we further
twist with the flavor symmetry U(1)f , which acts on the two chirals (q, q̃) with opposite
charges. Under the resulting R = R+ 1

2(r−f), the scalars q and q̃ acquire charges r = 0 and
r = 1, respectively. Hence, an N = 2 hypermultiplet reduces to a (0,2) chiral multiplet in
the representation of q. (See Table 1.) In this paper, the above process of compactification
on S2 with the topological twist is referred to as the (0,2) reduction.

For a Lagrangian theory, an interesting observation emerges when comparing the Schur
limit (2.5) and (2.6) with the contributions of (0,2) chirals (2.10) and vector multiplet
(2.12) to the elliptic genus. The integrand of the elliptic genus for the 2d (0,2) theory
after the reduction coincides with that of the Schur index of the original 4d N = 2 SCFT,
upon suitable shifts of U(1) flavor fugacities. However, it is important to note that the
computation of the (0,2) elliptic genus involves the JK residue integral whereas the Schur
index is evaluated by a contour integral along the unit circles. We will provide a more
detailed account of this comparison in the subsequent discussion.

2.1.4 Relation to VOAs

In the following analysis, we explore the 2d (0,2) quiver gauge theories obtained by gauging
the free 2d (0,2) theories associated with the three-punctured spheres. This includes, as
a subclass, the theories from the (0,2) reduction of Lagrangian class S theories. We will
demonstrate that under a certain condition, surprisingly, these quiver theories including
the reduced class S theories are dual to Landau-Ginzburg (LG) models.

Let us discuss the central charges of the (0,2) reduction of Lagrangian class S theories.
As illustrated below (2.17), if the two assumptions are satisfied, the central charges are
determined by the c-extremization. However, the vacuum moduli space of the (0,2) reduc-
tion of a class S theory is non-compact, so the second assumption of the c-extremization
is violated. Specifically, in such situations, a flavor current related to a non-compact di-
rection is non-holomorphic so that it does not mix with the R-symmetry current [44, 48].
Consequently, the naive application of the c-extremization to a (0,2) theory of this class
can yield negative central charges. Nonetheless, the left-moving central charge turns out
to coincide with that of the VOA of the parent class S theory [27, §5.2]

cnaive
L = −12c4d , (2.21)
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if we assign the “wrong” U(1)R-charges to chiral multiplets as a result of the naive appli-
cation of the c-extremization

rΦ = 1 . (2.22)

To get the physical central charge, we must enforce no mixing with any non-holomorphic
flavor current arising from non-compact directions in the moduli space. At a practical
level, we assign zero U(1)R-charges

rΦ = 0 (2.23)

to the chiral multiplets which parameterize the non-compact directions. This procedure
yields the correct positive central charges where the left-moving cL is shifted from cnaive

L of
the VOA associated to the 4d theory [27, 49] by

cL = cnaive
L + 3nh = cnaive

L + 12(5c4d − 4a4d) , (2.24)

where nh represents the number of hypermultiplets and a4d, c4d are the anomaly coefficients
in the corresponding class S theory. This suggests that the (0,2) theory flows to an SCFT
fixed point despite the non-compact moduli space.

Exploring 2d (0,2) theories at the IR fixed point through the viewpoint of associated
VOA is of significant importance because the BPS operators in the (0,2) IR CFT constitute
a VOA. As elucidated in [27, 50], the VOA associated with a (0,2) theory of this type arises
from a BRST reduction of the bcβγ system at zero gauge coupling, where the βγ systems
in the corresponding gauge representations come from the free (0, 2) chiral multiplets, and
small bc ghosts in the adjoint of the gauge group from the free vector multiplets. The
conformal weights of an involved βγ system are (hβ, hγ) = (1 − λ, λ) where λ is related to
the correct R-charge assignment of the IR CFT. The state space of the resulting VOA is
independent of the parameter λ, but the parameter affects the stress-energy tensor T of the
(0,2) IR CFT. In fact, the shift (2.24) in central charge can be traced back to the difference
between the stress-energy tensor T and Tχ of the VOA associated to the 4d theory by the
derivative of the U(1) flavor current J of the βγ system, schematically [49, 50]:

T = Tχ +
(1

2 − λ

)
∂J . (2.25)

Therefore, the deviation from λ = 1
2 reflects the non-compact nature of the vacuum moduli

space, which invalidates the naive application of the c-extremization.
From our previous discussions, we have observed that the integrand of the (0,2) elliptic

genus of the reduction of 4d N = 2 Lagrangian SCFT agrees with the integrand of the
Schur index (upon appropriate redefinitions of U(1) flavor fugacities), albeit with distinct
contour choices. As discussed at the end of §2.1.1, a different contour of the integrand
is expected to provide the Shcur index with a surface defect, which is intrinsically tied
to non-vacuum characters of the corresponding VOA χ(T 4d). Hence, we investigate the
relationship between the (0,2) reduction of the class S theory and the corresponding VOA
from this perspective.

There are two primary tools for us to investigate this relation: the elliptic genus [38, 39]
and modular (linear) differential equations [25, 51, 52]. Combining these tools, we present
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an intriguing conjecture proposing that the NS elliptic genus of the (0,2) reduction of a
Lagrangian class S can be expressed as a linear combination of characters chχ(TN [Cg,n])

λi
of

the corresponding VOA:
I(0,2),N

g,n =
∑

i

ai chχ(TN [Cg,n])
λi

(2.26)

where ai ∈ Q, and λi represent the highest weights of representations of χ(TN [Cg,n]).
We remark that the U(1) flavor fugacities in the elliptic genus need to be appropriately
redefined to precisely align with the characters of the VOA. Moreover, since the theory
is dual to an LG model, the elliptic genus can be simply expressed as a product of theta
and eta functions which can be viewed as free field characters of suitable 2d bcβγ systems.
Consequently, it forms a Jacobi form with its index determined by the ’t Hooft anomaly
of the global symmetry.

2.2 SU(2)×U(1) gauge theories, LG duals and VOAs

In this subsection, we consider 2d N = (0, 2) gauge theories with SU(2) and U(1) gauge
groups. Analogous to the 4d N = 2 superconformal theories of class S, the 2d theories we
consider will have the building blocks depicted in Figure 1.

1c

2b

2a

Figure 1. Basic building block U2 for SU(2) theory

The basic building block in class S is the theory corresponding to a three-punctured
sphere C0,3. In the case of type A1, the 4d N = 2 theory T2 is a free theory of 8 half-
hypermultiplets with the flavor symmetry SU(2)a ×SU(2)b ×SU(2)c. (See the left of Figure
16.) We use U(1)c ⊂ SU(2)c for the topological twist on S2, and the (0,2) reduction of
T2 using this flavor symmetry leads to the theory of free (0,2) chiral multiplets in the
representation (2,2, 1) of SU(2)a × SU(2)b × U(1)c flavor symmetry. This (0,2) theory,
akin to T2, serves as the fundamental building block and is denoted as U2. In quiver
notation, we will depict this theory as a vertex with three external legs corresponding to
SU(2)a × SU(2)b × U(1)c flavor groups (see Figure 1).

It follows from (2.10) that the NS elliptic genus of the U2 theory is

I(0,2)
U2

(a, b; c) = η(q)
ϑ4(q− 1

2a±1b±1c̃)
= η(q)
ϑ4(a±1b±1c) . (2.27)

As emphasized in (2.23), the U(1)R-charge of the (0,2) chiral multiplet is zero r = 0, but
we shift the U(1)c flavor fugacity by c = q− 1

2 c̃. Note that the factors with repeated sign ±
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in the arguments are all multiplied. (See (A.2).) On the other hand, as seen in (2.5), the
Schur limit of the superconformal index of the T2 theory is given by [2]

I4d
T2 = Γ(

√
ta±1b±1c±1) t→q−−→ ISchur

T2 = η(q)
ϑ4(a±1b±1c) (2.28)

Therefore, the redefinition of the U(1)c flavor fugacity in (2.27) ensures that the elliptic
genus of the U2 theory coincides with the Schur index of the T2 theory. In this way, the
elliptic genus can be decomposed into characters of the corresponding VOA.

Moreover, the contribution of a vector multiplet is the same in both the Schur index
(2.6) and the elliptic genus (2.12). The SU(2) vector multiplet contribution is

I(0,2)
vec (a) = −ϑ1(a±2)

2 , (2.29)

and the SU(2) gauging leads to no gauge anomaly.
As a Riemann surface Cg,n can be constructed by gluing pants, the corresponding 4d

N = 2 theory T2[Cg,n] can be obtained by gauging the T2 theories. However, as observed,
the distinction between the 4d T2 theory and 2d U2 theory lies in the global symmetry. To
construct (0,2) quiver gauge theories using the U2 building block, we will outline the U(1)
gauging method.

· · · · · · · · · · · ·1c1 1c2
gauging

1a

Figure 2. U(1) gauging

Given a U(1)c1 × U(1)c2 global symmetry, we gauge the anti-diagonal part a = (c1 −
c2)/2 with keeping the diagonal d = (c1 + c2)/2 as a global symmetry. To cancel gauge
anomaly during the gauging process, we include Fermi multiplets with U(1)a gauge charges
±2. The U(1)R-charge for these Fermi multiplets is taken to be r = 0, a value determined
by the c-extremization. At the level of the elliptic genus, the gauging procedure is given
by:

η(q)
ϑ4(c1 · · · )

η(q)
ϑ4(c2 · · · ) → η(q)2

∫
JK

da

2πia
η(q)

ϑ4(da · · · )
η(q)

ϑ4(da−1 · · · )
ϑ4(a±2)
η(q)2 (2.30)

The details of U(1) gauging will be seen in examples in §2.2.4, §2.2.6 and below.
Through U(1) gauging, one can construct a family of (0,2) quiver gauge theories. How-

ever, when a U(1) gauge group is involved, a (0,2) theory is no longer the (0,2) reduction of a
class S theory in general. Nonetheless, as we will demonstrate, (0,2) theories of genus g > 0
with (g − 1) U(1) gauge groups are dual to each other, making them frame-independent.
We will further propose that the (0,2) reduction of the class S theory T2[Cg>0,n] of type
A1 on S2 is closely related to the corresponding (0,2) quiver theory of genus g with (g− 1)
U(1) gauge groups. Notably, if one replaces ϑ4(a±2) by ϑ1(a±2) in the U(1) gauging, then
the integrand of the elliptic genus is the same as that of the corresponding Schur index (up
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to a factor of 2g−1), though their integration contours differ; the elliptic genus uses the JK
prescription while the Schur index uses the maximal tori of the gauge groups. Additionally,
the (0,2) theory of this class turns out to be dual to an LG model.

Furthermore, we explore generalized quiver gauge theories by gluing the U2 theories,
extending the (0,2) reduction of the class S theories. Specifically, we demonstrate that a
quiver gauge theory with g loops and g U(1) gauge nodes is dual to an LG model.

2.2.1 SU(2) SQCD

2a

1c2

2b22b1

1c1

Figure 3. Quiver diagram for SU(2) SQCD with four fundamental chirals. In the diagram, a circle
node represents a gauge group, and square nodes denote flavor groups. The number N within a
node means SU(N) for N > 1, and U(1) for N = 1.

First, let us consider the SU(2) gauge theory with four fundamental chiral multiplets,
whose quiver diagram is presented in Figure 3. As described in [48], the naive application
of the c-extremization leads to the “wrong” central charges of the theory

cnaive
L = −14 , cnaive

R = −9 , (2.31)

while the enforcement of the zero R-charge to the chiral multiplets results in the “correct”
positive central charges

cL = 10 , cR = 15 . (2.32)

Nevertheless, the “wrong” left-moving central charge cnaive
L is equal to the central charge

of the corresponding VOA so(8)−2
This theory was first studied in [28] and its elliptic genus is evaluated there as

I(0,2),2
0,4 =

∫
JK

da

2πiaI(0,2)
U2

(b1, a; c1)I(0,2)
vec (a)I(0,2)

U2
(b2, a; c2)

= η(q)5ϑ1(c2
1c

2
2)

ϑ1(c2
1)ϑ1(c2

2)ϑ1(c1c2b
±
1 b

±
2 )

.

(2.33)

As pointed out in [26, 28, 48, 50], the theory exhibits an LG dual description. This dual
description involves two chiral multiplets Φ1,2, and one chiral meson multiplet Φ̃i,j=1,2 with
U(1)R-charge of 0, as well as a Fermi multiplet Ψ with U(1)R-charge of 1, and they form
a J-type superpotential

W = Ψ(Φ1Φ2 + det Φ̃) .

The six chiral multiplets Φ can be regarded as the ∧24 = 6 representation of SU(4) so that
the superpotential can be expressed as W = Ψ Pf(Φ). Then, the expression (2.33) can be
naturally understood as the elliptic genus of the LG model.
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More remarkably, it has been revealed in [49, 50] that the space of BPS states in the
SU(2) SQCD has a relation to the VOA so(8)−2, which is the VOA χ(T2[C0,4]) of the
corresponding 4d N = 2 theory [7]. Concretely, it was found [49] that the elliptic genus
(2.33) can be written as a linear combination of characters of so(8)−2

I(0,2),2
0,4 (q, b, c) = chso(8)−2

0 (q, b, c) − chso(8)−2
−2ω4 (q, b, c) . (2.34)

where ch0 is the vacuum character and ch−2ω4 is one of the three non-vacuum characters
of so(8)−2. Therefore, the space of BPS states furnishes a non-trivial representation of the
associated chiral algebra χ(T2[C0,4]).

The VOA so(8)−2 contains many null states in its vacuum module. For example, the
Sugawara condition T−TSug = 0 is a trivial null state, simply stating that the stress-energy
tensor T is given by the Sugawara stress-energy tensor. The Sugawara condition is part of
the so-called Joseph relations

(JAJB)|R = 0, (JAJB)1 ∼ T , (2.35)

which correspond to more null states or descendants of null. Using Zhu’s recursion relations
[22], the null states (or their descendants) that are uncharged under the Cartan of so(8)
may lead to flavored modular differential equations that any so(8)−2-character must satisfy.
Concretely, there are 10 equations of weight-two, 4 equations of weight-three and 1 equation
of weight-four that together constrain the characters of so(8)−2 [24, 25]. In particular, the
above elliptic genus I(0,2),2

0,4 (q, b, c) is a linear combination of characters, and therefore a
solution to the set of equations. Reversing the logic, the fact that I(0,2),2

0,4 (q, b, c) solves the
set of modular differential equations predicts that it must be some linear combination of
VOA characters.

2.2.2 SU(2) linear quivers

1c1

2a1
2a2

. . . 2an−2
2an−1

1c2 1cn−1 1cn

2b1 2b2

Figure 4. SU(2) linear quiver

Consider the SU(2) linear quiver theory with (n− 1) SU(2) gauge nodes as in Figure
4. The theory has manifest flavor symmetry SU(2)2 × U(1)n. Its central charge is given by

cL = 2(n+ 3) , cR = 3(n+ 3) . (2.36)

As explained in [28, Appendix D], (2.33) can be interpreted as the elliptic inversion formula:

η(q)5ϑ1(c2
1c

2
2)

ϑ1(c2
1)ϑ1(c2

2)ϑ1(c1c2b
±
1 b

±
2 )

=
∫

JK

da

2πia
η(q)8ϑ1(a±2)

2ϑ4(c1b
±
1 a

±)ϑ4(c2b
±
2 a

±)
. (2.37)
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Therefore, starting from a collection of U2 theories we can repeatedly gauge the SU(2) flavor
symmetries to construct a linear quiver theory, and the elliptic genus takes the following
simple form:

I(0,2),2
0,n+2

=
∫

JK

da

2πiaI(0,2)
U2

(b1, a1; c1)I(0,2)
vec (a1)I(0,2)

U2
(b2, an−1; cn)

n−2∏
i=1

I(0,2)
U2

(ai, ai+1; ci+1)I(0,2)
vec (ai+1)

= η(q)n+3ϑ1(∏n
i=1 c

2
i )

ϑα(b±
1 b

±
2

∏n
i=1 ci)

∏n
i=1 ϑ1(c2

i )
,

α = 1 n even
α = 4 n odd

.

(2.38)
As also found earlier in [48, §4.3], the above linear quiver theory has an LG description
which consists of n chiral multiplets Φk=1,...,n and one chiral meson multiplet Φ̃i,j=1,2 with
U(1)R-charge r = 0, and one Fermi multiplet Ψ with U(1)R-charge r = 1, forming a J-type
superpotential

W = Ψ(
n∏

i=1
Φi + det Φ̃) .

It is worth mentioning that with the shift of the U(1)ci flavor fugacities in (2.27), one must
take this shift into account to correctly read off the U(1)R-charges of the superfields in the
LG model from (2.38).

2.2.3 Genus one with one puncture and SU(2) with adjoint chiral

2a1c

Figure 5. Genus one with one puncture for SU(2)

Let us consider the theory corresponding to the Riemann surface of genus one with
one U(1)-puncture. Because of 2 ⊗ 2 = 3 ⊕ 1, the theory is a product of an SU(2) gauge
theory with one adjoint chiral and a free chiral. The elliptic genus can be evaluated as

I(0,2),2
1,1 =

∫
JK

da

2πiaI(0,2)
U2

(a, a−1; c1)I(0,2)
vec (a)

= η(q)
ϑ1(c2

1) = η(q)
ϑ4(c1) · ϑ4(c1)

ϑ1(c2
1) .

(2.39)

The first factor is the contribution of the free chiral, which is the vacuum character of the
βγ-ghost, while the second factor is the elliptic genus of the SU(2) theory with one adjoint
chiral. Following this computation, the SU(2) gauge theory with one adjoint chiral has an
LG dual given by one chiral and one Fermi multiple. From the viewpoint of the original
gauge theory, the first factor is the contributions from Tr(Φ) while the second one is from
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Tr
(
Φ2)

and its superpartner for N = (2, 2) supersymmetry, where Φ is the (0,2) chiral
multiplet charged with 2 ⊗ 2 under SU(2) gauge group.

The naive application of the c-extremization leads to the “wrong” central charges

cnaive
L = −9 − 1 , cnaive

R = −9 . (2.40)

A miscalculation persists even if zero U(1)R-charge of the chiral multiplet is assumed,
incorrectly yielding the computed right-moving central charge to be three. To rectify this,
we need to read the dimension of the moduli space. In fact, the moduli space of the chiral
multiplet is C2 spanned by Tr(Φ) and Tr

(
Φ2)

, which implies that the maximal torus U(1)
of the gauge group remains unbroken in the infrared. Consequently, the accurate values of
the central charges are

cL = 5 , cR = 6 . (2.41)

We note that the elliptic genus enjoys the symmetry c1 ↔ c−1
1 , which is the SU(2)

Weyl group. Moreover, the elliptic genus admits the expansion with SU(2) characters

I(0,2),2
1,1 = iq− 1

12

c1 − c−1
1

(
1+chSU(2)

1
2

(c2
1)q+chSU(2)

2 (c2
1)q2 +

[
1+chSU(2)

1
2

(c2
1)+chSU(2)

3
2

(c2
1)

]
q3 + · · ·

)
(2.42)

where chSU(2)
j is the spin-j character of SU(2). Hence, one can observe that the U(1)c1

flavor symmetry gets enhanced to SU(2)c1 in the infrared.
The 4d N = 4 theory with SU(2) gauge group has the small N = 4 superconformal

algebra as its associated VOA [7]. First of all, the central charge of the VOA is c2d = −9
which agrees with the naive left-moving central charge of the SU(2) adjoint chiral (2.40).
Moreover, the elliptic genus of the SU(2) adjoint chiral can be viewed as a special bcβγ
system [19]‡, and is also a linear combination of the characters of the associated VOA

iϑ4(c1)
ϑ1(c2

1) = chN =4
0 (q, c1) + chN =4

1 (q, c1) . (2.43)

Here chN =4
0 is the vacuum character and chN =4

1 is the character of the non-vacuum irre-
ducible module of the VOA [53], and both characters are shown to satisfy three common
flavored modular differential equations from null states in the VOA [32]. Note that the
flavor symmetry enhancement to SU(2) is supported from the viewpoint of the VOA since
both the small N = 4 superconformal algebra and the bcβγ-ghost VOA are endowed with
an SU(2) flavor symmetry§.

An N = (0, 2) vector multiplet and an N = (0, 2) adjoint chiral multiplet form an
N = (2, 2) vector multiplet. Consequently, there exists no distinction between the left-
and right-moving sectors in the SU(2) adjoint chiral. This is supported by the equality
of central charges for both sectors, which are both cL = cR = 3. Moreover, the elliptic
genus of this theory can be expressed using characters of the small N = 4 superconformal

‡The conformal weights of b, c, β, γ are 3/2, −1/2, 1, 0.
§The SU(2) current of this particular bcβγ system is given by J+ = β, J0 = bc + 2βγ, J− = βγγ +

γbc − 3/2∂γ [19].

– 18 –



algebra as in (2.43). This suggests that the infrared limit of the N = (2, 2) SU(2) vector
multiplet is equipped with the small N = 4 superconformal algebra in both the left-
and right-moving sectors, suggesting the supersymmetry enhancement. It deserves further
investigation to determine the exact infrared Hilbert space on a torus by modular invariance
as demonstrated in [54–56].

2.2.4 Genus one with two punctures

Now consider the (0,2) reduction of the class S theory T2[C1,2], which is an SU(2)2 gauge
theory coupled to two bi-fundamentals. As we saw in the previous example, we conjecture
that the diagonal U(1) gauge group is unbroken in the infrared for a genus one theory. As
a result, the central charges are given by

cL = 7 , cR = 9 . (2.44)

The quiver diagram is given in Figure 6.

2a1

2a2

1c1 1c2

Figure 6. The (0,2) reduction of the class S theory T2[C1,2].

The elliptic genus of this theory is computed by the JK residue computation of the
integral

I(0,2),2
1,2 (c1, c2) =

∫
JK

da

2πiaI(0,2)
U2

(a1, a2; c1)I(0,2)
U2

(a−1
1 , a−1

2 ; c2)I(0,2)
vec (a1)I(0,2)

vec (a2)

= − η(q)2∏2
i=1 ϑ1(c2

i )
. (2.45)

The elliptic genus implies the presence of an LG dual for the theory. This LG dual might
comprise two free chiral multiplets. Potentially, there could be equal numbers of chiral and
Fermi multiplets with identical charges, in addition to them. As seen in (2.42), both the
U(1)ci flavor symmetries get enhanced to SU(2)ci in the infrared.

Although the module structure of the corresponding VOA χ(T2[C1,2]) is not explicitly
known, we argue that the elliptic genus is a linear combination of the module characters.
One crucial piece of evidence is that the elliptic genus is a solution to the same flavored
modular differential equations [24] that the Schur index of T2[C1,2] satisfies. For instance,
the elliptic genus satisfies a weight-two differential equation,

0 =
[
D(1)

q − 1
4

∑
i=1,2

D2
ci

− 1
4

∑
αi=±

E1

[
1

cα1
1 cα2

2

] ∑
i=1,2

αiDci −
∑

i=1,2
E1

[
1
c2

i

]
Dci (2.46)
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+ 2
(
E2 + 1

2
∑

αi=±
E2

[
1

cα1
1 cα2

2

]
+

∑
i=1,2

E2

[
1
c2

i

] )]
I(0,2),2

1,2 .

The definition of the twisted Eisenstein series is given in Appendix A.2.

2a1

1a2

2b1 2b2
1a1

2a2

2b1

2b2

Figure 7. SU(2) × U(1) gauge theories corresponding to the genus-one Riemann surface with two
punctures.

Furthermore, by gauging the anti-diagonal of the U(1) flavor symmetry of the two U2
theories, one can construct two other quiver theories as SU(2) × U(1) gauge theories, cor-
responding to the genus-one Riemann surface with two punctures, as in Figure 7. Notably,
these theories do not originate from class S. Nonetheless, the central charges of these
theories are computed as

cL = 13 , cR = 15 , (2.47)

assuming that the diagonal U(1) gauge group is unbroken.
Let us first consider the left theory in Figure 7. The elliptic genus of this theory is

I ′
1,2(b1, b2; d1) = η(q)2

∫
JK

da

2πiaI(0,2)
U2

(a1, b1; d1a2)I(0,2)
U2

(a−1
1 , b2; d1a

−1
2 )I(0,2)

vec (a1)ϑ4(a±2
2 )

η(q)2 .

Here, we introduce the U(1)d flavor symmetry, which rotates the two chiral multiplets
U

(0,2)
2 with the same phase and has a fugacity d1. The detailed calculations of the JK

residues can be found in Appendix C.1.2, and the final result is neatly summarized in a
more simplified form

I ′
1,2(b1, b2; d1) = −2η(q)2ϑ4(d2

1)2

ϑ1(d2
1b

±
1 b

±
2 )

= 2 ϑ4(d2
1)2

η(q)ϑ1(d4
1) · η(q)3ϑ1(d−4

1 )
ϑ1(d2

1b
±
1 b

±
2 )

. (2.48)

The first factor always appears when the quiver gauge theory has a U(1) gauge node. This
can be understood as the contribution of two Fermi fields Γ1,2 with U(1)d1 flavor charge
2 and one chiral field Φ with U(1)d1 flavor charge 4. The second factor of the elliptic
genus can be interpreted as the contribution from one Fermi field Ψ and one chiral meson
field Φ̃ with SU(2)b1 × SU(2)b2 flavor symmetry. The field content and their charges are
summarized as follows:

Γ1,2 Ψ Φ Φ̃
U(1)d1 2 −4 4 2
SU(2)bi

∅ ∅ ∅ 2
(2.49)
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Therefore, a generic J-type superpotential is

W = Ψ(Φ + det Φ̃) .

The coefficient 2 in (2.48) means that the theory is dual to two (decoupled) copies of this
LG model.

The elliptic genus of the right theory in Figure 7 can be computed as the JK residue
of the integrand

I ′′
1,2(b1, b2; d1) = η(q)2

∫
JK

da

2πiaI(0,2)
U2

(a2, a
−1
2 ; da1)I(0,2)

U2
(b1, b2; da−1

1 )I(0,2)
vec (a2)ϑ4(a±2

1 )
η(q)2 .

The detailed computations of the JK residues are provided in Appendix C.1.3, while the
total residue is presented in a compact form

I ′′
1,2(b1, b2; d1) = ϑ4(d2

1)2

η(q)ϑ1(d4
1) · η(q)3ϑ1(d8

1)
ϑ1(d−4

1 b±2
1 b±2

2 )
·

2∏
i=1

ϑ1(b4
i )

ϑ1(b−2
i )

. (2.50)

The elliptic genus is different from (2.48) so that the two theories in Figure 7 are not dual
to each other. When the number of U(1) gauge nodes is equal to the genus, the theory is
contingent on the quiver diagram, unlike class S theory.

Since (2.50) is expressed as a product of theta functions, the theory is also dual to the
following LG model. The Fermi multiplets Γ1,2 and Ψ and the chiral multiplets Φ and Φ̃±±
are similar to the aforementioned LG theory. A key distinction arises from the inclusion
of two additional Fermi multiplets, Ξ1,2, and two chiral multiplets, Σ1,2. Because of these
additions, the manifest flavor symmetry is U(1)b1 × U(1)b2 at UV. The charges of these
fields are summarized as follows:

Γ1,2 Ψ Ξj Φ Φ̃ϵ1ϵ2 Σj

U(1)d1 2 8 0 4 −4 0
U(1)bi

0 0 4δij 0 ϵi2 −2δij

where ϵi = ±. Then, a generic J-type superpotential is

W = Ψ det Φ̃ + Ξ1ΦΦ̃−+Σ1Σ2 + Ξ2ΦΦ̃+−Σ1Σ2 .

The expansion of the elliptic genus (2.50) in terms of q reveals the fugacities b1,2 arrange
themselves as characters of SU(2)b1 × SU(2)b2 , implying the symmetry enhancement from
U(1)b1 × U(1)b2 → SU(2)b1 × SU(2)b2 at IR.

For the quiver theories in Figure 7, the corresponding VOA for the IR CFT is yet to
be identified. Given their duality to the LG models, the technique in [57] offers a potential
method for identifying the VOA. This remains an area for further study.

2.2.5 Genus one with three punctures

Now let us consider quiver theories of genus one with three punctures. The (0,2) reduction
of the class S theory T2[C1,3] is the SU(2) × SU(2) × SU(2) gauge theory in Figure 8.
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1c1
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2 1
c
3

2a1

2a3
2a2

Figure 8. The (0,2) reduction of the class S theory T2[C1,3].

Considering that the diagonal U(1) gauge group remains unbroken, the central charges of
the theory are given by

cL = 9 , cR = 12 . (2.51)

The elliptic genus is the JK residue of the integrand

I(0,2),2
1,3 =

∫
JK

da

2πiaI(0,2)
U2

(a−1
1 , a2; c2)I(0,2)

U2
(a−1

2 , a3; c1)I(0,2)
U2

(a−1
3 , a1; c3)

3∏
i=1

I(0,2)
vec (ai)

= η(q)3∏3
i=1 ϑ1(c2

i )
(2.52)

which signals the existence of an LG dual which includes three free chiral multiplets,
associated to the three punctures. In addition to them, there could be equal numbers of
chiral and Fermi multiplets with the same charges. All the U(1) flavor symmetries get
enhanced to SU(2) in the infrared, as illustrated in (2.42).

1c1

2 c
2 2

c
3

1a1

2a3
2a2

1a2
2a1

1c1

2b2

2a3

2b1

Figure 9. SU(2) × SU(2) × U(1) gauge theories corresponding to the genus-one Riemann surface
with three punctures.

Let us now consider SU(2) × SU(2) × U(1) gauge theories for genus one with three
punctures as illustrated in Figure 9. The central charges of the theory are given by

cL = 15 , cR = 18 . (2.53)
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The elliptic genus of the left quiver theory of Figure 9 is

I ′
1,3

=η(q)2
∫

JK

da

2πiaI(0,2)
U2

(a2, c
−1
2 ; d1a1)I(0,2)

U2
(a−1

2 , a3; c1)I(0,2)
U2

(a−1
3 , c3; d1a

−1
1 )ϑ4(a±2

1 )
η(q)2

3∏
i=2

I(0,2)
vec (ai)

=2 ϑ4(d2
1)2

η(q)ϑ1(d4
1) · η(q)4ϑ1(c2

1d
4
1)

ϑ1(c2
1)ϑ4(c1d2

1b
±
1 b

±
2 )

. (2.54)

The computational details are given in Appendix C.2.2. The form of the elliptic genus
signals an LG description. The LG model is similar to (2.49), but there is additional chiral
multiplet Φ2 and U(1)c1 flavor symmetry:

Γ1,2 Ψ Φ1 Φ2 Φ̃
U(1)d1 2 4 −4 0 −2
U(1)c1 0 2 0 −2 −1
SU(2)bi

∅ ∅ ∅ ∅ 2

Therefore, a generic J-type superpotential is

W = Ψ(Φ1Φ2 + det Φ̃) .

The coefficient 2 in (2.54) means that the theory is dual to two (decoupled) copies of this
LG model.

There is yet another quiver gauge theory with gauge group SU(2) × SU(2) × U(1) as
in the right of Figure 9 whose elliptic genus is

I ′′
1,3

=η(q)2
∫

JK

da

2πiaI(0,2)
U2

(a1, a
−1
1 ; d1a2)I(0,2)

U2
(b1, a3; d1a

−1
1 )I(0,2)

U2
(a−1

3 , b2; c2)ϑ4(a±2
1 )

η(q)2

3∏
i=2

I(0,2)
vec (ai)

= ϑ4(d2
1)2

η(q)ϑ1(d4
1) · η(q)4ϑ1(c4

1d
8
1)

ϑ1(c2
1)ϑ1(c−2

1 d−4
1 b±2

1 b±2
2 )

·
2∏

i=1

ϑ1(b4
i )

ϑ1(b−2
i )

, (2.55)

suggesting an LG description of the theory.
Since (2.55) is expressed as a product of theta functions, the theory is also dual to

the following LG model. The Fermi multiplets Γ1,2 and Ψ and the chiral multiplets Φ1,2
and Φ̃±± are similar to the aforementioned LG theory. A key distinction arises from the
inclusion of two additional Fermi multiplets, Ξ1,2, and two chiral multiplets, Σ1,2. Because
of these additions, the manifest flavor symmetry is U(1)b1 × U(1)b2 at UV. The charges of
these fields are summarized as follows:

Γ1,2 Ψ Ξj Φ1 Φ2 Φ̃ϵ1ϵ2 Σj

U(1)d1 2 8 0 4 0 −4 0
U(1)c1 0 4 0 0 2 −2 0
U(1)bi

0 0 4δij 0 0 ϵi2 −2δij
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where ϵi = ±. Then, a generic J-type superpotential is

W = Ψ det Φ̃ + Ξ1Φ1Φ2Φ̃−+Σ1Σ2 + Ξ2Φ1Φ2Φ̃+−Σ1Σ2 .

Like (2.50), the expansion of the elliptic genus (2.55) shows that a flavor symmetry is
enhanced to SU(2)b1 × SU(2)b2 at IR.

2.2.6 Genus two

1c2a 2b

2a

2b

1c

Figure 10. Genus two for SU(2)

For the genus-two case (with no puncture), we have two different quiver descriptions
as depicted in Figure 10. As seen in §2.2.3, when a diagonal SU(2) subgroup of SU(2)2 in
the U2 theory is gauged, the Cartan subgroup U(1) remains unbroken. Therefore, for the
theory of genus two, the U(1)2 gauge group is unbroken. Considering this fact, the central
charges of this theory are computed as

cL = 10 , cR = 9 . (2.56)

It is straightforward to show that the two different descriptions are dual to each other.
Certainly, the Lagrangian descriptions provide the different expressions of the elliptic gen-
era

I(0,2),2 =
∫

JK

da

2πia
db

2πib
dc

2πicI(0,2)
U2

(a, a−1; dc)I(0,2)
U2

(b, b−1; dc−1)I(0,2)
vec (a)I(0,2)

vec (b)ϑ4(c±2)

I(0,2),2 =
∫

JK

da

2πia
db

2πib
dc

2πicI(0,2)
U2

(a, b; dc)I(0,2)
U2

(a−1, b−1; dc−1)I(0,2)
vec (a)I(0,2)

vec (b)ϑ4(c±2)

(2.57)
where the last factors ϑ4(c±2) correspond to the contributions from the U(1) vector mul-
tiplet and the two Fermi multiplets. Both JK residues can be straightforwardly evaluated,
and the results agree, suggesting that the two theories are dual to each other.

Alternatively, the two elliptic genera can be computed from other building blocks. The
former theory can be obtained by gluing two copies of the theory of genus one with one
puncture whose elliptic genus is given in (2.39). Similarly, the latter can be obtained by
gluing the two punctures in the theory of genus one with two punctures whose elliptic genus
is given in (2.45). In this approach, it becomes more evident that they are identical, and
moreover the JK residue provides a remarkably simple result

I(0,2),2
2,0 =η(q)2

∫
JK

dc

2πic
ϑ4(c±2)
ϑ1(d2c±2) = 2ϑ4(d2)2

η(q)ϑ1(d4) .
(2.58)
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This can be compared to the S-duality in class S theory. While the process of U(1)
gauging may not naturally fit in the context of the (0,2) reduction of the class S theory
as explained below (2.30), the gluing procedure explained above is analogous to the class
S construction. In fact, since the flavor symmetries get enhanced to SU(2) for genus one
theories, we can gauge the anti-diagonal SU(2) to obtain the (0,2) reduction of the class S
theory T2[C2,0] of genus two whose elliptic genus is

−
∫

JK

dc

2πicI(0,2),2
1,1 (cd)ϑ1(c±2)

2 I(0,2),2
1,1 (c−1d) = −

∫
JK

dc

2πicI(0,2),2
1,2 (cd, c−1d)ϑ1(c±2)

2

= − η(q)2

2

∫
JK

dc

2πic
ϑ1(c±2)
ϑ1(d2c±2) = ϑ1(d2)2

η(q)ϑ1(d4) .

(2.59)
Recalling that the Jacobi theta functions ϑ1 and ϑ4 are related by (A.8), the result differs
from (2.58) merely by the shift d → q1/4d of the U(1)d flavor fugacity, up to a factor.
Indeed, comparing the SU(2) vector multiplet contribution (2.29) and U(1) gauging (2.30)
at the level of elliptic genera, the difference appears only in ϑ1(a±2) and ϑ4(a±2), up to a
factor of 2 which is the order of the Weyl group of SU(2). Hence, the duality between the
two (0,2) theories in Figure 10 is analogous to the S-duality in the class S theory T2[C2,0].

As a result, one can expect the relation between the elliptic genera (2.58,2.59) and
characters of the VOA χ(T2[C2,0]). In 4d, the associated VOA of the genus-two A1-theory
T2[C2,0] of class S is studied in [58, 59]. In particular, null states are present at level-four
and six, which are expected to give rise to a weight-four and a weight-six flavor differential
equation [24]. The above elliptic genus (2.59) is indeed a solution to these two equations
once the U(1) fugacity d is rescaled d → d1/2. Therefore, it is natural to argue that the
elliptic genus is some linear combination of module characters of χ(T2[C2,0])

ϑ1(d)2

η(q)ϑ1(d2) =
∑

i

ai chχ(T2[C2,0])
λi

(d) , ai ∈ Q. (2.60)

Likewise, we can argue that, upon rescaling d → d1/2, the elliptic genus (2.58) of the genus
two theory constructed from the U2 theories can be written in a similar way as

2ϑ4(d)2

η(q)ϑ1(d2) = 2q1/4d
∑

i

ai chχ(T2[C2,0])
λi

(q1/2d) . (2.61)

2.2.7 General Riemann surfaces and TQFT structure

For a (0,2) quiver theory of genus g > 0 constructed from the U2 theory, the minimal
number of U(1) gauge groups is g − 1. Hence, based on the previous results, we can
consider a (0,2) quiver theory analogous to the class S theory T2[Cg>0,n] where the numbers
of SU(2) and U(1) gauge groups are 2(g− 1) +n and g− 1, respectively. At a generic point
of the moduli space of chiral multiplet, we conjecture that U(1)g gauge group is unbroken.
Consequently, the central charges of the theory are

cL = 7g − 4 + 2n , cR = 3(2g − 1 + n) . (2.62)
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Regardless of their quiver descriptions (or frames), these theories all flow to the same
infrared (IR) theory. By introducing U(1) flavor fugacities ci for the external punctures
and di for the U(1) gauging at UV, the elliptic genus of the theory can be expressed in a
simple form

I(0,2),2
g>0,n (c1, . . . , cn) =

g−1∏
j=1

2ϑ4(d2
j )2

η(q)ϑ1(d4
j )

n∏
i=1

η(q)
ϑ1(c2

i ) . (2.63)

Therefore, the flavor symmetry associated to each puncture gets enhanced to SU(2) at IR
as seen in (2.42). Remarkably, the integral formula (2.58) guarantees that the above form
of the (0,2) elliptic genera is consistent with the TQFT structure as in Figure 11

I(0,2),2
g=g1+g2,n1+n2−2 =

∫
JK

da

2πiaI(0,2),2
g1,n1 (. . . , dg−1a)I(0,2),2

g2,n2 (dg−1a
−1, . . .)ϑ1(a±2) ,

I(0,2),2
g+1,n−2 =

∫
JK

da

2πiaI(0,2),2
g,n (. . . , dga, dga

−1)ϑ1(a±2) . (2.64)

As we recall, the elliptic genus of the (0,2) reduction of the class S theory of genus one
with n punctures is

I(0,2),2
1,n (c1, . . . , cn) =

n∏
i=1

η(q)
ϑ1(c2

i ) , (2.65)

which exhibit the enhancement to SU(2) for each puncture in the infrared. To construct
the (0,2) reduction of the class S theory T2[Cg>0,n] of type A1, we can repeatedly gauge
anti-diagonal SU(2) of genus one theories with multiple punctures. Upon the rescaling
d → q1/4d, the resulting elliptic genus differs from (2.63) by merely a factor of (2q1/2d2)g−1.
In this sense, the TQFT structure of the elliptic genus can be attributed to the class S
construction.

· · · · · · · · ·
••

••

••

••

••

••

Figure 11. The gluing minimal punctures leads to a new Riemann surface, and (0,2) elliptic genera
are consistent with the cut-and-join procedure on Riemann surfaces Cg,n.

From the perspective of the chiral algebra, we observe a connection to class S theory.
The VOA corresponding to any Lagrangian N = 2 SCFT can be constructed using the
gauging method described in [7]. Yet, putting this method into practice is intricate. Detail-
ing the VOA structure and its representation theory is notably challenging, even for class
S theories of type A1. Nevertheless, if we change ϑ4(a±2) to ϑ1(a±2) for the U(1) gaug-
ing (2.30), the JK integrand of the elliptic genus, when derived from the UV Lagrangian,
coincides with that of the Schur index of T2[Cg>0,n] up to a factor, and the JK residue gives

g−1∏
j=1

2ϑ1(d2
j )2

η(q)ϑ1(d4
j )

n∏
i=1

η(q)
ϑ1(c2

i ) . (2.66)
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Building upon the results in [24, 32, 33], certain residues of the integrand correspond to
the Schur index with surface defects of Gukov-Witten type¶. Given its role as a surface
defect index, one expects (2.66) to satisfy all the flavored modular differential equations
associated to the VOA χ(T2[Cg,n]). In light of these observations, we propose that the
elliptic genus (2.63) can be written in terms of a linear combination of characters of the
VOA χ(T2[Cg>0,n]) upon an appropriate redefinition of the U(1) fugacities and a certain
overall factor.

When the number of U(1) gauge groups is g for a theory of genus g, it admits an LG
dual, but it depends on the quiver description as we saw in the examples of §2.2.4 and
§2.2.5. It would be interesting to study the VOA structures for theories of this type.

2.3 SU(N)×U(1) gauge theories, LG duals and VOAs

1c

Nb

Na

Figure 12. A building block UN , representing N2 (0,2) chiral multiplets with SU(N)a ×SU(N)b ×
U(1)c flavor symmetry.

Now let us move on to cases of higher rank. For class S of type AN−1, punctures are
classified by a partition of N , and theories do not admit a Lagrangian description in general.
As seen in §2.1.3, we perform the (0,2) reduction for 4d N = 2 Lagrangian theories of class
S. Consequently, the basic building block is a sphere with two maximal punctures and
one minimal puncture, corresponding to N2 hypermultiplets. (See the right of Figure 16.)
Its (0,2) reduction yields (0,2) N2 chiral multiplets, with the flavor symmetry represented
as U(N2) and includes the subgroup SU(N)a × SU(N)b × U(1)x. This particular (0,2)
theory, labeled as UN , serves as our fundamental building block, with its quiver illustrated
in Figure 12. As highlighted in (2.23), the c-extremization is invalid for theories of this
class, and the U(1)R-charge of the (0,2) chiral multiplet is r = 0. The NS elliptic genus of
UN is given by

I(0,2)
UN

(a, b, c) =
N∏

i,j=1

η(q)
ϑ4(q− 1

2 c̃aibj)
=

N∏
i,j=1

η(q)
ϑ4(caibj) (2.67)

where we redefine the U(1)c flavor fugacity by c = q− 1
2 c̃. Note that we impose the condition∏N

i=1 ai = 1 = ∏N
j=1 bj on the SU(N) fugacities. On a related note, as seen in (2.5), the

Schur limit of the superconformal index for a sphere with two maximal punctures and one
¶Up to some prefactors of q to account for the different stress-energy tensors involved [60].
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minimal puncture is given by

I4d =
N∏

i,j=1
Γ(

√
t(caibj)±1) t→q−−→ ISchur =

N∏
i,j=1

η(q)
ϑ4(caibj) . (2.68)

Consequently, by redefining the U(1)c flavor fugacity as in (2.67), the elliptic genus of the
UN theory agrees with the Schur index above.

The gauging procedure of the UN theories is as usual. The contribution of a vector
multiplet is the same in both the Schur index (2.6) and the elliptic genus (2.12). The
SU(N) vector multiplet contribution is

I(0,2)
vec (a) = η(q)2N

N !
∏

A ̸=B

i
ϑ1(aA/aB)

η(q) . (2.69)

and the SU(N) gauging leads to no gauge anomaly. In this way, the integrand of the
superconformal index and the (0,2) elliptic genus agree for a class S Lagrangian theory.

However, in 2d (0,2) theories, one can also gauge the U(1) symmetry of the UN theory.
This U(1) gauging is similar to the U2 case, but the U(1) gauge charges of the two Fermi
multiplets must be ±N to avoid gauge anomaly. Following the c-extremization, the U(1)R-
charge for these Fermi multiplets is assigned to be r = 0. Consequently, the gauging
procedure is then applied to the elliptic genus as described:

η(q)
ϑ4(q, c1 · · · )

η(q)
ϑ4(q, c2 · · · ) → η(q)2

∫
JK

da

2πia
η(q)

ϑ4(da · · · )
η(q)

ϑ4(da−1 · · · )
ϑ4(a±N )
η(q)2 (2.70)

Once a (0,2) quiver theory involves a U(1) gauging of the UN theories, the theory is no
longer the (0,2) reduction of a class S theory. Nonetheless, one can consider the elliptic
genus of the theory in the infrared.

2.3.1 Gauge/LG duality for linear quivers

The (0,2) reduction of class S theory of higher rank is quite restricted because the class
S theory should have a Lagrangian description. Consequently, a theory sought to be built
upon the SU(N) gauging of the UN theories. One such example is a linear quiver as in
Figure 13. The central charges are given by

cL = 2(N2 + n− 1) , cR = 3(N2 + n− 1) . (2.71)

As the simplest example, we can consider the (0,2) SU(N) SQCD with N fundamentals
and N anti-fundamentals. As found in [28, Eqn.(4.7)], the computation of its elliptic genus
is equivalent to the higher rank rendition of the elliptic inversion formula (2.37)

η(q)N2+1ϑ1(cN
1 c

N
2 )

ϑα(cN
1 )ϑα(cN

2 ) ∏N
A,B=1 ϑ1(c1c2b0,Ab

−1
2,B)

= η(q)2N2

N !

∫
JK

da

2πia

N∏
A,B,i=1

∏
j ̸=i ϑ1(ai/aj)

ϑ4(c1b0,Aa
−1
i )ϑ4(c2b

−1
2,Bai)

,

(2.72)
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N1 N2
. . . Nn−2 Nn−1

12 1n−1 1n

N0 Nn

Figure 13. An SU(N) linear quiver where the subscripts are added solely for node numbering
purposes.

where α = 1 for even N and α = 4 for odd N . To evaluate the elliptic genus of a linear
quiver, we repeatedly apply the elliptic inversion formula (2.72), and it therefore takes a
simple form

I(0,2),N
0,n,2 = η(q)N2+n−1ϑα(∏n

i=1 c
N
i )∏n

i=1 ϑβ

(
cN

i

)
·
∏N

A,B=1 ϑγ(b0,A b−1
n,B

∏n
i=1 ci)

(2.73)

where

α =

1 n ·N even
4 n ·N odd

, β =

1 N even
4 N odd

, γ =

1 n even
4 n odd

. (2.74)

Taking into account the shift of the U(1)ci fugacities in (2.27), the form of the elliptic
genus tells us that the theory is dual to an LG model with one Fermi multiplet Ψ, n chiral
multiplets Φ and one chiral meson multiplet Φ̃i,j=1,...,n, forming a J-type superpotential

W = Ψ(
n∏

i=1
Φi + det Φ̃) .

2.3.2 Gauge/LG duality for circular quivers

The other class of the (0,2) reduction of class S theory is a circular quiver as in Figure 14.
Again, for a genus-one theory, the diagonal Cartan subgroup U(1)N−1 is unbroken. As a
result, the central charges for genus 1 with n punctures are given by

cL = 2n+ 3(N − 1) , cR = 3(n+N − 1) . (2.75)

Some of the explicit JK residue computations of elliptic genera can be found in Appendix
C.5 and C.6.

As the simplest example, let us consider the theory at genus-one with one puncture.
In other words, it is an SU(N) gauge theory with one adjoint chiral, which is the (0,2)
reduction of the 4d N = 4 SU(N) theory, and an additional free chiral multiplet. The
evaluation of its elliptic genus can be understood as an elliptic inversion formula of another
kind

I(0,2),N
1,1 = η(q)N

N !ϑ4(c)N

∫
JK

da

2πia
∏
j ̸=i

ϑ1(ai/aj)
ϑ4(cai/aj)

= η(q)
ϑα(cN ) ,

(2.76)
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where α = 1 for even N and α = 4 for odd N . Taking into account the shift of the flavor
fugacity in (2.67), the elliptic genus can indeed be written as

I(0,2),N
1,1 = η(q)

ϑ1(c̃) · ϑ1(c̃)
ϑ1(c̃2) · ϑ1(c̃2)

ϑ1(c̃3) · · · ϑ1(c̃N−1)
ϑ1(c̃N ) (2.77)

which are contributions from Tr(Φ),Tr(Φ2), . . .Tr(ΦN ) as well as their superpartners where
Φ is the N ⊗ N chiral multiplet in the UV quiver theory. Thus, the moduli space of the
chiral multiplet is CN spanned by Tr(Φi) (i = 1, . . . , N), consistent with the right-moving
central charge cR = 3N .

We can remove a free hypermultiplet factor η(τ)/ϑ4(c) from the above expression and
obtain

I(2,2),N
N =4 = ϑ4(c)

ϑα(cN ) . (2.78)

We note that this expression is precisely the vacuum character of N − 1 copies of bcβγ
systems labeled by i = 1, . . . , N − 1, with the following conformal weights h and U(1)
charges m.

h m

bi
1
2(di + 1) 1

2(di − 1)
ci −1

2(di − 1) −1
2(di − 1)

βi
1
2di

1
2di

γi 1 − 1
2di −1

2di

Here di = i+ 1 denotes the degree of the i-th invariant of SU(N). The vacuum character
reads (up to a factor of i)

q
1
8 (N2−1)

N−1∏
i=1

(cdi−1q
di+1

2 ; q)(c−di+1q
1−di

2 ; q)
(cdiq

di
2 ; q)(c−diq1− di

2 ; q)
= ϑ4(c)
ϑα(cN ) . (2.79)

The bcβγ system serves as a free field realization of the chiral algebra χN =4,N of the 4d
N = 4 SU(N) SYM [19], and therefore is a reducible module of χN =4,N . Hence, the above
vacuum character is naturally a reducible module character of χN =4,N .

As discussed at the end of §2.2.3, the combination of a (0,2) vector multiplet and an
adjoint chiral multiplet forms a (2,2) vector multiplet. Consequently, there is no distinction
between the left- and right-moving sectors. The analysis above suggests that the infrared
theory is described by the chiral algebra χN =4,N .

As a generalization of this case, the circular quiver in Figure 14 can be obtained by
SU(N) gauging of the ends of the linear quiver in Figure 13. The elliptic genus is given by

I(0,2),N
1,n =

n∏
i=1

η(q)
ϑα(cN

i )
. (2.80)

where again α = 1 for even N and α = 4 for odd N . Extrapolating from the N = 4
discussion, we conjecture that the elliptic genus continues to be a module character of the
chiral algebra of the 4d N = 2 circular quiver theory.
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Figure 14. An SU(N) circular quiver where the subscripts are added solely for node numbering
purposes.

2.3.3 General Riemann surfaces

Other quiver theories cannot be obtained from the (0,2) reduction of class S theory because
they involve a U(1) gauge group. Nonetheless, one can consider SU(N)×U(1) quiver gauge
theory of genus g > 0 with n punctures where the numbers of SU(N) and U(1) gauge groups
are 2(g−1)+n and g−1, respectively. We assume that U(1)g(N−1) gauge group is unbroken
so that the complex dimension of the moduli space of chiral multiples is (Ng−1+n). Thus,
the central charges are given by

cL = (3N + 1)g − 4 + 2n , cR = 3(Ng − 1 + n) . (2.81)

By introducing U(1) flavor fugacities ci for the external punctures and di for the U(1)
gauging, the elliptic genus of the theory can be expressed in a simple form (up to sign)

I(0,2),N
g>0,n =

g−1∏
j=1

(−1)βNϑβ(dN
j )2

η(q)ϑ1(d2N
j )

n∏
i=1

η(q)
ϑα(cN

i )
, (2.82)

where α = 1, β = 4 for even N and α = 4, β = 1 for odd N . This form is independent
of quiver descriptions. Therefore, regardless of the quiver descriptions, we claim these
theories all flow to the same infrared (IR) theory. Applying the formula

η(q)2
∫

JK

dc

2πic
ϑ4(c±N )

ϑα(dNc±N ) = (−1)βNϑβ(dN )2

η(q)ϑ1(d2N ) , (2.83)

one can convince oneself that (2.82) is consistent with the TQFT structure as in Figure 11.
The distinctions between SU(2) and SU(N) become evident in theories of genus g

that have g U(1) gauge nodes. As demonstrated in Appendix C.6.2, the elliptic genus
evaluation for the left quiver theory depicted in Figure 15 reveals that it is dual to an LG
model. Contrarily, the explicit evaluation shows that the elliptic genus of the right quiver
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theory in Figure 15 does not factorize into theta functions. This observation implies that
the right quiver theory does not possess an LG dual description.

3

1

3 3 13

3

3

Figure 15. SU(3) × U(1) gauge theories corresponding to the genus-one Riemann surface with two
punctures.

2.4 Comments on non-Lagrangian cases

The (0,2) reduction described in §2.1.3 can potentially be applied to non-Lagrangian class
S theories, including the trinion theories TN and the Argyres-Douglas theories. However,
to perform a consistent reduction, the (0, 2) U(1) R-charges, represented as R = R+ r−f

2 ,
must take integer values. This imposes stringent conditions on which class S theories can
undergo consistent reduction. Upon examining the Higgs and Coulomb branch operators,
the reduction seems possible for simple theories such as the T3 theory and the (A1, D4)
Argyres-Douglas theory. On the other hand, the (A1, D2n+1) theories do not admit con-
sistent reduction since the dimensions of their Coulomb branch operators are fractional,
resulting in a non-integral value for R + r−f

2 . In the following, we will discuss potential
candidates for the (0, 2) elliptic genus in these non-Lagrangian cases.

Recall that from §2.1.2, (0,2) elliptic genus in the Ramond sector‖ is expected to be a
Jacobi form of weight-0 with a non-zero index which captures the ’t Hooft anomaly of the
flavor symmetry. Additionally, we further conjecture in (2.26) that the (0,2) elliptic genus
for a class S theory T [Cg,n] should be some linear combination of the module characters
of the associated VOA χ(T [Cg,n]). Indeed, both of the expected properties place strong
constraints on the form of an elliptic genus.

The T3 trinion theory of type A2 is endowed with E6 flavor symmetry [61, 62]. As
uncovered in [1, Figure 19], the SU(2) gauging of the T3 trinion theory leads to the infinite
coupling limit of SU(3) Nf = 6 superconformal theory. The corresponding VOA is the
affine Lie algebra (ê6)−3 with level −3 [7]. The algebra (ê6)−3 is endowed with irreducible
representations with the following highest weights [63]:

0, −3ω1, −3ω6, ω1 − 2ω3, ω6 − 2ω5, −2ω2, −ω4 . (2.84)

Using the pure spinor formalism [49, 64], the following combination of the (ê6)−3 characters
is considered

Ie6(m, q) = ch(̂e6)−3
0 (m, q) − ch(̂e6)−3

−3ω1 (m, q). (2.85)
‖In the previous subsections, we consider (0,2) elliptic genus in the NS sector. Nonetheless, it is

straightforward to transform it to the Ramond sector simply by replacing ϑ4 by ϑ1.
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This partition function can be expressed by a combination of theta functions as follows:

Ie6(m, q) =
η(q)10(

Θe6
ω1(m̃, q) − Θe6

ω6(m̃, q)
)∏

w∈S ϑ1(mw
d5) , (2.86)

where the two theta functions Θe6
ω1,ω6 are defined [65, 66] as

Θe6
ω1(m, q) = q1/6

2

4∑
k=1

σkm0ϑk(m3
0q)

5∏
j=1

ϑk(mj) ,

Θe6
ω6(m, q) = q1/6

2

4∑
k=1

σkm
−1
0 ϑk(m3

0q
−1)

5∏
j=1

ϑk(mj) ,

with −σ1 = σ2 = σ3 = −σ4 = 1. Here, m = (m0,md5) = (m0,m1, . . . ,m5) are the
fugacities for e6 (mi>0 are also fugacities for the subalgebra d5) in the orthogonal basis.∗∗

In the numerator of (2.86), we use m̃ = (m2
0,m1, . . . ,m5), and in the denominator, S =

[0, 0, 0, 0, 1] is the spin representation of d5.
Using the branching rules, one can establish the relationships between the e6 fugacities

m and the a3 ⊕ a3 ⊕ a3 fugacities xi, yj , zk in the fundamental weight basis (or the omega
basis in [67, 68]):

m0 = x
1
2
1 z

− 1
2

2 , m3 = x
1
2
1 y

−1
1 z

1
2
2 ,

m1 = x
− 1

2
1 x−1

2 z1z
1
2
2 , m4 = x

1
2
1 y1y

−1
2 ,

m2 = x
1
2
1 x2z1z

1
2
2 , m5 = x

1
2
1 y2z

1
2
2 .

(2.87)

Recall from (2.19) that the ’t Hooft anomaly can be read off from the shift property
of (2.86). In particular, we focus on the three simple SU(3) flavor subgroups with the
fugacities xi, yj , zk:

x1 → x1q , x2 → x2/q, Ie6 → q2x1z
2
2

x3
2

Ie6

y1 → y1q , y2 → y2/q, Ie6 → (qy1/y2)9 Ie6

z1 → z1q , z2 → z2/q, Ie6 → q2z3
1

x1z2
Ie6 . (2.88)

In four dimensions, the E6 theory is related to the SU(3) SQCD through the Argyres-
Seiberg duality, where two of the SU(3) flavor symmetries of the former are identified with
the two SU(3) flavor symmetries of the latter. If the above Ie6 truly represents the elliptic
genus of the reduced E6 theory, then its SU(3)2 ’t Hooft anomaly should match with that
of the reduced SU(3) SQCD. The elliptic genus I(0,2),3

0,2,2 of 2d (0,2) SU(3) SQCD with 3
fundamentals and 3 anti-fundamentals is the N = 3 specialization of (2.72), and it has the
shift properties

ci → ciq, I(0,2),3
0,2,2 → q

9
2 c9

i I(0,2),3
0,2,2

∗∗In contrary, the fugacities in [49] are expressed in the alpha basis [67, 68].
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bi,1 → bi,1q, bi,2 → bi,2/q, I(0,2),3
0,2,2 → (qbi,1/bi,2)9 I(0,2),3

0,2,2

where ci are the two U(1) fugacities, and bi,j are the two SU(3) fugacities. However, by
comparison, the two shift behaviors do not match if we identify the SU(3) fugacities as
y1 = b0,1, y2 = b0,2, z1 = b2,1, z2 = b2,2. Hence, when we perform SU(2) gauging on the
expression given in (2.86), it appears that we do not arrive at the (0,2) elliptic genus for
SU(3) SQCD with Nf = 6. It could be worthwhile to explore alternative combinations of
(ê6)−3 characters, distinct from (2.85), in order to compare with the SU(3) SQCD with
Nf = 6. Indeed, by the logic of [49], a linear combination of the vacuum character and the
character with the highest weight −ω4 is the most promising starting point.

Argyres-Douglas theories [69, 70] constitute another interesting class of non-Lagrangian
theories, whose construction involves a higher-order pole of the Higgs field in the Hitchin
system [71].

Let us first consider the (A1, D4) theory. The rank-one theory contains a Coulomb
branch operator with conformal dimension ∆ = −3/2, and therefore an integral r-charge
r = 2∆ = 3, suggesting a possible S2 reduction and a corresponding (0,2) elliptic genus.
The associated VOA is given by the Kac-Moody algebra ŝu(3)−3/2 [6, 72]. The level
k = −3/2 with respect to the SU(3) flavor symmetry is called boundary admissible in
Mathematics literature. There are four irreducible admissible highest weight modules with
affine weights

−3
2 ω̂0, −3

2 ω̂1, −3
2 ω̂2, ρ̂ = −1

2

2∑
i=0

ω̂i , (2.89)

where ρ̂ is the affine Weyl vector. The characters are given by

ch− 3
2 ω̂0

= η(τ)ϑ1(b1 − 2b2|2τ)ϑ1(−b1 − b2|2τ)ϑ1(−2b1 + b2|2τ)
η(2τ)ϑ1(b1 − 2b2|τ)ϑ1(−b1 − b2|τ)ϑ1(−2b1 + b2|τ) ,

ch− 3
2 ω̂1

= − η(τ)ϑ4(b1 − 2b2|2τ)ϑ4(−b1 − b2|2τ)ϑ1(−2b1 + b2|2τ)
η(2τ)ϑ1(b1 − 2b2|τ)ϑ1(−b1 − b2|τ)ϑ1(−2b1 + b2|τ) ,

ch− 3
2 ω̂2

= − η(τ)ϑ1(b1 − 2b2|2τ)ϑ4(−b1 − b2|2τ)ϑ4(−2b1 + b2|2τ)
η(2τ)ϑ1(b1 − 2b2|τ)ϑ1(−b1 − b2|τ)ϑ1(−2b1 + b2|τ) ,

ch− 1
2 ρ̂ = − η(τ)ϑ4(b1 − 2b2|2τ)ϑ1(−b1 − b2|2τ)ϑ4(−2b1 + b2|2τ)

η(2τ)ϑ1(b1 − 2b2|τ)ϑ1(−b1 − b2|τ)ϑ1(−2b1 + b2|τ) ,

where the first one is the vacuum character of ŝu(3)−3/2 as well as the Schur index of the
(A1, D4) theory. The modular S-matrix is given by

S = −1
2


1 1 1 −1
1 1 −1 1
1 −1 1 1

−1 1 1 1

 . (2.90)

There are four eigenvectors of S, with eigenvalues respectively (−1,−1,−1, 1),

ch− 3
2 ω̂0

− ch− 3
2 ρ̂, ch− 3

2 ω̂0
+ ch− 3

2 ω̂1
, ch− 3

2 ω̂0
+ ch− 3

2 ω̂2
, (2.91)
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and finally
ch− 3

2 ω̂0
− ch− 3

2 ω̂1
− ch− 3

2 ω̂2
+ ch− 3

2 ρ̂ . (2.92)

Unfortunately, neither the +1 eigenvector nor any linear combination of the −1 eigenvectors
behaves consistently under the shift of both SU(3) flavor fugacities b1 and b2. Consequently,
no linear combination of the ŝu(3)−3/2 characters satisfies the expected properties of a (0,2)
elliptic genus.

Let us also consider the (A1, D2n+1) Argyres-Douglas theories which enjoy SU(2) flavor
symmetry. Since these theories contain Coulomb branch operators with fractional r-charge,
a valid (0,2) reduction is not anticipated. Below, we contend that from the VOA perspec-
tive, a (0,2) elliptic genus does not exist. The associated VOAs are given by ŝu(2)k=− 4n

2n+1

[6, 72]. In this case, the level k = − 4n
2n+1 = −2 + 2

2n+1 is also boundary admissible, and
the VOA has admissible affine weights given by (where u := 2n+ 1) [73, 74]

λ̂k,j = (k + 2j
u

)ω̂0 − 2j
u
ω̂1 , j = 0, 1, 2, . . . , u− 1 = 2n . (2.93)

They are highest weights of irreducible highest weight modules L(λ̂k,j) of ŝu(2)k=− 4n
2n+1

,
whose characters are given by a simple formula

chL(λ̂k,j) = z− 2j
u q

j2
2u
ϑ1(2z − jτ |uτ)

ϑ1(2z|τ) . (2.94)

Here, z is the flavor SU(2) fugacity. The modular S-matrix is given by

Sjj′ =
√

2
u2(k + 2)e

πi(j+j′)eπi(jj′(k+2)) sin
(

π

k + 2

)
. (2.95)

However, none of the eigenvectors of the S-matrix transforms itself (up to a factor)
under the shift z → z + τ since each character transforms in the following manner (the
subscript follows a cyclic rule such that j ∼ j + 2n+ 1):

ch(λ̂k,j) z→z+τ−−−−→ (b2q)−k ch(λ̂k,j−2) . (2.96)

This implies that a Jacobi form from ch(λ̂k,j) must take the form

const ·
2n∑

j=0
ch(λ̂k,j) , (2.97)

which is never an eigenvector of the S-matrix (2.95). Therefore, we conclude that no linear
combination of the ŝu(2)k=− 4n

2n+1
characters satisfies the expected properties of a (0,2)

elliptic genus.

3 N = (0, 4) elliptic genera for class S theories on S2

In this section, we study N = (0, 4) theories obtained by a distinct twisted compactification
of class S theories of type A on S2. In these theories, we perform a topological twist on
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U(1)S2 with 4d N = 2 superconformal R-symmetry U(1)r ⊂ SU(2)R × U(1)r as discussed
in [28, 75]. Referencing Table 1, the four supercharges QI

−, Q̃
I
−̇ (I = 1, 2) survive under

this twist, and they possess the identical U(1)T 2 charge. Therefore, this twist preserves 2d
N = (0, 4) supersymmetry and thus, we refer to this twisted compactification as the (0,4)
reduction of class S theories. For 4d N = 2 SCFT, U(1)r-charges of operators are integral,
eliminating the need for an additional twist by a flavor symmetry. The 2d N = (0, 4)
supersymmetry has SO(4)R

∼= SU(2)−
R × SU(2)+

R as the UV R-symmetry where 4d SU(2)R

is identified with 2d SU(2)−
R ⊂ SO(4)R. This subgroup subsequently evolves into the affine

ŝu(2) Lie algebra within the small N = 4 superconformal algebra in the infrared. Given
the (0,4) reduction of a class S theory, we consider its IR SCFT on the Higgs branch where
SU(2)+

R becomes the small N = 4 superconformal R-symmetry in the right-moving sector.
For a detailed analysis of the symmetries within this context, readers are directed to [28].

In the (0,4) reduction, a 4d N = 2 hypermultiplet reduces to a 2d N = (0, 4) hyper-
multiplet (two (0,2) chirals with opposite charges). Likewise, a 4d N = 2 vector multiplet
reduces to a 2d N = (0, 4) vector multiplet ((0,2) vector + (0,2) adjoint Fermi). Conse-
quently, for a Lagrangian theory, the basic building blocks in 2d are as follows:

2c

2b

2a

1c

Nb

Na

Figure 16. Left: A building block for type A1, representing eight (0,2) chiral multiplets with SU(2)3

flavor symmetry. Right: A building block for Lagrangian theories of type AN−1, representing a
(0,4) free hypermultiplet with SU(N)a × SU(N)b × U(1)c flavor symmetry.

For type A1, it corresponds to a sphere with three punctures. For type AN−1, a
sphere with one minimal puncture and two maximal punctures gives rise to this building
block. For simplicity in notation (without distinguishing types of punctures), we denote
its contribution to a (0,4) elliptic genus as I(0,4)

0,3 . The explicit contributions of this and the
vector multiplet are provided as follows:

I(0,4)
0,3 (a, b, c) =

N∏
i,j=1

η(q)2

ϑ1(v(caibj)±) ,

I(0,4)
vec (a) =

(
ϑ1(v2)η(q)

)N−1

N !

N∏
A,B=1
A ̸=B

ϑ1(v2aA/aB)ϑ1(aA/aB)
η(q)2 , (3.1)

where the SU(N) fugacities condition is implicitly imposed
N∏

i=1
ai = 1 =

N∏
i=1

bi . (3.2)
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The fugacity v is for the Cartan subgroup of the anti-diagonal of SU(2)−
R × SU(2)+

R R-
symmetry that commutes with the supercharges. In this physical setup, it is argued in
[28, 76] that the (0,4) elliptic genus is expected to be the Vafa-Witten partition function
[77] on Cg,n × S2. In [28], the S-duality of (0,4) theories with genus zero is confirmed
by evaluating the elliptic genera. Notably, using the elliptic inversion formula (2.37), the
elliptic genus of the (0,4) reduction of the non-Lagrangian T3 trinion theory was obtained
there. The primary focus of this paper is to explore the (0,4) theories with a genus greater
than zero, using elliptic genera.

In theories with a genus of zero, one can determine the right-moving central charge
using the SU(2)+

R anomaly
cR = 6(2kR) = 6(nh − nv) . (3.3)

Here, kR denotes the SU(2)+
R anomaly coefficient, which can be computed as in (2.14) at

UV, and 2kR represents the level of the affine SU(2)+
R-symmetry. For a class S theory

TN [Cg=0,n] lacking Lagrangian description, nh and nv can be evaluated from partitions of
N assigned to punctures. The explicit treatment can be found in [28, 78], and we omit
the details here. The left-moving central charge cL can be derived from the gravitational
anomaly (2.18). Note that 2kR represents the quaternionic dimension of the Higgs branch.
Moreover, the q → 0 limit of the elliptic genus agrees with the Hilbert series of the Higgs
branch [79] (the computational techniques are developed in [80–82]).

On the other hand, the situation drastically changes for theories with a genus greater
than zero. In a theory with genus g > 0, the U(1)(N−1)g gauge symmetry remains unbroken
on the Higgs branch [79, 83].†† Since a theory is expected to flow to a CFT on its Higgs
branch, the right-moving central charge is equal to six times the quaternionic dimension of
the Higgs branch. A general formula for the quaternionic dimension of the Higgs branch of
an AN−1 type class S is discussed in [83]. The gravitational anomaly is given by cR − cL =
2(nh − nv) where nh, nv are the effective number of hypermultiplets and vector multiplets,
respectively. Therefore, the central charges for the (0,4) theory of genus g > 0 are given by

cR =6(nh − nv + g(N − 1)) = 6
[
N − 1 + 1

2

n∑
i=1

(N2 −N − dimC Oi)
]
,

cL =4(nh − nv) + 6g(N − 1) = (4 + 2g)(N − 1) + 2
n∑

i=1
(N2 −N − dimC Oi)

(3.4)

where Oi represents the nilpotent orbit corresponding to the i-th puncture [78]. For a
nilpotent orbit labelled by a partition λ of N , the complex dimension is calculated as

dimCOλ = N2 −
∑

i

l2i

where λt = [l1, l2 · · · ] is the transpose of the Young diagram λ. As we will see below, the
q → 0 limit of the elliptic genus is no longer equal to the Hilbert series of the Higgs branch.

††The term “Higgs branch” refers to the moduli space of hypermultiplets where the gauge symmetry
is “maximally Higgsed”. Namely, it is the configuration in which the number of massless Abelian vector
multiplets is minimized. This particular branch was previously referred to as the “Kibble branch” in [79].
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This is very similar to the relation between the Hall-Littlewood index and the Higgs branch
Hilbert series [5] in which the agreement can be seen for theories with genus zero but not
higher.

In the following, we present closed-form expressions for the (0,4) elliptic genera of
theories where the genus g > 0. If a theory has a Lagrangian description with a gauge group
of adequately low total rank, one can straightforwardly compute the elliptic genus through
the JK-residue method. To determine the elliptic genus of non-Lagrangian theories at
higher genus, we exploit the inversion formula in [28, 84, 85], namely performing additional
gauging in Lagrangian theories. For detailed calculations, readers can refer to Appendix
D, which provides explicit JK residue computations of (0,4) elliptic genera. The resulting
closed-form expressions are remarkably simple, aligning well with the TQFT structure on
punctured Riemann surfaces Cg,n.

3.1 Type A1

Class S theories of type A1 all have Lagrangian descriptions and are completely specified by
the genus g and the number of (regular) punctures n. We shall focus on theories at genus
g ≥ 1 with an arbitrary number of punctures. To compute elliptic genera, we can gauge
the basic building block illustrated in the left of Figure 16 by using (3.1). For g = 1, n = 1,
the elliptic genus is computed by JK-residue where one only encounters non-degenerate
poles,

I(0,4),2
1,1 (c) =

∫
JK

da

2πiaI(0,4)
0,3 (a, a−1, c)I(0,4)

vec (a)

= η(q)2ϑ1(v4)
ϑ1(v2)ϑ1(v2c±2) . (3.5)

The expression is a simple ratio of the theta functions, and the LG dual theory is described
in [28, §2.2.3]. A similar computation can be performed for g = 1, n ≥ 1, which yields

I(0,4),2
1,n (c1, . . . , cn) =

n∏
i=1

η(τ)2ϑ1(v4)
ϑ1(v2)ϑ1(v2c±2

i )
. (3.6)

While the Higgs (Kibble) branch Hilbert series was computed in [79, §4.2.2] for n = 2,
the relation between the elliptic genus and the Hilbert series is unclear. Consequently,
although the form of the elliptic genus suggests the existence of an LG dual theory, its
precise description remains unknown to us.

It is straightforward to obtain the elliptic genus for higher genera. For example, the
theory of genus two

I(0,4),2
2,0 =

∫
JK

da

2πiaI(0,4),2
1,2 (a, a−1)I(0,4)

vec (a) =
∫

JK

da

2πia(I(0,4),2
1,1 (a))2I(0,4)

vec (a)

=ϑ1(v2)ϑ1(v4)
η(q)2

(3.7)

Moreover, we can increase the genus g by gluing together any number of pairs of punctures,
and the final result takes a simple form

I(0,4),2
g,n (c1, . . . , cn) =

(
ϑ1(v2)ϑ1(v4)

η(q)2

)g−1 n∏
i=1

η(q)2ϑ1(v4)
ϑ1(v2)ϑ1(v2c±2

i )
. (3.8)
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This result is consistent with the cut-and-join TQFT structure on Cg,n so that

I(0,4),2
g+1,n (c1, . . . , cn) =

∫
JK

da

2πiaI(0,4),2
g,n+2 (c1, · · · , cn, a, a

−1)I(0,4)
vec (a) ,

I(0,4),2
g1+g2,n1+n2(c1, . . . , cn1+n2) =

∫
JK

da

2πiaI(0,4),2
g1,n1+1(c1, · · · , a)I(0,4)

vec (a)I(0,4),2
g2,n2+1(cn1+1, · · · , a−1) .

3.2 Type A2

For class S theories of type A2, there are two types of regular punctures the minimal
punctures with flavor symmetry U(1) and the maximal punctures with flavor symmetry
SU(3). We denote the number of these punctures as n1 and n3, respectively. To begin
with, we can gauge the basic building block illustrated in the right of Figure 16 by using
(3.1) to compute the elliptic genus for g = 1 with several minimal punctures. This can be
swiftly computed using the JK residue from which we can postulate a general formula

I(0,4),3
g=1;n1,0(c1, . . . , cn1) =

n1∏
i=1

η(q)2ϑ1(v6)
ϑ1(v2)ϑ1(v3c±3

i )
. (3.9)

3

3

1 1
ell. inv.

T33 3

Figure 17. Application of the elliptic inversion formula leads to the elliptic genus for a maximal
puncture.

To access the elliptic genus in the presence of maximal punctures, we apply the elliptic
inversion formula in [28] that computes the (0,4) elliptic genus of the T3 theory. Specifically,
starting from g = 1, n1 = 2, we use the inversion formula (2.37) to obtain g = 1, n3 = 1
(Figure 17)

I(0,4),3
g=1;0,n3=1(b) = η(q)5

2ϑ1(v2z±2)

∫
JK

ds

2πis
ϑ1(s±2)ϑ1(v−2)
ϑ1(v−1s±1z±1) I(0,4),3

g=1;n1,0(s
1
3 /r, s− 1

3 /r)

= η(q)6ϑ1(v2)ϑ1(v4)ϑ1(v6)∏3
A,B=1 ϑ1(v2bA/bB)

(3.10)

where the SU(3) fugacities for the maximal puncture is identified by (b1, b2, b3) = (rz, r/z, r−2).
The detailed computations of the elliptic genus for type A2 theories are collected in Ap-
pendix D.2. In summary, the elliptic genus for the (0,4) reduction of class S theory
T3[Cg;n1,n3 ] is given by the following simple form

I(0,4),3
g;n1,n3 =

(
ϑ1(v2)ϑ1(v4)2ϑ1(v6)

η(q)4

)g−1
I(0,4),3

1;n1,0 I(0,4),3
1;0,n3 , (3.11)
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where

I(0,4),3
g=1;0,n3 =

n3∏
i=1

η(q)6ϑ1(v2)ϑ1(v4)ϑ1(v6)∏3
A,B=1 ϑ1(v2biA/biB)

. (3.12)

3.3 Type A3

For type A3 theories, there are four types of regular punctures whose partitions and flavor
symmetries are given as follows:

• [3, 1] U(1)
• [2, 1, 1] SU(2) × U(1)
• [2, 2] SU(2)
• [1, 1, 1, 1] SU(4)

We use the notations n1, n2, n3, n4 to denote the numbers of these punctures, respectively.
For g = 1 only with minimal punctures (n2 = n3 = n4 = 0), it is straightforward to
compute the elliptic genus

I(0,4),4
1;n1,0,0,0 =

n1∏
i=1

η(q)2ϑ1(v8)
ϑ1(v2)ϑ1(v4c±4

i )
. (3.13)

4

4

1 1
ell. inv.

R0,44 2

Figure 18. Application of the elliptic inversion formula leads to the elliptic genus for a [2,1,1]
puncture.

Applying the elliptic inversion formula in [85], we can calculate the elliptic genus of
genus-one theories that have [2,1,1], and [2,2] punctures. As a specific case, when there is
solely one [2,1,1] puncture, the elliptic genus is as follows:

I(0,4),4
g=1;0,1,0,0 = η(q)5

2ϑ1(v2z±2)

∫
JK

ds

2πis
ϑ1(s±2)ϑ1(v−2)
ϑ1(v−1s±1z±1) I(0,4),3

g=1;2,0,0,0(s
1
4 /r, s− 1

4 /r)

= η(q)6ϑ1(v6)ϑ1(v8)
ϑ1(v2)2ϑ1(v2z±2)ϑ1(v3z±r±4) , (3.14)

where z, r denote the SU(2) and U(1) fugacities respectively. (See Figure 18.) With only
one [2, 2] puncture, the elliptic genus

I(0,4),4
g=1;0,0,1,0 =η(q)5ϑ1(v2)ϑ1(v−2)

2ϑ1(v4)

∫
JK

ds

2πis
ϑ1(s±2)

ϑ1(s±1)ϑ1(v−2s±1)I(0,4),3
g=1;2,0,0,0(s

1
4 /w, s− 1

4 /w)

= η(q)4ϑ1(v6)ϑ1(v8)
ϑ1(v2)ϑ1(v4)ϑ1(v4w±4)ϑ1(v2w±4) .

(3.15)
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Figure 19. The S-duality in the class S theory of type A3. The right theory involves gauging the
A3 trinion theory.

While the derivation of the elliptic genus for the theory of genus one with a maximal
puncture remains unknown, extrapolation from the results in (3.5) and (3.10) allows us to
propose the following expression

I(0,4),4
g=1;0,0,0,1 = η(q)12ϑ1(v2)ϑ1(v4)ϑ1(v6)ϑ1(v8)∏4

A,B=1 ϑ1(v2bA/bB)
. (3.16)

The validity of our proposed formula can be tested by examining the S-duality in Figure 19.
Gauging this theory as in the right figure leads to the theory of genus one with three minimal
punctures so that we can compare the result with (3.13). The detailed computations of
the elliptic genera are collected in Appendix D.3.

This allows us to further increase the genus g, and finally, the elliptic genus of a general
A3 theory is given by

I(0,4),4
g;n1,n2,n3,n4 =

(
ϑ1(v2)ϑ1(v4)2ϑ1(v6)2ϑ1(v8)

η(q)6

)g−1
I(0,4),4

1;n1,0,0,0I(0,4),4
1;0,n2,0,0I(0,4),4

1;0,0,n3,0I(0,4),4
1;0,0,0,n4 ,

where

I(0,4),4
1;n1,0,0,0 =

n1∏
i=1

η(q)2ϑ1(v8)
ϑ1(v2)ϑ1(v4c±4

i )
(3.17)

I(0,4),4
1;0,n2,0,0 =

n3∏
i=1

η(q)6ϑ1(v6)ϑ1(v8)
ϑ1(v2)2ϑ1(v2z±2

i )ϑ1(v3z±
i r

±4
i )

(3.18)

I(0,4),4
1;0,0,n3,0 =

n2∏
i=1

η(q)4ϑ1(v6)ϑ1(v8)
ϑ1(v2)ϑ1(v4)ϑ1(v2w±4

i )ϑ1(v4w±4
i )

, (3.19)

I(0,4),4
1;0,0,0,n4 =

n4∏
i=1

η(q)12ϑ1(v2)ϑ1(v4)ϑ1(v6)ϑ1(v8)∏4
A,B=1 ϑ1(v2biA/biB)

(3.20)
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3.4 Type AN−1 and TQFT structure

From the above results, we can observe a simple TQFT structure in the N = (0, 4) elliptic
genus of the class S theory at genus g ≥ 1. This structure suggests that the elliptic genus
can be expressed as a straightforward product of contributions from individual punctures
and handles. Therefore, the N = (0, 4) elliptic genus corresponding to type AN−1 is
expected to have the following form:

I(0,4),N
g,n = (HN )g−1

n∏
i=1

I(0,4),N
λi

(bi) , (3.21)

where g is the genus of the associated Riemann surface, and n collectively denotes the
number of punctures, with their internal data represented by partitions (Young diagrams).
The function Iλi

captures the contribution from the i-th puncture labelled by a partition
λi, and HN encapsulates the contribution originating from a handle. Loosely speaking, this
expression resembles the TQFT expression of the 4d N = 2 superconformal index [4, 5],
which involves an infinite sum over representations of SU(N) schematically as

I4d =
∑

µ

H2g−2+n
µ

∏
i

ψ(λi)
µ (bi) . (3.22)

We expect the elliptic genus Ig,n to obey a TQFT structure under cutting and gluing.
Let us consider the maximal puncture corresponding to the integer partition [1N ], which
contributes

I(0,4),N
[1N ] (b) = η(q)N2−N ∏N

M=1 ϑ1(v2M )∏N
A,B ϑ1(v2bA/bB)

, (3.23)

where bA denotes the SU(N) flavor fugacities with constraint b1 · · · bN = 1.
Consider two Riemann surfaces, labeled as Cg1,n1 and Cg2,n2 , each with a maximal

puncture. By SU(N) gauging, these two maximal punctures can be joined together, which
results in a new Riemann surface Cg1+g2,n1+n2−2. Similarly, if a Riemann surface Cg,n

possesses more than two maximal punctures, by gauging the diagonal of the SU(N)2 flavor
symmetry originating from these two maximal punctures, we can transform this surface
into a new Riemann surface Cg+1,n−2. These processes can be visualized in Figure 20. For
the form of (0,4) elliptic genus (3.21) to be compatible with these procedures, the handle
contribution must be

HN =
∫

JK

da

2πiaI(0,4),N
[1N ] (a)I(0,4),N

[1N ] (a−1)I(0,4)
vec (a)

=
∏N

M=1 ϑ1(v2M )2

N !η(q)N−1ϑ1(v2)N+1

∫
JK

da

2πia
∏

A ̸=B

ϑ1(aA/aB)
ϑ1(v2aA/aB) ,

=
∏N

M=1 ϑ1(v2M )2

η(q)2(N−1)ϑ1(v2)ϑ1(v2N )
. (3.24)

The JK integral is analogous to the one in (2.76). These results (3.23) and (3.24) reduce to
those in the previous examples when N = 2, 3, 4. Furthermore, given that the (0,4) elliptic
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genus form in (3.21) receives only local contributions, verifying the following properties is
straightforward

I(0,4),N
g1+g2,n1+n2−2(b, c) =

∫
JK

da

2πiaI(0,4),N
g1,n1 (b, a)I(0,4),N

g2,n2 (c, a−1)I(0,4)
vec (a) ,

I(0,4),N
g+1,n−2(b) =

∫
JK

da

2πiaI(0,4),N
g,n (b, a, a−1)I(0,4)

vec (a) . (3.25)

· · · · · · · · ·
⋆⋆

⋆⋆

⋆⋆

⋆⋆

⋆⋆

⋆⋆

Figure 20. The gluing maximal punctures leads to a new Riemann surface, and (0,4) elliptic
genera are consistent with the cut-and-join procedure on Riemann surfaces Cg,n.

The contribution from other punctures can be derived from the maximal one using
nilpotent Higgsing. When transitioning from the maximal one to another type, an operator
O, which is charged under the SU(N) flavor symmetry, acquires a nilpotent VEV ⟨O⟩ with
Jordan blocks of sizes 1 and N − 1, which specifies an embedding SU(2) ↪→ SU(N) [78].
Following [85], we propose that this nilpotent Higgsing procedure can be implemented at
the level of the elliptic genus as follows. The contribution from a puncture defined by an
integer partition λ of N is given by

Iλ(c) = lim
b→c

[
Kλ(c)
K[1N ](b)

]
Γ(tαz)→ η(q)

ϑ1(v2αz)

I[1N ](b) . (3.26)

Here, b denotes the flavor fugacities associated to the puncture, and the function K is
defined using the plethystic exponential (A.5) as

Kλ(c) := PE
[ ∑

j

tj+1 − pqtj

(1 − p)(1 − q) chf
µj

(c)
]
. (3.27)

The ratio Kλ/K[1N ] in (3.26) can always be expressed by elliptic Gamma functions, which
will be shown at the end of this section.

The replacement b → c and the Kλ should be understood in the following way [86].
Recall that the integer partition λ captures an embedding of SU(2) into SU(N). The
adjoint representation of SU(N) decomposes with respect to this embedding

adj = ⊕jµj ⊗ σj , (3.28)

where σj denotes the spin-j representation of the embedded SU(2), and the µj denotes a
representation of the commutant, namely, the flavor symmetry f of the puncture. With
the decomposition, one writes down an equality of characters

chadj(b) =
∑

j

chf
µj

(c) chSU(2)
σj

(t1/2) , chSU(2)
σj

(t1/2) =
j∑

m=−j

tm . (3.29)
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determining the substitution b → c (up to Weyl transformation)‡‡.
For example, the partition λ = [1N ] corresponding to the maximal puncture simply

means a trivial embedding of SU(2), and therefore f = SU(N), j = 0 and µ0 = adj. The
K-function then reads

K[1N ](b) = PE
[

t− pq

(1 − p)(1 − q) chadj(b)
]
, (3.31)

where b = (b1, b2, . . . , bN−1, bN ) denotes the fugacities of the flavor SU(N). As another
example, when N = 4, λ = [2, 2], the flavor symmetry is f = SU(2). The adjoint of SU(4)
decomposes as adj = ([j = 1] ⊕ [j = 0]) ⊗ σj=1 ⊕ [j = 1] ⊗ σj=0 where [j] simply denotes
the spin-j representation with respect to f . The replacement b → c reads (b1, b2, b3, b4) →
(ct1/2, ct−1/2, c−1t1/2, c−1t−1/2), and the K function is given by

K[22](c) = PE
[

(t− pq)
(1 − q)(1 − p)(c2 + 1

c2 + 1) + (t2 − pqt)
(1 − q)(1 − p)(c2 + 1

c2 + 2)
]
. (3.32)

Another case of interest is the principal embedding λ = [N ] corresponding to trivial
flavor symmetry. The fugacity takes the principal specialization

(b1, · · · , bN ) → (t−
N−1

2 , t−
N−3

2 , · · · , t
N−3

2 , t−
N−1

2 ) . (3.33)

The adjoint of SU(N) is decomposed into adj = ⊕N−1
i=1 σi and the K function is

K[N ](c) = PE
[ N−1∑

i=1

ti+1 − pqti

(1 − p)(1 − q)

]
. (3.34)

Note that there is no real c dependence since the corresponding flavor symmetry is trivial.
We should regard the principal embedding as removing the puncture entirely. Hence,

lim
b→c

[
K[N ](c)
K[1N ](b)

]
Γ(tαz)→ η(τ)

ϑ1(2αv+z)

I[1N ](b) = 1 . (3.35)

This illustrates the closure of a puncture.
In this way, the contribution from a puncture with hook-type Young diagram can be

read as

I[N−K,1K ] =
∏N

M=N−K+1 ϑ1(v2M )
η(q)K

η(q)2K∏K
A=1 ϑ1(vN−K+1(rNcA)±)

η(q)K2∏K
A,B=1 ϑ1(v2cA/cB)

,

(3.36)
‡‡To actually obtain the decomposition (3.29) of character, one may start by finding the replacement

b → c associated to the embedding. The process to find b → c effectively starts by addressing a simpler
equation:

chfund(b) =
∑

j

chf

µ′
j
(c) chSU(2)

σj
(t1/2) (3.30)

with respect to the decomposition of the SU(N) fundamental fund = ⊕jµ′
j ⊗ σj . Then, the replacement

can then be reintroduced back to (3.29) and help determine pairs µ, σ of representations.
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where r and cA represent the flavor fugacities. In particular, for genus one with a simple
puncture, the elliptic genus is given by

I(0,4),N
g=1,n=1 = η(q)2ϑ1(v2N )

ϑ1(v2)ϑ1(vNc±N )

= η(q)2

ϑ1(vc±1)

N∏
i=2

ϑ1(v2i)
ϑ1(v2(i−1))

ϑ1(vi−1c±(i−1))
ϑ1(vic±i) .

(3.37)

The first term represents the contribution from a free hypermultiplet, while the subsequent
terms account for Tr(ΦΦ̃)i, Tr(Φi), and Tr(Φ̃i) (i = 2, . . . , N) where (Φ, Φ̃) is the N ⊗ N

hypermultiplet in the UV quiver theory. Indeed, the Higgs branch of the theory [87] is
CN × CN

SN
= C2 × tC × tC

SN
. (3.38)

On the left-hand side, the eigenvalues of the mutually commuting (Φ, Φ̃) span CN × CN

which receives the action of the Weyl group SN . On the right-hand side, the first factor
C2 is spanned by Tr(Φ) and Tr(Φ̃) (the free hypermultiplet), and the second represents
the Higgs branch of 4d N = 4 SCFT [19, 21] where tC is the Cartan subalgebras of sl(N).
Hence, its quaternionic dimension is N , consistent with the right-moving central charge
cR = 6N , as derived from (3.4).

In all the above ratios of K we will take a replacement Γ(tαz) → η(τ)
ϑ1(2αv+z) at the

end of computation. This is possible thanks to the fact that limb→cKλ/K[1N ] is always a
product of elliptic Gamma functions. It can be seen by explicitly writing out the plethystic
exponential

lim
b→c

Kλ(c)
K[1N ](b)

= PE
[

t− pq

(1 − p)(1 − q)
∑

j

chf
µj

(c)
(
tj − chSU(2)

σj
(t1/2)

)]
. (3.39)

For each j in the above sum, we write explicitly

(t− pq)(tj − chSU(2)
σj

(t1/2)) = −(t− pq)(t−j + t−j+1 + · · · + tj−2 + tj−1) . (3.40)

Note that the adjoint representation adj is real, hence we have

chf
µj

(c) = chf
µj

(c−1) . (3.41)

Therefore,

(t− pq)(tj − chSU(2)
σj

(t1/2)) chf
µj

(c) = − (t−j+1 + t−j+2 + · · · + tj−1 + tj) chf
µj

(c)

+ pq(t−j+1 + t−j+2 + · · · + tj−1 + tj) chf
µj

(c)
∣∣∣∣
t→t−1

c→c−1

.

Here we see the structure of x− pq
x emerges, and the ratio of K precisely forms a product

of elliptic Gamma functions. At the end of the computation, the replacement Γ(tαz) →
η(τ)

ϑ1(2αv+z) should be performed to derive the contribution from a puncture to the (0, 4)
elliptic genus.

Our findings give rise to various intriguing questions and potential research directions.
Thus, we conclude this section by highlighting a few prospective avenues for future explo-
ration.
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Simplicity of forms: The (0,4) elliptic genus manifests in surprisingly simple forms,
primarily as products of theta functions. However, such simplicity is observed only in
theories where the genus is greater than zero. The underlying reasons for this remain
mysterious.

Non-linear sigma model: Our investigations point toward an N = (0, 4) non-linear
sigma model as an infrared theory. The target space of this model is the moduli space of
the hypermultiplet with a nontrivial left-moving bundle. Notably, the form of the (0,4)
elliptic genus strongly indicates the existence of an LG dual theory for this class of theories.
An immediate challenge is to identify the superpotential of the LG model, which realizes
the target space of the non-linear sigma model.

Relation with Schur indices: Prior works, such as [88–91], have brought up the re-
lationship between (0,4) elliptic genera and Schur indices. However, the findings in these
works remain observational and lack a foundational understanding. Therefore, a deeper
analysis of the (0,4) elliptic genus presented in this paper, in light of these observations, is
a promising avenue.

Acknowledgments

The authors express their gratitude to Richard Eager, Guli Lockhart and Eric Sharpe for
clarifying the result of [49] and offering feedback on our manuscript. Our appreciation
also goes to Jaewon Song for his insightful comments on our manuscript, and to Wei
Cui, Junkang Huang, Zixiao Huang, Jiaqun Jiang, Marcus Sperling, Jingxiang Wu and
Shutong Zhuang for the enlightening discussions. A special thanks is due to Matteo Sacchi
for pointing out the issue of (0,2) central charges in the first arXiv version. The research of
S.N. is supported by National Natural Science Foundation of China No.12050410234 and
Shanghai Foreign Expert grant No. 22WZ2502100. The research of Y.P. is supported by
the National Natural Science Foundation of China (NSFC) under Grant No. 11905301.

A Notations and conventions

In this paper, the symbol q is defined as q := e2πiτ , where τ is a complex structure of a
two-torus. Throughout the paper, single symbols written in sans-serif type are used to
represent chemical potentials. The fugacity z and the chemical potential z for either gauge
or flavor symmetry are related by the equation z = e2πiz. Abusing notations, functions
with fugacities and chemical potentials will be used interchangeably. For example, the
following two notations represent the same theta function

ϑ1(z) = ϑ1(z) . (A.1)

The notation f(a±b±) is a shorthand notation used to denote the multiplication of all
possible combinations of signs in the arguments. It is defined as follows:

f(a±b±) :=f(ab)f(a−1b)f(ab−1)f(a−1b−1) ,
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g(±a ± b) :=g(a + b)g(−a + b)g(a − b)g(−a − b) . (A.2)

Throughout this paper, we use the following notation for q-Pochhammer symbols

(z; q) :=
∞∏

k=0
(1 − zqk) . (A.3)

The elliptic gamma function is defined by

Γ(z; p, q) =
∞∏

m,n=0

1 − pm+1qn+1/z

1 − pmqnz
= PE

[
z − pq

z

(1 − q)(1 − p)

]
, (A.4)

where PE represents the plethystic exponential

PE[f(x, y, · · · )] ≡ exp
[ ∞∑

d=1

1
d
f

(
xd, yd, · · ·

)]
, (A.5)

which brings the single particle index f to the multi-particle index. We often use the
shorthand notation Γ(z) for the elliptic Gamma function.

The Dedekind eta function is

η(τ) = q
1

24

∞∏
n=1

(1 − qn) (A.6)

where q = e2πiτ and Im τ > 0. Often, we also use the notation η(q). Its modular properties
are

η(τ + 1) = e
iπ
12 η(τ), η

(
−1
τ

)
=

√
−iτη(τ) . (A.7)

A.1 Jacobi theta functions

The Jacobi theta functions are defined as a Fourier series

ϑ1(z|τ) := −i
∑

r∈Z+ 1
2

(−1)r− 1
2 e2πirzq

r2
2 , ϑ2(z|τ) :=

∑
r∈Z+ 1

2

e2πirzq
r2
2 ,

ϑ3(z|τ) :=
∑
n∈Z

e2πinzq
n2
2 , ϑ4(z|τ) :=

∑
n∈Z

(−1)ne2πinzq
n2
2 .

where q = e2πiτ and z = e2πiz. The Jacobi theta functions can be rewritten in the triple-
product form

ϑ1(z|τ) = iq
1
8 z− 1

2 (q; q)(z; q)(z−1q; q), ϑ2(z|τ) = q
1
8 z− 1

2 (q; q)(−z; q)(−z−1q; q) ,
ϑ3(z|τ) = (q; q)(−zq1/2; q)(−z−1q1/2; q) , ϑ4(z|τ) = (q; q)(zq1/2; q)(z−1q1/2; q) .

From the Jabobi triple products, we can easily find the relation between ϑ1 and ϑ4 as

ϑ4(z|τ) = −iq
1
8 z

1
2ϑ1

(
z + τ

2 | τ
)
. (A.8)

We will also use the notation ϑi(z, q). In either notation, the q and τ are often omitted,
and we simply write ϑi(z) or ϑi(z).
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Let us spell out some properties of the function ϑ1(z|τ) we use in the main text. Under
shifts of z we have

ϑ1(z + a+ bτ |τ) = (−1)a+be−2πibz−iπb2τϑ1(z|τ) (A.9)

for a, b ∈ Z. Furthermore, ϑ1 is odd with respect to z while the others are even

ϑ1(−z|τ) = −ϑ1(z|τ), ϑi=2,3,4(−z|τ) = ϑi(z|τ) .

The function ϑ1(z|τ) has simple zeros in z at z = Z + τZ, and no poles. When computing
JK residues, it is notable that the derivative of z at 0 relates to η(τ) as follows

ϑ′
1(0|τ) = 2πη(q)3 .

From this relationship, we deduce a pole at z = 0 as

1
ϑ1(z) = 1

2πη(τ)3
1
z

+ O(z) , (A.10)

from which one easily extracts residues of ratios of Jacobi theta functions.
Under the modular transformation τ

T−→ τ + 1, (z, τ) S−→ ( z
τ ,−

1
τ ), the Jacobi theta

function ϑ1 transforms

ϑ1(z|τ + 1) = e
πi
4 ϑ1(z|τ), ϑ1

( z
τ

| − 1
τ

)
= −i

√
−iτeπiz2/τϑ1(z|τ) .

A.2 Eisenstein series

The twisted Eisenstein series, denoted by Ek

[
ϕ
θ

]
with characteristics

[
ϕ
θ

]
, are defined as a

series in q,

Ek≥1

[
ϕ

θ

]
:= − Bk(λ)

k!

+ 1
(k − 1)!

′∑
r≥0

(r + λ)k−1θ−1qr+λ

1 − θ−1qr+λ
+ (−1)k

(k − 1)!
∑
r≥1

(r − λ)k−1θqr−λ

1 − θqr−λ
.

Here, ϕ ≡ e2πiλ determines 0 ≤ λ < 1. Bk(x) represents the k-th Bernoulli polynomial.
When ϕ = θ = 1, the prime in the sum indicates that the r = 0 term is omitted.

Additionally, we define

E0

[
ϕ

θ

]
= −1 .

The standard, or untwisted, Eisenstein series E2n is obtained from the θ, ϕ → 1 limit of
E2n

[
ϕ
θ

]
,

E2n(τ) = E2n

[
+1
+1

]
.

In contrary, taking the limit θ, ϕ → 1 for odd k results in 0, with the exception of E1
[

ϕ
θ

]
,

which is singular.
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The Eisenstein series with ϕ = ±1 enjoy a useful symmetry property

Ek

[
±1
z−1

]
= (−1)kEk

[
±1
z

]
.

For instance, under transformations z → qz or z → q
1
2 z, the twisted Eisenstein series

intermix with those of lower weight:

En

[
±1
zq

k
2

]
=

n∑
ℓ=0

(
k

2

)ℓ 1
ℓ!En−ℓ

[
(−1)k(±1)

z

]
.

Similarly, for the modular S-transformation, an inhomogeneous behavior is observed. For
instance,

En

[
+1
+z

]
S−→

( 1
2πi

)n
( ∑

k≥0

1
k! (− log z)kyk

)( ∑
ℓ≥0

(log q)ℓyℓEℓ

[
+1
z

] )
n

, (A.11)

where [· · · ]n implies taking the coefficient of yn.

B Jeffrey-Kirwan residue integrals

In this appendix, we provide a detailed overview of the Jeffrey-Kirwan (JK) residue com-
putation [39–42] related to the elliptic genus addressed in the main text. Since the elliptic
genera receive contributions from both non-degenerate and degenerate poles in general,
a thorough review of the JK residue integral definition is beneficial for the paper to be
self-contained.

In the context of a rank-r gauge theory, the elliptic genus computed through the JK-
residue technique integrates an r-form over specific cycles, and is conventionally represented
as

I2d =
∮

JK

r∏
i=1

dai

2πiai
Z(a) =

∮
special cycles

Z(a)da1 ∧ . . . ∧ dar . (B.1)

As stated in the main text, ai = e2πiai , and similarly for other variables except for q = e2πiτ .
For our purpose, the integrand Z, as a function of ai, is separately elliptic in each ai, namely,

Z(. . . , ai + τ, . . .) = Z(. . . , ai, . . .), Z(. . . , ai + 1, . . .) = Z(. . . , ai, . . .) . (B.2)

More concretely, Z takes the form of certain ratios of the Jacobi theta functions ϑ1, and
poles come from the zeros of ϑ1 in the denominator. Each pole is given as a solution to a
set of pole equations

r∑
i=1

Qi
aai + ba = ma + naτ , Qi

a ∈ Z ,ma, na ∈ N , a = 1, 2, . . . , r , (B.3)

coming from some factors ϑ1(Qi
aai + ba)Na in the denominator of Z. Note that ma, na

only take values in a finite range in N that will be determined by the charge vectors
Qa = (Q1

a, Q
2
a, . . . , Q

r
r). A few remarks follow.
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• Zeros from numerators may arise in certain solutions of the pole equations, reducing
the pole’s order. If the total order of the pole is below r, it is not included in the JK
residue.

• At some poles a∗, there may be n > r factors of ϑN
1 ’s simultaneously made zero by

a∗, associated with n different charge vectors Q1, . . . , Qn. This is referred to as a
degenerate pole.

• A pole associated to precisely r different ϑN
1 factors and therefore r different charge

vectors Q1, . . . , Qr is referred to as a non-degenerate pole.

• The range of ma, na is not unique. We start by rearranging the Qa terms such that
Qi

i ̸= 0. Then ma, na are defined by methods like the Hermite or Smith normal form
decomposition of the (reordered) integral square matrix (Q)ai := Qi

a. In the Smith
decomposition,

UQV = D, U, V are integral and | detU | = | detV | = 1
D is diagonal.

Then we fix the range ma, na,= 0, 1, . . . , Daa −1. Alternatively, in Hermite decompo-
sition, UQ = T with a unimodular integral U , and T is an upper triangular integral
matrix. In this case, ma, na = 0, 1, . . . , Taa − 1. Note that although Taa ̸= Daa in
general, the final result of the JK-residue computation will be the same.

For any pole a∗ satisfying (B.3), we need to compute the corresponding JK residue.
We follow the constructive definition of JK residue [39]. To begin, one picks a generic
reference vector η ∈ h∗ of the gauge group. If a∗ is a non-degenerate pole with charge
vectors Q1, . . . , Qr, its contribution is given by

JK-Res
a∗

(η)Z = δ(Q,η) 1
| detQ|

Resϵr=0 · · · Resϵ1=0 Z
∣∣∣∣
Qaa+ba=ma+naτ+ϵa

, (B.4)

where δ(Q,η) equals one when η is inside the cone spanned by Q1, . . . , Qr, and zero oth-
erwise. The residues are calculated in sequence.

For a degenerate pole, we identify an associated set of charge vectors, Q∗ = {Q1, . . . , Qn},
with n > r. From the set Q∗, a collection of geometric objects can be defined.

• Given any r-sequence of linearly independent charge vectors (Qa1 , . . . , Qar ) from Q∗,
we can construct a flag, F . This flag is essentially a series of nested subspaces of Rr:

{0} ⊂ F1 ⊂ . . . ⊂ Fr = Rr, Fℓ = span{Qa1 , . . . , Qaℓ
} . (B.5)

Note that different sequences may give rise to the same flag. When this happens,
we only consider one of them. The sequence (Qa1 , . . . , Qar ) is often called a basis
B(F,Q∗) of F in Q∗. Given an F , the basis in Q∗ is generally not unique, but we
pick an arbitrary one.
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• From each flag F and its basis B(F,Q∗), one constructs a sequence of vectors

κ(F,Q∗) := (κ1, . . . , κr), κa =
∑

Q∈Q∗
Q∈Fa

Q . (B.6)

One further defines signF := sign detκ(F,Q∗).

• For each κ(F ), one constructs a closed cone c(F,Q∗) spanned by κ(F,Q∗).

With these objects defined, the JK residue of the given degenerate pole a∗ is given by

JK-Res
a∗

(η)Z =
∑
F

δ(F,η) signF
det B(F,Q∗) Res

ϵr=0
· · · Res

ϵ1=0
Z

∣∣∣∣Qa1 a+ba1 =ma1 +na1 τ+ϵ1
···

Qar a+bar =mar +nar τ+ϵr

, (B.7)

where the sum is over all flags constructed out of Q∗ associated to a∗. Again, δ(F,η) equals
one if the closed-cone c(F,Q∗) contains η, and zero otherwise. This definition of JK-Res
naturally extends to non-degenerate poles, where there are precisely r vectors in Q∗, and

κ(F,Q∗) = B(F,Q∗), signF
det B(F,Q∗) = 1

| det B(F,Q∗)| . (B.8)

The result clearly reduces to the previous definition of JK-residue for the non-degenerate
case. Finally, given a generic η,∫

JK

r∏
i=1

dai

2πiai
Z(a) =

∑
a∗

JK-Res
a∗

(η)Z(a) . (B.9)

Although the structure of poles and the results of individual JK residues often differ dras-
tically when η varies across chambers, the overall result is independent of the choice of
η.

In the following, we apply the JK-residue prescription to a number of quiver gauge
theories discussed in the main text, presenting details of the computations. We will first
focus on cases with SU(2) and U(1) gauge groups, followed by those with SU(N) and U(1)
gauge groups.

C JK residues of N = (0, 2) elliptic genera

In this appendix, we provide detailed computations of JK residue integrals for elliptic
genera of 2d N = (0, 2) quiver gauge theories, complementing the main text. To elucidate
the JK residue computations, we use notations based on chemical potentials instead of
fugacities here.

C.1 g = 1, n = 2

Given genus g = 1 and the number of punctures n = 2, one can write down different quiver
gauge theories with different gauge groups.
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(1, 1)

(1,−1)(−1,−1)

(−1, 1)

Figure 21. The charge vectors of the genus-one theory as an SU(2)2 gauge theory.

C.1.1 SU(2)2 gauge theory

The first theory is an SU(2)2 gauge theory coupled to two bi-fundamentals,

SU(2)1 × SU(2)2
ϕ1 (2,2)
ϕ2 (2,2)

The quiver is shown in Figure 6. The elliptic genus of this theory is computed by the JK
residue computation of the integral

I1,2 =
∫

JK

da1
2πia1

da2
2πia2

η(τ)8

4

∏2
i=1 ϑ1(±2ai)∏2

i=1 ϑ4(±a1 ± a2 + ci)
. (C.1)

Here c1,2 represent the flavor U(1) × U(1) fugacities. The charge covectors are drawn in
Figure 21. Various reference vectors, η, can be chosen, all of which yield the same result.
For example, picking η = (1, 0) picks out one cone in R2 spanned by the charge vectors
(1, 1) and (1,−1). The corresponding poles are given by the set of equations

a1 − a2 + c1 + τ

2 = m1 + n1τ, a1 + a2 + c2 + τ

2 = m′
1 + n′

1τ , (C.2)

and
a1 − a2 + c2 + τ

2 = m2 + n2τ, a1 + a2 + c1 + τ

2 = m′
2 + n′

2τ , (C.3)

where mi, ni = 0, and mi, ni = 0, 1. There are in total 8 poles, all contribute −1
8

η(τ)2

ϑ1(c1)ϑ1(c2) ,
and therefore,

I1,2 = − η(τ)2∏2
i=1 ϑ1(2ci)

. (C.4)

C.1.2 First SU(2)×U(1) gauge theory

Additionally, there are two other quiver theories as SU(2) × U(1) gauge theories that
correspond to the genus-one Riemann surface with two punctures, with the quiver diagrams
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Figure 22. The charge vectors of the JK residues for the second SU(2)×U(1) gauge theory

on the left in Figure 7. The first such gauge theory has an elliptic genus described by

I ′
1,2 =

∫
JK

da1
2πia1

da2
2πia2

η(τ)8

2
ϑ1(±2a1)ϑ4(±2a2)

ϑ4(a1 ± a2 ± b1 + d1)ϑ4(−a1 ± a2 ± b2 + d1) .

Here we turn on the U(1) flavor symmetry that rotates the chiral multiplets from the two
U

(0,2)
2 with the same phase with fugacity d1. One can also check that the integrand remains

separately elliptic with respect to the variables a1,2. The charge vectors are still

(1, 1), (−1, 1), (1,−1), (−1,−1) . (C.5)

One can pick any η inside the four quadrants, and the JK residue computation yields the
same result,

I ′
1,2 = 2η(τ)2ϑ4(2d1)2

ϑ1(2d1 ± b1 ± b2) . (C.6)

C.1.3 Second SU(2)×U(1) gauge theory

A distinct SU(2) × U(1) gauge theory is depicted by the quiver diagram on the right side
of Figure 7. The elliptic genus can be computed as the JK residue of the integrand

Z ′′
1,2 = η(τ)10ϑ4(±2a1)ϑ1(±2a2)

4ϑ4(a1 + d1)2 ∏
± ϑ4(a1 ± 2a2 + d1)ϑ4(−a1 ± b1 ± b2 + d1) .

From the denominator, we can deduce the charge vectors

(−1, 0), (1,−2), (1, 0), (1, 2) . (C.7)

See Figure 22. Clearly, there are several choices for η. Let us start with η = (−1,−1). In
this case, only the cone spanned by (−1, 0) and (1,−2) contribute, corresponding to the
poles from the equation (with four different choices of the signs ±)

−a1 ± b1 ± b2 + d1 + τ

2 = m1 + n1τ

a1 − 2a2 + d1 + τ

2 = m2 + n2τ , (C.8)
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where m1, n1 = 0, m2, n2 = 0, 1. In total, there are 4 × 4 different poles. For example,
poles having −a1 − b1 − b2 + d1 + τ

2 = 0 contribute

η(τ)4ϑ4(−2b1 − 2b2 + 2d1)2

ϑ1(2b1 + 2b2)ϑ1(2b1 + 2b2)ϑ1(−2b1 − 2b2 + 4d1) ∏2
i=1 ϑ1(2bi)

.

To summarize, the elliptic genus reads

I ′′
1,2 = η(τ)2∏2

i=1 ϑ1(2bi)
∑

α,β=±

αβϑ4(2αb1 + 2βb2 + 2d1)
ϑ1(2αb1 + 2βb2)ϑ1(2αb1 + 2βb2 + 4d1) . (C.9)

Alternatively, one can also choose η = (1, 1). In this case, the relevant cones are
spanned by the charge vectors

(1, 2) and (1, 0), (1, 2) and (1,−2) . (C.10)

The corresponding poles are from the equations

a1 − 2a2 + d1 + τ

2 = m1 + n1τ, a1 + 2a2 + d1 + τ

2 = m2 + n2τ , (C.11)

with m1, n1 = 0, m2, n2 = 0, 1, 2, 3, and the equations

a1 + d1 + τ

2 = m1 + n1τ, a1 + 2a2 + d1 + τ

2 = m2 + n2τ , (C.12)

with m1, n1 = 0, m2, n2 = 0, 1. The JK residue computation is, however, more subtle in
this setup, due to the presence of degenerate poles

(a1, a2) = (−d1 − τ

2 ,
m+ nτ

2 ), m, n = 0, 1 . (C.13)

Note also that these degenerate poles are precisely the common solutions to (C.11), (C.12)
(up to shift of a1 by full periods 1, 1 + τ, τ). At these poles, the factors

ϑ4(a1 − 2a2 + d1), ϑ4(a1 + 2a2 + d1), ϑ4(a1 + d1)2 (C.14)

simultaneous vanish. Therefore, there are 12 non-degenerate poles and 4 degenerate poles
that contribute to the elliptic genus. The former is straightforward to compute. For
example,

JKa1−2a2+d1+ τ
2 =0

a1+2a2+d1+ τ
2 =τ

Z = − ϑ4(2d1)2

16ϑ4(±b1 ± b2 + 2d1) . (C.15)

For the degenerate poles, we follow [39]. The relevant charge vectors can be grouped into

Q∗ = {(1,−2), (1, 2), (1, 0)} , (C.16)

and that gives rise to three flags F1,−2, F1,2, F1,0 led by the three vectors in Q∗. The
corresponding κ(F ) and other relevant information is collected in the following table.

F F1,−2 F1,2 F1,0
κ(F ) ((1,−2), (3, 0)) ((1, 2), (3, 0)) ((1, 0), (3, 0))

sign det(κ(F )) 1 −1 0
η ∈ c(F,Q∗) False True False
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From the table, we can compute the contribution from the degenerate poles

= η(τ)2ϑ4(2d1)2

4ϑ1(±b1 ± b2 + 2d1) . (C.17)

In the end, the elliptic genus computed using η = (1, 1) is

I ′′
1,2 = η(τ)4

2 ϑ4(2d1)2
4∑

i=1
(−1)i 1

ϑi(2d1 ± b1 ± b2) . (C.18)

Although look different, the elliptic genus (C.9) and (C.18) are actually identical, and are
equal to

I ′′
1,2 = η(τ)2ϑ4(2d1)2ϑ1(8d1)

ϑ1(4d1)

2∏
i=1

ϑ1(4bi)
ϑ1(2bi)

× 1
ϑ1(4d1 ± 2b1 ± 2b2) . (C.19)

The equivalence of the expressions is checked by the power expansion in q.

C.2 g = 1, n = 3

Corresponding to the genus-one Riemann surfaces C1,3 with three punctures, there are
several different 2d N = (0, 2) theories.

C.2.1 SU(2)3 gauge theory

Let us consider first the SU(2) × SU(2) × SU(2) gauge theory drawn in Figure 8. The
elliptic genus is the JK residue of the integrand

Z1,3 = −η(τ)12ϑ1(±2a1)ϑ1(±2a2)ϑ1(±2a3)∏
A<B ϑ4(±aA ± aB + c1) . (C.20)

We can choose η = (1, 1 + 1
1000 , 1 + 1

2000). There is no degenerate pole, and the elliptic
genus is given by

I1,3 = η(τ)3∏3
i=1 ϑ1(2ci)

. (C.21)

C.2.2 First SU(2)2 × U(1) theory

Let us now consider an SU(2) × SU(2) × U(1) gauge theory illustrated in the left of Figure
9, whose elliptic genus is the JK residue of the integrand

Z ′
1,3 = 2 η(τ)12ϑ4(±2a1)ϑ1(±2a2)ϑ1(±2a3)

4ϑ4(±a2 ± a3 + c1)ϑ4(a1 ± a2 ± b2 + d1)ϑ4(−a1 ± a3 ± b3 + d1) . (C.22)

An arbitrary reference vector can be chosen, for example, η = ( 999
1000 ,

1999
2000 ,

2999
3000) which leads

to 40 non-degenerate poles. The JK residue is straightforward, yielding,

I ′
1,3

η(τ)3 = − 1
2ϑ1(2c1) ∏3

i=2 ϑ1(2bi)
∑

α,β=±

αβϑ1(αb2 + βb3 + c1)2

ϑ4(αb2 + βb3 + c1 ± 2d1)

+ ϑ4(2d1)2

2ϑ1(2b2)ϑ1(2c1)
∑
α=±

αϑ1(2αb2 + 2c1)
ϑ4(αb2 + c1 ± b3 ± 2d1) (C.23)
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+ ϑ4(2d1)2

ϑ1(2b3)ϑ1(4d1)
∑
α=±

αϑ1(2αb3 + 4d1)
ϑ4(αb3 + 2d1 ± b2 ± c1) .

It is straightforward to check that this complicated expression is actually equal to

I ′
1,3

η(τ)3 = 2ϑ4(2d1)2

ϑ1(4d1)
ϑ1(2c1 + 4d1)

ϑ1(2c1)
1

ϑ4(c1 + 2d1 ± b2 ± b3) , (C.24)

which signals an LG description of the quiver gauge theory.

C.2.3 Second SU(2)2 × U(1) theory

Another quiver gauge theory with the gauge group SU(2) × SU(2) × U(1) is depicted to
the right in Figure 9. Its elliptic genus is determined by the JK residue of the integrand

Z = I(0,2)
U2

(c1, b1, a3)I(0,2)
U2

(a2 +d1, b2,−a3)I(0,2)
U2

(−a2 +d1, a1,−a1)ϑ4(±a2)
∏

i={1,3}
I(0,2)

vec (ai) .

The six charge vectors are given by

(±1, 0, 0), (±1, 0, 1), (0,±2,−1) . (C.25)

There are various choices for η. For example, let us begin with

η = ( 999
1000 ,

1999
2000 ,

2999
3000). (C.26)

With this choice, there are 64 non-degenerate poles, giving the elliptic genus

I ′′
0,3

η(τ)3

= 1
ϑ1(2c1) ∏2

i=1 ϑ1(2bi)
∑

αβ=±

αβϑ4(2αb1 + 2βb2 + 2c1 + 2d1)2

ϑ1(2αb1 + 2βb2 + 2c1)ϑ1(2αb1 + 2βb2 + 2c1 + 4d1)

+ 2ϑ4(2d1)2

ϑ1(4d1)

4∑
i=1

(−1)i

2ϑi(±b1 ± b2 + c1) . (C.27)

For instance, another intriguing choice for η is

η = (− 999
1000 ,

1
1000 , 1) . (C.28)

With this choice of η, there are 56 non-degenerate poles and 8 degenerate poles. The latter
poles are given by

a1 = −m+ nτ

2 , a2 = d1 + τ

2 , a3 = +b2 − 2d1 − τ, m, n = 0, 1

or, a1 = −m+ nτ

2 , a2 = d1 + τ

2 , a3 = −b2 − 2d1 − τ, m, n = 0, 1 . (C.29)

The elliptic genus reads

4ϑ1(2b2)ϑ1(4d1)
η(τ)3ϑ4(2d1)2 I ′′

0,3
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=
4∑

i=1

∑
α=±

(−1)iαϑ1(2αb2 + 4d1)
ϑi(±b1 + αb2 ± c1 + 2d1) (C.30)

+
∑

α,β,γ=±

2αβϑ1(4d1)
ϑ1(2b1)ϑ1(2c1)ϑ4(2d1)2

ϑ4(2αb1 + 2βb2 + 2c1 + 2γd1)2

ϑ1(2(αb1 + βb2 + c1 + 2γd1))ϑ1(2(αb1 + βb2 + c1)) .

Although the two expressions for I ′′
1,3 look different, they are both equal to the simple

ratio

I ′′
1,3

η(τ)3 = ϑ4(2d1)2ϑ1(4c1 + 8d1)
ϑ1(4d1)ϑ1(2c1)

1
ϑ1(±2b1 ± 2b2 + 2c1 + 4d1)

2∏
i=1

ϑ1(4bi)
ϑ1(2bi)

, (C.31)

suggesting an LG description of the theory.

C.3 g = 2, n = 0

Associated to the genus-two Riemann surface with no puncture, there are two possible
quiver gauge theories with SU(2)2 × U(1) gauge groups. (See Figure 10.)

C.3.1 First SU(2)2 × U(1) theory

The theory on the left of Figure 10 has an elliptic genus given by the JK-residue of the
integrand

Z2,0 = 2I(0,2)
U2

(a3 + d1, a1, a2)I(0,2)
U2

(−a3 + d1,−a1,−a2)ϑ4(±2a3)
2∏

i=1
I(0,2)

vec (ai) . (C.32)

The eight charge vectors are given by (±1,±1,±1). There are many essentially equivalent
choices of η. For example, we pick

η = (1, 999
1000 ,

4999
5000) . (C.33)

With this choice of η, there are 32 non-degenerate poles. All of them contribute identically
to the total JK residue. Finally, the elliptic genus reads

I2,0 = − 2ϑ4(2d1)2

η(τ)ϑ1(4d1) . (C.34)

C.3.2 Second SU(2)2 × U(1) theory

The theory on the right of Figure 10 has an elliptic genus integrand

Z ′
2,0 = 2I(0,2)

U2
(a3 + d1, a1,−a1)I(0,2)

U2
(−a3 + d1,−a2,−a2)ϑ4(±2a3)

2∏
i=1

I(0,2)
vec (ai) . (C.35)

The charge vectors are given by

(±2, 0, 1), (0,±2,−1), (0, 0,±1) . (C.36)

Let us consider a choice of η
η = (1001

1000 ,
501
500 ,

1003
1000) . (C.37)
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With this choice, there are 48 non-degenerate poles and 16 degenerate poles. The latter
takes the form

a1 = m1 + n1τ

2 , a2 = −d1 − τ

2 + m2 + n2τ

2 , a3 = −d1 − τ

2 . (C.38)

It turns out that all 64 poles share identical contributions to the elliptic genus. In the end,
we have

I ′
2,0 = 2ϑ4(2d1)2

η(τ)ϑ1(4d1) . (C.39)

Apparently, up to a sign,
I2,0 = I ′

2,0 . (C.40)

C.4 Genus two with n punctures

Let us briefly summarize the computation for genus-two theories with n punctures. Given
n, there are essentially only two SU(2)n+2 × U(1) quiver gauge theories one can consider:
if the U(1) node in the quiver diagram is removed/ungauged, one frame continues to have
a connected quiver diagram, while the other frame is cut into two disconnected pieces.

The first frame is simpler. The integrand reads

Z2,n = ϑ4(±2an+3)
n+2∏
j=1

I(0,2)
vec (aj) ·

n+2∏
i=1

I(0,2)
U2

(ci,−ai−1, ai)
∣∣∣∣∣ cn+1=an+3+d1
cn+2=−an+3+d1

a0=an+2

. (C.41)

One can pick a simple and generic η = (η1, . . . ,ηn+3), for example,

ηi = 1 − 1
1000000i . (C.42)

With this choice, there are only 22g+n+1 non-degenerate poles, which lead to a simple
elliptic genus

I2,n = 2(−1)n+1 ϑ4(2d1)2

η(τ)ϑ1(4d1)

n∏
i=1

η(τ)
ϑ1(2ci)

. (C.43)

The second frame has an integrand

Z ′
2,n = ϑ4(±2an+3)

n+2∏
j=1

I(0,2)
vec (aj)·I(0,2)

U2
(−an+3+d, an+2,−an+2)

n+1∏
i=1

I(0,2)
U2

(ci,−ai−1, ai)
∣∣∣∣∣cn+1=an+3+d1

a0=an+1

.

(C.44)
There are different η to choose from. For example,

η = (η1, . . .), ηi = 1 − 1
1000 × i

. (C.45)

With this choice, only non-degenerate poles contribute, yielding

I ′
2,n = 2(−1)n ϑ4(2d1)2

η(τ)ϑ1(4d1)

n∏
i=1

η(τ)
ϑ1(2ci)

. (C.46)

While other choices of η may lead to degenerate poles, the final result of the elliptic genus
remains independent of η. Up to a sign, both the SU(2)n+3 × U(1) quiver gauge theory
share the same elliptic genus,

I2,n = I ′
2,n . (C.47)
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C.5 SU(3) theory for g = 1, n = 1

The elliptic genus for the N = (0, 2) SU(3) theory coupled to an adjoint chiral multiplet is
given by the integral

I(0,2),3
1,1 =

∫
JK

da1
2πia1

da2
2πia2

I(0,2)
U3

(c, a,−a)I(0,2)
vec (a) , (C.48)

where

I(0,2)
U3

(c, a, b) =
3∏

A,B=1

η(τ)
ϑ4(c + aA + bB)

∣∣∣∣a3=−a1−a2
b3=−b1−b2

(C.49)

I(0,2)
vec (a) = η(τ)3

3!

3∏
A,B=1
A ̸=B

ϑ1(aA − aB)
η(τ) . (C.50)

Subsequent discussions involving SU(N) gauge group will continue to use these basic build-
ing blocks. One can pick some generic reference vector η, for example,

η = (1, 0), or (0, 1) , (C.51)

there are always 18 non-degenerate poles, yielding

I(0,2),3
1,1 = η(τ)

ϑ4(3c) . (C.52)

C.6 g = 1, n = 2 with SU(3) and/or U(1) gauge group

For the genus-one Riemann surface with two punctures, several A2 type N = (0, 2) theories
can be defined.

C.6.1 SU(3)2 gauge theory

The simplest theory is an SU(3)3 theory, with integrand

Z = I(0,2)
U3

(c1, a1, a2)I(0,2)
U3

(c2,−a1,−a2)
2∏

i=1
I(0,2)

vec (ai) . (C.53)

One can pick, for example,
η = (1, 1

1000 ,−
1
19 ,

16
17) . (C.54)

There are 108 non-degenerate poles, giving

I(0,2),3
1,2 = η(τ)2

ϑ4(3c1)ϑ4(3c2) . (C.55)
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C.6.2 SU(3)×U(1) gauge theory

The integrand of the elliptic genus for the SU(3) × U(1) theory, depicted on the left of
Figure 15, is

Z = I(0,2)
U3

(a2 + d1, a1, b)I(0,2)
U3

(−a2 + d1,−a1, b′)I(0,2)
vec (a1)ϑ4(±3a2) , (C.56)

where ϑ4(±3a2) accounts for the contribution from two Fermi multiplets with ±3 U(1)
gauge charges. With a simple choice of

η = ( 999
1000 ,

1999
2000 ,

2999
3000) , (C.57)

there are 162 non-degenerate poles, giving a fairly complicated expression as the elliptic
genus,

I ′
1,2 = − η(τ)7

3∑
A,A′=1

ϑ1(−bA − b′
A′ + d1)2∏

B ̸=A ϑ1(bB − bA) ∏
B′ ̸=A′ ϑ1(b′

B′ − b′
A′)

× 1
ϑ1(bA + b′

A′ + 2d1) ∏
B ̸=A,B′ ̸=A′ ϑ1(bB + b′

B′ + 2d1) . (C.58)

Although the expression is complicated, it can be reformulated as a simpler ratio

I ′
1,2 = 3η(τ)7ϑ1(3d1)2∏3

A,B=1 ϑ1(bA + b′
B + 2d1)

. (C.59)

D JK residues of N = (0, 4) elliptic genera

In this Appendix, we present the detailed computation of the N = (0, 4) elliptic genus.
Recall that the basic building blocks of the elliptic genus for the Lagrangian theories of
type AN−1, as illustrated in Figure 16, are given by [28]

I(0,4),N
0,3 (c, a, b) =

N∏
A,B=1

η(τ)
ϑ1(v ± (c + aA + bB)) , (D.1)

I(0,4),N
vec = 1

N !
(
ϑ1(2v)η(τ)

)N−1
N∏

A,B=1
A ̸=B

ϑ1(2v + aA − aB)ϑ1(aA − aB)
η(τ)2 . (D.2)

where all the SU(N) chemical potentials satisfy the traceless condition such as ∑N
A=1 aA =

0. The chemical potentials a, b, c make manifest the flavor symmetry SU(N) × SU(N) ×
U(1) ⊂ SU(2N) × U(1). Note that our convention is slightly different from that in [28] by
some constant factor.

D.1 Type AN−1 theories with minimal punctures at genus-one

We begin with the theory of type A2 at genus-one with one minimal puncture associated
to an U(1) flavor symmetry. The elliptic genus can be computed by the JK-residue

I(0,4),3
1,1,0 (c) =

∫
JK

2∏
A=1

daA

2πiaA
I(0,4),3

0,3 (c, a,−a)I(0,4),3
vec (a) . (D.3)
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The integration simplifies when choosing a suitable reference vector as η = (1, 1 − 1
1000),

resulting in only 54 non-degenerate poles. The result of the JK-residue computation is

I(0,4),3
1,1,0 (c) = η(τ)2

[
− ϑ1(4v − 2c)ϑ1(3v − c)
ϑ1(v − 3c)ϑ1(3v − 3c)ϑ1(2c)ϑ1(v + c)

+ ϑ1(3v − c)ϑ1(3v + c)
ϑ1(v − 3c)ϑ1(v − c)ϑ1(v + c)ϑ1(v + 3c)

+ ϑ1(3v + c)ϑ1(4v + 2c)
ϑ1(v − c)ϑ1(2c)ϑ1(v + 3c)ϑ1(3v + 3c)

]
. (D.4)

The sum of three terms can be reorganized into a simple ratio,

I(0,4),3
1,1,0 (c) = η(τ)2ϑ1(6v)

ϑ1(2v)ϑ1(3v + 3c)ϑ1(3v − 3c)
= q−1/6(1 + 2v2 + (c3 + c−3)v3 + 3v4 (D.5)

+ (−v−6 − 2v−4 − v−2 + 6 + 2(c3 + c−3)v + 15v2 + . . .)q + . . .)

The same computation can be done for SU(4), just more tedious. There are both
non-degenerate and degenerate poles, and in the end, the elliptic genus reads

I(0,4),4
1,1,0 (c) = η(τ)2

[
− ϑ1(5v − 3c)ϑ1(4v − 2c)ϑ1(3v − c)
ϑ1(2c)ϑ1(2v − 4c)ϑ1(4v − 4c)ϑ1(v − 3c)ϑ1(v + c)

− ϑ1(4v − 2c)ϑ1(3v − c)ϑ1(3v + c)
ϑ1(2c)ϑ1(4c)ϑ1(2v − 4c)ϑ1(v − c)ϑ1(v + c) (D.6)

+ ϑ1(2v)ϑ1(4v)ϑ1(3v − c)ϑ1(3v + c)
(ϑ1(2c))2ϑ1(v − 3c)ϑ1(2v − 2c)ϑ1(2v + 2c)ϑ1(v + 3c)

− ϑ1(3v − c)ϑ1(3v + c)ϑ1(4v + 2c)
ϑ1(2c)ϑ1(4c)ϑ1(v − c)ϑ1(v + c)ϑ1(2v + 4c)

+ ϑ1(3v + c)ϑ1(4v + 2c)ϑ1(5v + 3c)
ϑ1(2c)ϑ1(v − c)ϑ1(v + 3c)ϑ1(2v + 4c)ϑ1(4v + 4c)

]
.

Similar to the SU(3) case, the expression can be recast into a simple ratio,

I(0,4),N
1,1,0 (c) = η(τ)2ϑ1(2Nv)

ϑ1(2v)ϑ1(Nv ±Nc) , N = 4 . (D.7)

Here, the expression on the right is expected to hold for all genus-one AN−1 theories
with one minimal puncture. Furthermore, through an even more intricate computation,
we derive the elliptic genus for a circular SU(3)2 quiver with U(1)2

x1,x2 flavor symmetry, or
equivalently, a theory of type A2 at genus-one with two minimal punctures. The expression
from the direct JK-residue computation is too complicated to detail here; however, it can
be reorganized into a simple form

I(0,4),2
g=1,n1=2(c1, c2) = η(τ)4ϑ(6v)2

ϑ1(2v)2 ∏2
i=1 ϑ(3v ± 3ci)

. (D.8)
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Here n denotes the number of minimal punctures. Extrapolating from the above results, it
is natural to conjecture that for all the SU(N)-type theory at genus-one with n1 minimal
punctures, the elliptic genus can be written as

I(0,4),N
g=1,n1 (c1, · · · , cn1) =

nU(1)∏
i=1

η(τ)2ϑ1(2Nv)
ϑ1(2v)ϑ1(Nv ±Nci)

. (D.9)

We will apply this conjecture to later computations.

D.2 Type A2 theories at genus g ≥ 1

The elliptic genus of N = (0, 4) T3 theory was computed in [28] using an elliptic inversion
formula. In more detail, the elliptic genus of the N = (0, 4) T3 theory and the SU(3) SQCD
with six fundamental flavors is related by the Argyres-Seiberg duality,

I(0,4),N=3
SQCD (a, b, r, s) =

∫
JK

dz

2πiz
η(τ)

ϑ1(v ± s ± z)I(0,4),2
vec (z)IT 3(a, b, c) . (D.10)

Within the integral, we gauge an SU(2) ⊂ SU(3)c, leading to c1 = r+z, c2 = r−z, c3 = −2r.
The integral can be inverted to compute the elliptic genus IT3 . Explicitly, it is given by a
simple JK-residue computation

IT3(a, b, c) = η(τ)5

2ϑ1(2v ± 2z)

∫
JK

ds

2πis
ϑ1(±2s)ϑ1(±2v)
ϑ1(−v ± s ± z) I(0,4),N=3

SQCD (a, b, r, s) .

Note that the coefficient in front of the integral has been adjusted according to our conven-
tion. On the right, a, b, r, s represent the SU(3)a × SU(3)b × U(1)x × U(1)y flavor chemical
potentials, where

x = s
3 + r, y = s

3 − r . (D.11)

After the integral, z, r combine into SU(3) chemical potentials

c1 = r + z, c2 = r − z, c3 = −2r . (D.12)

The a, b, c denote the SU(3)3 ⊂ E6 chemical potentials for the N = (0, 4) E6 theory.
From the elliptic inversion formula for IT3 , it is evident that the diagonal of the two

SU(3) flavor subgroups can be gauged, which yields the elliptic genus of the SU(3)-type
genus-one theory with one maximal puncture associated to an SU(3)c flavor symmetry.
Now the situation is much better: the right-hand side involves I(0,4),3

g=1,n1=2 which is shown
to be a simple ratio of elliptic theta functions, where n1 denotes the number of minimal
punctures. (See Figure 17.) When performing the JK-residue computation, we encounter
only non-degenerate poles, and we obtain a simple result for the (0,4) elliptic genus with
n3 = 1 maximal puncture,

I(0,4),3
g=1,n1=0,n3=1(c) = η(τ)6ϑ1(2v)ϑ1(4v)ϑ1(6v)∏3

A,B=1 ϑ1(2v + biA − biB)
. (D.13)
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Instead of directly gauging the diagonal of the two existing SU(3) groups, one can
alternatively gauge the diagonal of the SU(3)2 flavor subgroup of IT3 and a SU(3) linear
quiver. This approach can be used to generate a genus-one theory with additional minimal
punctures. In other words,

I(0,4),3
g=1,n1,n3=1 = elliptic inversion of I(0,4),3

g=1,n1+2,n3=0 . (D.14)

Effectively, the elliptic inversion formula represents the fusion of any two minimal punctures
into a single maximal one. Therefore, the inversion, or fusing two minimal punctures, can
be performed successively, yielding more maximal punctures. Since the elliptic genus on
the right are all simple ratios, the JK residue can be easily carried out, and at each step
of the fusion, the outcome continues to be a simple ratio. In conclusion, we obtain the
following general result for the theory of type A2 for any g ≥ 1 that has n1 minimal and
n3 maximal punctures

I(0,4),3
g,n1,n3 =

(
ϑ1(2v)ϑ1(4v)2ϑ1(6v)

η(τ)4

)g−1
I(0,4),3

g=1,n1,0I(0,4),3
g=1,0,n3 , (D.15)

where with N = 3,

I(0,4),3
g=1,n1,0 =

n1∏
i=1

η(τ)2ϑ1(2Nv)
ϑ1(2v)ϑ1(Nv ±Nci)

, (D.16)

I(0,4),3
g=1,0,n3 =

n3∏
i=1

η(τ)6ϑ1(2v)ϑ1(4v)ϑ1(6v)∏3
A,B=1 ϑ1(2v + biA − biB)

. (D.17)

D.3 Type A3 theories at genus g ≥ 1

Let us now consider theories of type A3 of class S. There are four punctures (and the
corresponding flavor symmetry) to be considered, minimal (U(1)), [2, 12] (SU(2) × U(1)),
[22] (SU(2)), and maximal (SU(4)). To begin, we have

I(0,4),N=4
g=1;n1,0,0,0 =

n1∏
i=1

η(τ)2ϑ1(2Nv)
ϑ1(2v)ϑ1(Nv ±Nci)

, N = 4 , (D.18)

where the subscript n1, n2, n3, n4 denotes the number of punctures associated with the
respective flavor symmetries: U(1), SU(2) × U(1), SU(2), and SU(4).

In the context of 4d N = 2 SCFTs, R0,N are non-Lagrangian theories with SU(2N) ×
SU(2) flavor symmetry, and they arise from a strong coupling limit of the N = 2 SU(N)
theory with 2N fundamental hypermultiplets. Concretely, as a theory of A3-type class S,
R0,4 corresponds to the three-punctured sphere with two maximal-puncture and a [2, 12]
puncture, where the manifest flavor subgroup is SU(4)2 × U(1) × SU(2).

In 2d, the N = (0, 4) elliptic genus of R0,4 theory was computed in [85] using an elliptic
inversion. The Argyres-Seiberg-like duality implies an integral equality between the elliptic
genus of SU(4) SQCD with eight fundamental flavors and that of the R0,4 theory,

I(0,4),N=4
SQCD (a, b, r, s) =

∫
JK

dz

2πiz
η(τ)

ϑ1(v ± s ± z)I(0,4),2
vec (z)I(0,4)

R0,4
(a, b, r, z) , (D.19)
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which can be inverted to give

I(0,4)
R0,4

(a, b, r, z) = η(τ)5

2ϑ1(2v ± 2z)

∫
JK

ds

2πis
ϑ1(±2s)ϑ1(−2v)
ϑ1(−v ± s ± z) I(0,4),N=4

SQCD (a, b, r, s) .

Here, a, b, r, z denote the chemical potentials of SU(4) × SU(4) × U(1) × SU(2) ⊂ SU(8) ×
SU(2) flavor symmetry of the R0,4 theory. On the right, a, b, r, s are the chemical poten-
tials of the U(8) = SU(8)a,b,r × U(1)s flavor symmetry of the SU(4) gauge theory with
8 fundamental hypermultiplets. Chemical potentials r, s are related to the standard x, y
(associated to the two minimal punctures of the SU(4) SQCD) by

x = s
4 + r, y = s

4 − r . (D.20)

One can start gauging in the theory of 42 free hypermultiplets or handles to the punctures
associated to a, b on both sides of the above equation, so that the I(0,4),N=4

SQCD on the right
becomes I(0,4),N=4

g,n1+2,0,0,n4 , while on the left, it becomes I(0,4),4
g;n1,0,1,n4 . Effectively, the elliptic

inversion merges two minimal punctures into a [2, 12] puncture. (See Figure 18.) In the
simplest case, when g = 1, n1 = 0, n4 = 0,

I(0,4),4
g=1;0,1,0,0 = η(τ)6ϑ1(6v)ϑ1(8v)

ϑ1(2v)2ϑ1(2v ± 2z)ϑ1(3v ± z ± 4r) . (D.21)

The [2, 1, 1] puncture can be further Higgsed to a [2, 2] puncture with SU(2) flavor
symmetry. The class S theory corresponding to a three-punctured sphere with two max-
imal and one [2, 2] puncture has an enhanced E7 flavor symmetry. The elliptic genus of
the corresponding 2d N = (0, 4) theory can also be computed using an elliptic inversion
formula [85]. Following the same approach as above, we perform additional gluing/gauging
operations on the two maximal punctures, and we obtain the contribution from one [2, 2]
puncture,

I(0,4),4
g=1;0,0,1,0(w) =

∫
JK

ds

2πis
η(τ)5ϑ1(±2v)

2ϑ1(4v)
ϑ1(±2s)

ϑ1(±s)ϑ1(−2v ± s)I(0,4),4
1;2,0,0,0(c1, c2)

= η(τ)6ϑ1(6v)ϑ1(8v)
ϑ1(2v)ϑ1(4v)ϑ1(4v ± 4w)ϑ1(2v ± 4w) . (D.22)

Again, w represents the SU(2) flavor chemical potential. As before, the two U(1) chemical
potentials on the right are related to w by c1 = s

4 + w and c2 = s
4 − w.

The contribution from the maximal puncture can be obtained by considering the gen-
eralized S-duality as shown in Figure 19, which requires

I(0,4),4
1;3,0,0,0(x1,2,3) =

∫
JK

db1
2πib1

2∏
A=1

daA

2πiaA
I(0,4),4

1;0,0,0,1(c)
∣∣∣∣
cA=1,2,3=aA+r

× I(0,4),3
vec (a)

3∏
A=1

2∏
i=1

η(τ)2

ϑ1(v ± (−aA + bi + x′
1)) (D.23)

× I(0,4),2
vec (b)

2∏
i=1

η(τ)2

ϑ1(v ± (−bi + x′
2)) .
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In the above aA and bi are SU(3) and SU(2) fugacities with a3 = 1/(a1a2) and b1 = 1/b2.
The U(1) fugacities on both sides are identified by

x′
1 = x

4/3
1 x

2/3
3

x
2/3
2

, x′
2 = x2

2x
2
3, r =

( x3
x1x2

)1/3
. (D.24)

Explicitly, the elliptic genus of the N = (0, 4) genus-one theory with one maximal puncture
reads

I(0,4),4
1;0,0,0,1 = η(τ)12ϑ1(2v)ϑ1(4v)ϑ1(6v)ϑ1(8v)∏4

A,B=1 ϑ1(2v + cA − cB)
. (D.25)

Finally, by gauging the maximal punctures, we determine the elliptic genus for genus
g ≥ 1 with arbitrary punctures

I(0,4),4
g;n1,n2,n3,n4 =

(
ϑ1(2v)ϑ1(4v)2ϑ1(6v)2ϑ1(8v)2

η(τ)6

)g−1
I(0,4),4

1;n1,0,0,0I(0,4),4
1;0,n2,0,0I(0,4),4

1;0,0,n3,0I(0,4),4
1;0,0,0,n4 ,

where

I(0,4),4
1;n1,0,0,0 =

n1∏
i=1

η(τ)2ϑ1(8v)
ϑ1(2v)ϑ1(4v ± 4xi)

(D.26)

I(0,4),4
1;0,n2,0,0 =

n3∏
i=1

η(τ)6ϑ1(6v)ϑ1(8v)
ϑ1(2v)2ϑ1(2v ± 2zi)ϑ1(3v ± zi ± 4ri)

(D.27)

I(0,4),4
1;0,0,n3,0 =

n2∏
i=1

η(τ)6ϑ1(6v)ϑ1(8v)
ϑ1(2v)ϑ1(4v)ϑ1(2v ± 4wi)ϑ1(4v ± 4wi)

, (D.28)

I(0,4),4
1;0,0,0,n4 =

n4∏
i=1

η(τ)12ϑ1(2v)ϑ1(4v)ϑ1(6v)ϑ1(8v)∏4
A,B=1 ϑ1(2v + biA − biB)

(D.29)
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