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Abstract: We propose bulk 3D N = 4 rank-0 superconformal field theories, which are
related to 2D N = 1 supersymmetric minimal models, SM(2, ·) and SM(3, ·), via recently
discovered non-unitary bulk-boundary correspondence. The correspondence relates a 3D
N = 4 rank-0 superconformal field theory to 2D chiral rational conformal field theories. A
topologically twisted theory of the rank-0 SCFT supports the rational chiral algebra at the
boundary upon a proper choice of boundary condition. We test the proposal by checking
several non-trivial dictionaries of the correspondence.
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1 Introduction

2D rational conformal field theories (2D RCFTs) and 3D topological field theories (3D
TQFTs) are the most recurring themes in theoretical and mathematical physics. They
describe universal behaviors of critical phenomena in 2D statistical models and (2+1)D
topological orders respectively. Mathematically, RCFTs have underlying rational chiral
algebra, a.k.a rational vertex operator algebra (rational VOA). Both RCFTs and TQFTs
share a rigid mathematical structure called modular tensor category (MTC), which defines
a framed topological invariant of 3-manifolds and knots [1–3]. Some substructures of the
MTC are found to be ubiquitous in quantum field thories in various space-time dimensions
and play a key role in recent developments of generalized symmetry, see e.g. [4–10]. Based
on the common MTC structure, the two topics are beautifully connected via so-called bulk-
boundary correspondence [1, 11].

There also exist non-unitary RCFTs and TQFTs. Non-unitary RCFTs arise from 2D
statistical models with imaginary parameters [12, 13]. Non-unitary chiral algebra also
appears as a BPS subsector of supersymmetric quantum field theories (SQFTs) in higher
(D > 2) dimensions [14–20]. For most cases, however, the non-unitary chiral algebra from
SQFTs are irrational [21–26]. Recently, a physical realization of 3D non-unitary (semi-
simple and finite) TQFTs is proposed through full topological twistings of an exotic class
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of 3D N = 4 superconformal field theories (SCFTs) called rank-0 SCFTs [27, 28]. Being
rank-0 means that there are no Coulomb or Higgs branch operators in the theory and the
property turned out to be crucial to support rational chiral algebra at the boundary [29–31].
Using the physical realization of non-unitary TQFTs, the bulk-boundary correspondence
has been extended to the non-unitary cases in the following way:

3D rank-0 SCFT top′l twistings−−−−−−−−→ 3D non-unitary TQFTs at boundary−−−−−−−→ 2D chiral RCFTs
(1.1)

Refer to [31–35] for the recent developments along the direction.
Using the underlying rigid mathematical structures, there has been efforts to classifiy

RCFTs. Famously, unitary 2D CFTs with central charge c < 1 are all classified and they
form a series of RCFTs called Virasoro minimal model. The Virasoro minimal model
can be further generalized to include non-unitary ones and it will be denoted by M(p, q)

with two coprime integers p and q (2 ≤ p < q). They have the Virasoro algera with
certain rational values of c as the underlying chiral algebra. The M(p, q) is unitary if and
only if |p − q| = 1. For Lee-Yang series of the non-unitary minimal model, M(2, q) with
q ∈ 2Z≥2+1, the corresponding bulk rank-0 SCFTs were proposed recently [32]. There also
exist supersymmetric version of minimal models, supersymmetric minimal model SM(p, p′)

labeled by two integers subjected to the conditions in (2.1). The underlying rational chiral
algebra is 2D N = 1 super-Virasoro algebra with certain rational values of c. The SM(p, p′)

is unitary if and only if |p− p′| = 2. In this paper, we propose the bulk 3D rank-0 SCFTs
corresponding to the non-untary 2D supersymmeric minimal models with p = 2 and p = 3.

The rest of this paper is organized as follows. In section 2, we first review some basic
aspects of supersymmetric minimal models and non-unitary bulk-boundary correspondence.
Basic dictionaries of the correspondence are summarized in Table 1. Then, we propose the
bulk N = 4 rank-0 SCFTs corresponding to supersymmetric minimal models SM(p, p′)

with p = 2, 3. For p = 2, we present 3 distinct UV gauge theory descriptions which are
claimed to be IR equivalent modulo a decoupled invertible spin-TQFT SO(1)1, i.e. Ising
spin-TQFT. The theories have N = 4 (resp. N = 5) supersymmetry in the IR for p = 3

(resp. p = 2). In appendix A, we also present new UV description of bulk field theories for
minimal models M(p, q) with p = 2, which are claimed to be IR equivalent to the theories
in [32] modulo a decoupled invertible spin TQFT SO(1)1, Ising spin-TQFT.

2 Bulk dual N = 4 rank-0 SCFTs of N = 1 minimal models

2.1 Supersymmetric minimal model SM(p, p′) and rank-0 SCFT T(p,p′)
Here we review basic aspects of the minimal model SM(p, p′) and the non-unitary bulk-
boundary correspondence.

Supersymmetric minimal model SM(p, p′) The N = 1 minimal model SM(p, p′) is
labeled by two integers, p and p′, satisfying

2 ≤ p < p′, p′ − p ∈ 2Z and gcd
(
p,

(p′ − p)

2

)
= 1 . (2.1)
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Primaries O(s,t) are labelled by two integers, 1 ≤ s ≤ p − 1 and 1 ≤ t ≤ p′ − 1, with an
equivalence relation O(s,t) = O(p−s,p′−t). O(s,t)=(1,1) is the identity operator. Central charge
c and conformal dimensions h of the primaries are

c =
3

2

(
1− 2(p′ − p)2

pp′

)
,

h(s,t) =

{
(p′s−pt)2−(p−p′)2

8pp′ , s− t ∈ 2Z (NS sector)
(p′s−pt)2−(p−p′)2

8pp′ + 1
16 , s− t ∈ 2Z+ 1 (R sector)

(2.2)

Conformal characters for NS sectors are (s− t ∈ 2Z)

χ(s,t) = qh(s,t)− c
24
(−q

1
2 ; q)∞

(q; q)∞

∑
l∈Z

(
q

l(lpp′+sp′−tp)
2 − q

(lp+s)(lp′+t)
2

)
. (2.3)

We use following q-Pochhammer symbols

(x; q)k :=
k−1∏
n=0

(1− qnx), (x; q)∞ :=
∞∏
n=0

(1− qnx),

(q)k := (q; q)k =
k∏

n=1

(1− qn), (q)∞ := (q; q)∞ =
∞∏
n=1

(1− qn) .

(2.4)

Modular S-matrix for the NS characters is

S(s1,t1),(s2,t2) =
2√
pp′

(
cos(

2πλ1λ2
4pp′

)− cos(
2πλ̄1λ2
4pp′

)

)
, (2.5)

with λi = pti−p′si, λ̄i = pti+p
′si. The S-matrix determines the transformation rule of the

NS characters under the modular S-transformation, τ → − 1
τ :

χα(q̃) =
∑
β

Sαβχβ(q) where q := e2πiτ and q̃ := e2πi(−1/τ) . (2.6)

Here α and β label the NS primaries.

3D Rank-0 N = 4 SCFT T(p,p′) Let the T(p,p′) be the bulk 3D rank-0 SCFT associated
to the minimal model SM(p, p′) via the non-unitary bulk-boundary correspondence:

3D SCFT T(p,p′)
top′l A−twisting−−−−−−−−−−→ 3D TQFT T A

(p,p′)
at boundary−−−−−−−→ 2D RCFT SM(p, p′). (2.7)

Basic dictionaries of the correspondence are summarized in the Table 1. Here B is a super-
symmetric boundary condition of the rank-0 SCFT which becomes a holomorphic boundary
condition in the A-twisted theory T A, under which the non-unitary TQFT T A supports
(chiral) rational conformal field theory R[T A;B] at the boundary. Refer to [28, 32, 33] for
details and reasons behind the dictionaries. Since we are interested in the case when the
boundary RCFT is a supersymmetric minimal model, we list the dictionaries for fermionic
case. One crucial difference from the bosonic case is that the conformal dimensions hα of
primaries are determined modulo 1/2, instead of 1, from the bulk computation.
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Boundary 2D χRCFT R[T A,B] Bulk 3D rank-0 SCFT T
Bethe vacua {z⃗α}N−1

α=0

NS-sector primaries Oα=0,...,N−1 or
BPS loop operators {Lα(z⃗)}N−1

α=0

(S0α)
−2 H(z⃗α,M = 0, ν = −1)

|S00|
∣∣ZS3

b
(M = 0, ν = −1)

∣∣
minα|S0α| e−F :=

∣∣ZS3
b
(M = 0, ν = 0)

∣∣
Wβ(α) := Sαβ/S0β Lα(z⃗β)

Conformal dimension hα
(

F(z⃗α,M=0,ν=−1)
F(z⃗α=0,M=0,ν=−1)

)2
= exp(4πihα)

χα(q) = qhα−c/24ILα
half:B Half-index ILα

half:B(q, η = 1, ν = −1)

Table 1. Basic dictionaries of non-unitary bulk boundary correspondence for fermionic case, i.e.
the boundary theory is a fermionic (or spin) RCFT. Here {χα}N−1

α=0 are the conformal characters,
TrqL0− c

24 , of irreducible modules associated to primaries {Oα} and α = 0 corresponds to the vacuum
module, i.e. Oα=0 is the identity operator. Supersymmetric quantities (H,F ,ZS3

b
and ILhalf) of the

bulk rank-0 SCFT appearing in the table are explained in main text. F is the round 3-sphere free
energy [36, 37].

BPS partition functions of rank-0 SCFTs Now let us explain the supersymmetric
quantities appearing in the right-hand side of the table. They can be computed using
the so-called supersymmetric localization method, which is applicable to any 3D N = 2

theories. In terms of an N = 2 supersymmetry subalgebra, rank-0 SCFT has a U(1)A flavor
symmetry whose charge A is

A = (JC
3 − JH

3 ) , (2.8)

where JC
3 and JH

3 are the two Cartans of the SO(4) ≃ SU(2)C × SU(2)H R-symmetry
normalized as J3 ∈ Z/2. Supersymmetric partition functions of rank-0 SCFT depends on
M (or η) and ν where M (or η) is a (rescaled) real mass parameter (or fugacity) for the
U(1)A symmetry and ν parametrizes the R-symmetry mixing as follows

Rν = (JC
3 + JH

3 ) + ν(JC
3 − JH

3 ) . (2.9)

Rν=0 corresponds to the superconformal R-charge. We consider 3 types of supersymmetric
backgrounds on closed 3-manifolds, superconformal index [38, 39], squashed 3-sphere par-
tition function [40–43] and twisted partition functions [44–48]. We also consider half-index
[49–52] defined on D2 × S1 with a proper SUSY boundary condition B.

The superconformal index Isci(q; η, ν) is defined as

Isci(q; η, ν) := TrHrad(S2)(−1)Rνq
Rν
2

+j3ηA , (2.10)

where the trace is taken over the radially quantized Hilbert-space Hrad(S
2), whose elements

are in one-to-one with local operators of the SCFT. j3 is the 3rd component of the Lorentz
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spin. Due to the (−1)Rν factor, there are huge cancellations and only local operators
satisfying following condition could give non-vanishing contributions to the index,

∆ = Rν=0 + j3 , (2.11)

where ∆ is the conformal dimension. The squashed 3-sphere partition ZS3
b
(b2;M,ν) is

defined on the following S3
b background:

S3
b := {(z, w) ∈ C2 : b2|z|2 + b−2|w|2 = 1} . (2.12)

When b = 1, it corresponds to the round 3-sphere. The partition function depends on the
rescaled real mass parameter M (b×real mass) and R-symmetry mixing parameter ν only
through a holomorphic combination M + (iπ + ℏ

2)ν:

ZS3
b
(b2;M,ν) = ZS3

b

(
b2;M + (iπ +

ℏ
2
)ν

)
, (2.13)

where ℏ := 2πib2. The round 3-sphere partition function can be used in determining
the correct IR superconformal R-charge via F-maximization [41] and in defining the F =

− log |ZS3
b
(b2 = 1)|, which is a proper measure of the number of degrees of freedom in 3D

CFTs [36, 37].
The twisted partition function ZMg,p(M,ν) on Mg,p, degree p circle bundle over genus

g Riemann surface Σg, can be given in the following form

ZMg,p∈2Z(M,ν) =
∑

z⃗α∈SBE(M,ν)

(H(z⃗α;M,ν))g−1 (F(z⃗α;M,ν))p ,

SBE(M,ν) := {z⃗ : P⃗ (z⃗;M,ν) = 1 and w(z⃗) ̸= z⃗ for all ω ∈ W(G)}/W(G) .
(2.14)

Here P⃗ (z⃗;M,ν) = 1 is a set of algebraic equations on z⃗ = (z1, . . . , zr) called Bethe equa-
tions, whose solution z⃗α is called Bethe-vacuum. Both of the size r of the vector z⃗ and P⃗ are
equal to the rank of gauge group G. W (G) denotes the Weyl subgroup of G, which acts on
z⃗. There are two distinct SUSY backgrounds on Mg,p∈2Z depending on the spin-structure
choices along the fiber [S1]-direction [48]. (H,F) are so-called (handle gluing, fibering)
operators and they depend on the spin-structure choice. In the dictionary, we use (H,F)

in anti-periodic boundary condition, which corresponds to νR = 1
2 (mod 1) in [48]. One

should use the (H,F) in the periodic boundary condition, i.e. νR = 0 (mod 1) to compute
the twisted partition function with odd p. When p = 0, the Mg,p = Σg×S1 and the twisted
partition function becomes twisted index IΣg on Σg:

IΣg
(η = eM , ν) = ZMg,p=0(M,ν) = TrH(Σg ;Rν)(−1)RνηA . (2.15)

Here H(Σg;Rν) is the Hilbert-space on Σg with background monopole flux coupled to the
R-symmetry is turned on as follows∫

Σg

FRν = (2− 2g) , (2.16)
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to preserve some supercharges. Due to the Dirac quantization condition for the U(1) R-
symmetry, the ν can take only following discrete values in the twisted index:

Ig(η, ν) is well-defined only when (2− 2g)Rν ∈ Z . (2.17)

For N = 4 SCFTs, the R-charge Rν=±1 in the A/B-twisting limits always satisfies the quan-
tization condition for all g since Rν=±1 = 2J

C/H
3 ∈ Z. Thus, the handle-gluing operators

are also well-defined in the limits and the dictionary for them in Table 1 makes sense.
Half-index Ihalf:B(q; η, ν) with a supersymmetric boundary condition B is defined as1

Ihalf:B(q; η, ν) := TrH(HS2;B)(−1)Rνq
Rν
2

+j3ηA . (2.18)

Here H(HS2;B) is the Hilbert-space on the (northern) hemisphere HS2, which is topolog-
ically a disk, with a supersymmetric boundary condition B on the boundary ∂(HS2). The
half-index can be decorated by inserting temporal supersymmetric loop operator L at the
north pole:

ILhalf:B(q; η, ν) := TrH(HS2+L;B)(−1)Rνq
Rν
2

+j3ηA . (2.19)

Here H(HS2 +L;B) is the Hilbert-space on HS2 with an insertion of the loop operator L.
For rank-0 SCFTs, the supersymmetric partition functions in the limit, M → 0 (or

η → 1) and ν → −1 (resp. ν → +1), are known to reproduce the partition functions
of the A-twisted (resp. B-twisted) of the theory T A (resp. T B). We call the two limits
A/B-twisting limits:

A-twisting limit : M → 0 (or η → 1) and ν → −1 ,

B-twisting limit : M → 0 (or η → 1) and ν → +1 .
(2.20)

In the rest of the section, we propose UV field theory for T(p,p′) with p = 2 and p = 3

and test the proposal by checking the dictionaries listed in the Table 1.

2.2 Bulk dual rank-0 SCFT of SM(2, 4r)

We propose three distinct UV gauge theory descriptions of the rank-0 SCFT T(2,4r), which
are related to each other by IR dualities modulo a decoupled invertible spin TQFT SO(1)1
(also known as Ising spin-TQFT), whose boundary RCFT is a free Majornara-Weyl fermion
theory (a.k.a fermionized Ising CFT). More precisely, we propose that(

T̃(2,4r)/T̃ ′
(2,4r) in (2.23)/ (2.82)

) A-twisting/bulk-boundary−−−−−−−−−−−−−−−−−→ SM(2, 4r)⊗ (Free fermion),(
T(2,4r) in (2.71)

) A-twisting/bulk-boundary−−−−−−−−−−−−−−−−−→ SM(2, 4r) .

(2.21)

1The boundary condition B could preserve a subgroup GB of gauge group G. In the case, one can
introduce fugacities and R-symmetry mixing parameters for the unbroken gauge group in the half-index.
The boundary chiral RCFT χRCFT[T A;B] has the subgroup GB as a flavor symmetry. To realize the
minimal models SM(p, p′), we consider a boundary condition B such that the unbroken gauge group GB is
at most a finite discrete group.
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and (
T̃(2,4r) in (2.23)

)
≃
(
T̃ ′
(2,4r) in (2.82)

)
≃
(
T(2,4r) in (2.71)

)
⊗ SO(1)1 , (2.22)

where ≃ means the IR equivalence. The tilde in T̃ is to distinguish it from T(p,p′) in (2.7).
Two theories are related as T̃ ≃ T ⊗SO(1)1. The decoupled SO(1)1 is almost invisible in the
bulk BPS partition functions since its partition functions on 3-manifolds are purely phases
and bulk BPS partition functions have overall phase factor ambiguities. The decoupled
sector can be detected from the half-index computation, to which the invertible spin-TQFT
contributes by an overall factor χF (q), the character of free Majorana-Weyl fermion theory,
given in (2.69). The free fermion theory has only unique NS primary, identity operator,
and trivial modular NS-NS S-matrix, i.e. S = 1, and central charge c = 1

2 . Interestingly,
the theories have actually N = 5 superconformal symmetry in the IR.

2.2.1 UV description I

The first UV gauge theory description is (r ≥ 2)2

T̃(2,4r) :=
(T∆)⊗r

[U(1)rQ]K
with superpotential W = O(m1,n1) + . . .+O(mr−1,nr−1) ,

where

K =



1 −1 −1 · · · −1 −1

−1 2 2 · · · 2 2

−1 2 4 · · · 4 4
...

...
...

. . .
...

...
−1 2 4 · · · 2(r − 2) 2(r − 2)

−1 2 4 · · · 2(r − 2) 2(r − 1)


, Q = Ir×r,

m1 = (2,0r−1), m2 = (0, 2,−1,0r−3), m3≤I≤r−1 = (0I−2,−1, 2,−1,0r−I−1) ,

n1 = (0,2r−1), n2 = (1,0r−1), n3≤I≤r−1 = (0r) .

(2.23)

The theory T∆ is a free theory of single 3D N = 2 chiral multiplet Φ with Chern-Simon
(CS) level −1

2 [53] for the background gauge field coupled to the U(1) flavor symmetry. Its
Lagrangian using superfields is given as

L∆(Φ;V ) =

∫
d4θ

(
Φ†eV Φ− 1

8π
ΣV V

)
. (2.24)

Here ΣV is the field strength multiplet of the background vector multiplet V coupled to the
U(1) flavor symmetry. The first term gives the kinetic terms for the chiral field coupled to
the background U(1) gauge field and the 2nd gives the background CS term. The theory
also has a background mixed CS level 1/2 (which is not written in the above Lagrangian)
between U(1) flavor symmetry and U(1) R-symmetry when the R-symmetry is chosen to
be R(Φ) = 0.

2When r = 1, K = (1) with the monopole superpotential W = Vm=(2), the gauge theory has a mass gap
and flows to the Ising spin-TQFT, SO(1)1, in the IR.
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The (T∆)⊗r, r-copies of T∆, has U(1)r flavor symmetry and /U(1)rQ denotes the N = 2

gauging of the U(1)r flavor symmetry with mixed CS level K and charge matrix Q:

Qab = (Charge of b-th chiral multiplet Φb under a-th U(1) gauge symmetry) . (2.25)

Throughout this paper, we consider the charge matrix Q given by a diagonal matrix

Q = diag{Q1, . . . , Qr} . (2.26)

Taking into account of the background CS level −1/2 in the T∆ theory, the gauge theory
is nothing but

(T∆)⊗r

[U(1)rQ]K
= U(1)r gauge theory coupled to r chiral multiplets of charge Q with

mixed CS level K − 1

2
QQT ,

(2.27)

whose Lagrangian is

L(W⃗ ) =
r∑

a=1

L∆(Φa;Qava) +

∫
d4θ

 r∑
a,b=1

Kab

4π
Σvavb +

r∑
a=1

1

2π
ΣvaWa

 . (2.28)

Here {va}ra=1 are dynamical vector mutiplets for U(1)r gauge symmetry while {Wa}ra=1 are
background vector multiplets coupled to U(1)r topological symmetry.

O(n,m) with m = (m1,m2, . . . ,mr) ∈ Zr and n = (n1, n2, . . . , nr) ∈ Zr
≥0 denotes a

dressed BPS monopole operator of the form

O(m,n) =

(∏
a

(Φa)
na

)
Vm , (2.29)

where the Vm is half-BPS bare monopole operator with magnetic flux m. The charge qa of
the monopole operator under the a-th U(1) gauge group is (see, for example, [54])

qa(O(m,n)) = (Q · n)a +
(
(K − 1

2
QQT ) ·m

)
a

− 1

2

∑
b

Qab|(QT ·m)b| . (2.30)

A gauge invariant BPS monopole operator O(m,n) is 1/2 BPS chiral primary operator if

nama = 0, for all a = 1, . . . , r , (2.31)

i.e. purely magnetic or purely electric under all the U(1) factors in the gauge symmetry.
Notice that the monopole operators appearing in the superpotential are all gauge-invariant
1/2 BPS chiral primary operators.

Before the superpotential deformation, the theory (T∆)⊗r

[U(1)rQ]K
has U(1)r topological sym-

metry, whose charges {Ta}a=1,...,r are the monopole charges of U(1)r gauge symmetry. After
the monopole superpotential deformations, the N = 2 gauge theory has only a U(1) flavor
symmetry, U(1)A, whose charge A is given as

A = A⃗ · T⃗ =

r∑
a=1

(a− 1)Ta = T2 + 2T3 + . . .+ (r − 1)Tr . (2.32)
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One can check that A⃗ ·mI = 0 for all I = 1, . . . , r − 1.
The UV gauge theory has only manifest N = 2 supersymmetry and we will claim that

the theory has emergent supersymmetries in the IR and flows to a 3D rank-0 N = 4 (actually
N = 5) SCFT. In the SUSY enhancement, the U(1)R × U(1)A symmetry is enhanced to
SO(5) R-symmetry. The two UV U(1)s are embedded into the SO(4) ⊂ SO(5) R-symmetry
as in (2.9) and embedded into the SO(5) R-symmetry as follows

Rν=0 and A are Cartans of SO(2) and SO(3) of SO(2)× SO(3) ⊂ SO(5) respectively.
(2.33)

Squashed 3-sphere partition function The partition function of the theory before the
superpotential deformation, i.e. (T∆)⊗r/[U(1)rQ]K , is (ℏ := 2πib2)

Z(K,Q)

S3
b

(M⃗, ν⃗) =

∫
drZ⃗

(2πℏ)r/2

r∏
a=1

ψℏ(QaZa) exp

(
Z⃗ ·K · Z⃗ + 2Z⃗ · W⃗

2ℏ

)∣∣∣∣
W⃗=M⃗+(iπ+ ℏ

2
)ν⃗

,

=

∫
drZ⃗

(2πℏ)r/2
I(K,Q)
ℏ (Z⃗; M⃗, ν⃗) .

(2.34)

The special function ψℏ(Z) is the quantum dilogarithm (Q.D.L). It computes the squashed
3-sphere partition function of the T∆ theory with Z = M + (iπ + ℏ

2R(Φ)) where M is the
rescaled real mass for the U(1) flavor symmetry. Its definition and basic properties are
reviewed in Appendix A. M⃗ is the (rescaled) real masses, i.e. FI parameters, coupled to the
U(1)r topological symmetry. ν⃗ parameterize the mixing between R-symmetry and U(1)r

topological symmetry. The R-charge Rν⃗ at the mixing parameter is

Rν⃗ = R∗ + ν⃗ · T⃗ . (2.35)

Here R∗ is a reference R-charge. In the above expression, the reference R-charge is chosen
as3

R∗(O(n,m)) =
1

2

r∑
a=1

(Qama + |Qama|) . (2.36)

After the deformation with the monopole superpotentials, one need to impose following
conditions on (M⃗, ν⃗):

M⃗ ·mI = 0 ,

Rν⃗(O(mI ,nI)) =
1

2

r∑
a=1

(Qa(mI)a + |Qa(mI)a|) + ν⃗ ·mI = 2 ,
(2.37)

for all I = 1, . . . , r − 1. Solving the equations, the (M⃗, ν⃗) can be parameterized as

M⃗ = A⃗M , ν⃗ = (ν − 1)A⃗ , (2.38)

3The reference R-charge R∗ is chosen such that R∗(Φa) = 0 for all a = 1, . . . , r and the
mixed CS level (kgR)a between U(1)R and a-th U(1) gauge group is 1

2
Qa. Generally, R(On,m) =∑

a

(
naR(Φa) +

1−R(Φa)
2

|Qama|+ (kgR)ama

)
[54].
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and the partition function for the T̃(2,2r) theory becomes

ZS3
b
(b2,M, ν) = Z(K,Q)

S3
b

(
M⃗ = A⃗M, ν⃗ = (ν − 1)A⃗

)
,

=

∫
drZ⃗

(2πℏ)r/2
Iℏ(Z⃗;M,ν) .

(2.39)

(M,ν) is the (real mass, R-symmetry mixing parameter) for the U(1)A symmetry.

Rν = Rν=0 + νA = R∗ + (ν − 1)A⃗ · T⃗ . (2.40)

Superconformal R-charge, Rν=νIR , of the IR fixed point can be determined using F-maximization
[41]. Namely,

F := − log |ZS3
b
(b2 = 1,M = 0, ν)| is maximized at ν = νIR. (2.41)

In our case, we choose the parameterization as in (2.38) in a way that the ν = 0 corresponds
to the superconformal R charge, νIR = 0, see Figure 1. The squashed 3-sphere partition
function has an overall phase factor ambiguity of the following form

exp
(
iπ(b2 + b−2)δ1 + iπδ2

)
with δ1, δ2 ∈ Q , (2.42)

which depends on the choice of background CS level of R-symmetry, 3-manifold framming
choice and etc.

-1.0 -0.5 0.5 1.0

0.2

0.4

0.6

0.8

1.0

1.2

sin ( 3π
8 ) ≃ 0.92388

sin ( π
8 ) ≃ 0.38268

-1.0 -0.5 0.5 1.0

0.2

0.4

0.6

0.8

1.0

1.2

2
3 sin ( 5π

12 ) ≃ 0.788675

2
3 sin ( π

12 ) ≃ 0.211325

Figure 1. Graph of |ZS3
b
(b2 = 1,M = 0, ν)| for T̃(2,8) theory (Left) and for T̃(2,12) theory (Right).

The |ZS3
b
(b2 = 1,M = 0, ν)|s are even functions in ν and minimized at ν = 0. The values of

|ZS3
b
(b2 = 1,M = 0, ν = ±1)| are identical to the |Sα=0,β=0 = S(1,1),(1,1)| of SM(2, 8) and SM(2, 12)

respectively. The value of |ZS3
b
(b2 = 1,M = 0, ν = 0)| is identical to the minβ |Sα=0,β | of SM(2, 8)

and SM(2, 12) respectively. We draw the graph using the Bethe-sum formula in (2.60) combined
with (2.63).

Superconformal index The superconformal index for the theory before the monopole
superpotential deformation is

I(K,Q)
sci (q; η⃗, ν⃗)

=
∑
m∈Zr

(
r∏

a=1

∮
dua
2πiua

)(
r∏

a=1

I∆(Qama, u
Qa
a )(ηa(−q1/2)νa)ma

) r∏
a,b=1

uKabmb
a

 .
(2.43)
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Here I∆(m,u) is the tetrahedron index introduced in [55], which computes the generalized
superconformal index [56] of the T∆ theory. See appendix A for details. After the monopole
operator superpotential deformation, the superconformal index for the T̃(2,4r) theory is

Isci(q; η, ν) = I(K,Q)
sci

(
q; η⃗, ν⃗ = (ν − 1)A⃗

)
|ηa→ηAa . (2.44)

Using the expression above, one can compute the index and find that

r = 2 :

1− q1/2 −
(
1 + η +

1

η

)
q −

(
2 + η +

1

η

)
q3/2 −

(
2 + η +

1

η

)
q2 − q5/2

+

(
η2 +

1

η2
+ η +

1

η
+ 1

)
q3 +

(
η2 +

1

η2
+ 2η +

2

η
+ 2

)
q7/2 + . . .

r = 3 :

1− q1/2 −
(
1 + η +

1

η

)
q −

(
2 + η +

1

η

)
q3/2 − q2 +

(
η2 +

1

η2
+ 2η +

2

η
+ 2

)
q5/2

+

(
2η2 +

2

η2
+ 4η +

4

η
+ 6

)
q3 +

(
2η2 +

2

η2
+ 6η +

6

η
+ 8

)
q7/2 + . . .

for all r ≥ 2 :

Isci(q; η, ν = 0) = 1− q1/2 −
(
1 + η +

1

η

)
q −

(
2 + η +

1

η

)
q3/2 + . . . ,

(2.45)

The index computation gives non-trivial evidences for the SUSY enhancement, N = 2 →
N = 5, in the IR. First, only qZ/4-terms (actually only qZ/2) appear in the index which is
compatible with the fact that Rν=0

2 + j3 ∈ Z
4 for any N ≥ 3 theory. This is quite non-trivial

fact since the superconformal R-charge Rν=0 is determined by extremizing the function
F (ν) = log |ZS3

b
(b2 = 1,M = 0, ν)|, which is highly non-trivial function as drawn in Figure

1. Second, the index contains contributions from N = 5 stress-energy tensor multiplet.
The N = 5 multiplet can be decomposed into several superconformal multiplets of a N = 2

subalgebra (which can be identified as the UV supersymmetry). They include [57]

a) Chiral primary multiplet with ∆ = 1 in 3 of SO(3) ,

b) Conserved current multiplet in 3 of SO(3) ,

c) Extra-SUSY current multiplet in 3 of SO(3) ,

(2.46)

where SO(3) is the SO(3) in SO(2)×SO(3) ⊂ SO(5) R-symmetry which is flavor symmetry
in terms of the UV N = 2 supersymmetry. The N = 2 multiplets contribute to the index
as follows

a) ⇒ −q1/2 − q3/2 + . . . ,

b) ⇒ −
(
1 + η +

1

η

)
q + . . . ,

c) ⇒ −
(
1 + η +

1

η

)
q3/2 + . . . ,

(2.47)
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which can be obtained from the explicit multiplet structure in [57]. One can see that all these
terms appear in the superconformal index. Even though the appearance do not guarantee
the SUSY enhancement [58], since other N = 2 multiplets could give the same contributions,
it provides non-trivial circumstantial evidence. As another non-trivial evidence, we will
propose dual description in section 2.2.3 which has manifest N = 5 supersymmetry. For all
r ≥ 2, the indices in the A- and B-twisting limits become trivial, i.e.

Isci(η = 1, ν = ±1) = 1 . (2.48)

It implies that the IR SCFT is of rank 0, if the SUSY enhancement really occurs, since the
index in the A/B twisting limits compute the Coulomb/Higgs branch Hilbert-series [59].

Twisted partition functions To compute the twisted partition function, we first con-
sider the integrand I(K,Q)

ℏ of the squashed 3-sphere partition function (2.34) in the limit of
ℏ → 0 using (A.3):

log I(K,Q)
ℏ (Z⃗; M⃗, ν⃗)

ℏ→0−−−−−−→ 1

ℏ
W(K,Q)

0 (Z⃗; M⃗, ν⃗) +W(K,Q)
1 (Z⃗; M⃗, ν⃗) +O(ℏ)

with

W(K,Q)
0 =

∑
a

Li2(e
−QaZa) +

1

2
Z⃗ ·K · Z⃗ + (M⃗ + iπν⃗) · Z⃗ ,

W(K,Q)
1 = −1

2

∑
a

log(1− e−QaZa) +
1

2
Z⃗ · ν⃗ .

(2.49)

Then, the twisted partition function can be computed as

Z(K,Q)
Mg,p∈2Z

(M⃗, ν⃗) =
∑

z⃗∈SBE(M⃗,ν⃗)

H(z⃗; M⃗, ν⃗)g−1(F(z⃗; M⃗, ν⃗))p , (2.50)

where the Bethe-vacua SBE is the set of solutions of following algebraic equations (∂a := ∂Za)

SBE(M⃗, ν⃗) =

{
z⃗ = (z1, . . . , zr) : Pa(z⃗; M⃗, ν⃗) = 1 for all a = 1, . . . , r

}
,

where Pa := exp
(
∂aW(K,Q)

0

)
|Z⃗→log z⃗ =

(
r∏

b=1

zKab
b

)
(1− z−Qa

a )QaeMa+iπνa .

(2.51)

The handle-gluing and fibering operators are

H(z⃗; M⃗, ν⃗) =

(
det
a,b

∂a∂bW0

)
exp (−2W1)

∣∣∣∣
Z⃗→log z⃗

,

F(z⃗; M⃗, ν⃗) = exp

(
−
W0 − Z⃗ · ∂Z⃗W0 − M⃗ · ∂M⃗W0

2πi

)∣∣∣∣
Z⃗→log z⃗

.

(2.52)

Then, twisted partition functions for the T̃(2,4r) theory is given as

ZMg,p∈2Z(M,ν) =
∑

z⃗α∈SBE

H(z⃗α;M,ν)g−1F(z⃗α;M,ν)p ,

with H/F(z⃗α;M,ν) := H/F(z⃗α; M⃗ = A⃗M, ν⃗ = (ν − 1)A⃗) .

(2.53)
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There are two distinct SUSY backgrounds on Mg,p∈2Z depending on the spin-structure
choices along the fiber [S1]-direction [48]. In the above computation, we choose an anti-
periodic, which corresponds to νR = 1

2(mod 1) in [48]. Due to the phase ambiguity of
squashed 3-sphere partition function in (2.42), the F(z⃗α) and H(z⃗α) have α-independent
phase factor ambiguities. For rank-0 SCFTs, one can fix the overall phase factor ambiguity
of H(z⃗α) by requiring that

H(z⃗α;M = 0, ν = ±1) ∈ R>0 for all z⃗α ∈ SBE . (2.54)

This is possible since all the H(z⃗α;M = 0, ν = ±1) have the same phase for rank-0 SCFTs.
For the T̃(2,4r) theory, there are r Bethe-vacua, {z⃗α}r−1

α=0, and their handle-gluing/fibering
operators in the A-twisting limit, M → 0 and ν → −1, are

H(z⃗α;M = 0, ν = −1) = (S(1,1),(1,2α+1))
−2 ,

F(z⃗α;M = 0, ν = −1)2 = e2πiδ exp
(
4πih(s=1,t=2α+1)

)
.

(2.55)

with a δ ∈ Q. Here S and h(s,t) is the S-matrix (2.5) and conformal dimensions (2.2) of
SM(2, 4r).

Let L be the supersymmetric Wilson loop of gauge charge q⃗ = (q1, . . . , qr). The twisted
partition function with insertion of the loop operator can be computed as

ZL
Mg,p∈2Z(M,ν) =

∑
z⃗α∈SBE

H(z⃗α)
g−1F(z⃗α)

pL(z⃗α) , (2.56)

with L(z⃗) :=
r∏

a=1

(za)
qa . (2.57)

For the T̃(2,4r) theory, let {Lα}α=0,1,...,r−1 be supersymmetric Wilson loop operators with
following gauge charge q⃗α:

q⃗α = (0, 1, 2, . . . , α− 1, α, . . . , α) . (2.58)

Then, one can check that

Wβ(α) := Lα(z⃗β) =
S(1,2α+1),(1,2β+1)

S(1,1),(1,2β+1)
. (2.59)

Using the handle-gluing and fibering operators, the round 3-sphere in (2.34) can be written
in the following Bethe-sum [47, 60]:

|Z(K,Q)

S3
b=1

(M⃗, ν⃗)| = |
∑

z⃗α∈SBE

H(z⃗α; M⃗, ν⃗)−1F(z⃗α; M⃗, ν⃗)| , (2.60)

only when the ν⃗ satisfies following conditions [60]4

Kaa + νa ∈ 2Z (2.61)

4To compute the round 3-sphere partition function, one should use the (H,F) in the spin-structure
choice νR = 0(mod 1), which are generally different from our (H,F) computed in the νR = 1

2
(mod 1). The

(H,F) are independent on the spin-structure choices when the ν⃗ satisfies the condition.

– 13 –



For the T̃(2,4r) theory, the condition is met if

ν1 ∈ 2Z+ 1, νa>1 ∈ 2Z . (2.62)

For general ν⃗, the round 3-sphere partition function can be computed using the following
relation5

Z(K,Q)

S3
b=1

(M⃗, ν⃗) = |Z(K,Q)

S3
b=1

(M⃗ + 2πi(ν⃗ − ν⃗0), ν⃗0)| , (2.63)

with ν⃗0 is chosen to satisfy the condition in (2.61).

Half-indices The half index of the T̃(2,4r) theory with B = (D, Dc) boundary condition
is [52]

Ihalf(q; η, ν) = I
(K,Q)
half (q; η⃗, ν⃗ = (ν − 1)A⃗)

∣∣
ηa→ηAa

=
∑

m∈(Z≥0)r

q
1
2
m·K·m(η(−q1/2)(ν−1))−A⃗·m

(q)m1 . . . (q)mr

.
(2.64)

where

I
(K,Q)
half (q; η⃗, ν⃗) =

1

(q)r∞

∑
m∈Zr

q
1
2
m·K·m

r∏
a=1

(
(ηa(−q1/2)νa)ma(q1−Qama ; q)∞

)
=

∑
m∈(Z≥0)r

q
1
2
m·K·m∏r

a=1(ηa(−q1/2)νa)−ma

(q)Q1m1 . . . (q)Qrmr

.

(2.65)

Here B = (D, Dc) is Dirichlet boundary condition (D) for vector multiplets and deformed
Dirichlet boundary condition (Dc) for chiral multiplet. In terms of 2D (0,2) subalgebra, a 3D
chiral multiplet is decomposed into a 2d chiral multiplet Φ2d and a 2d Fermi multiplet. The
deformed Dirichlet boundary condition Dc(or Dirichlet boundary condition D) is imposing
Φ2d = c (or Φ2d = 0) with non-zero c. The boundary condition breaks all the U(1)r gauge
symmetry while preserving the U(1) R-symmetry. We assign zero R-charge to the chiral
fields.

The half-index with the Wilson loop operator Lα in (2.58) becomes [52]

ILα
half(q; η, ν) =

∑
m∈(Z≥0)r

q
1
2
m·K·m(η(−q1/2)(ν−1))−A⃗·mq−q⃗α·m

(q)m1 . . . (q)mr

(2.66)

In the A-twisting limit, η → 1 and ν → −1, the half-indices reproduce the characters of 2D
RCFT (SM(2, 4r))⊗ (free Fermion)

qhα− c
24 ILα

half(q; η = 1, ν = −1) = qhα− c
24

∑
m∈(Z≥0)r

q
1
2
m·K·m+A⃗·m−q⃗α·m

(q)m1 . . . (q)mr

= (χs=1,t=2α+1(q) of SM(2, 4r) in (2.3))× χF (q) ,

(2.67)

5Note that the squashed 3-sphere partition function depends only on the holomorphic combinations
M⃗ + (iπ + ℏ

2
)ν⃗.

– 14 –



up to an overall factor qhα− c
24 where

c = 8− 3

2r
− 6r , hα =

α(1− 2r + α)

4r
. (2.68)

The c is the central charge of the product RCFT, (c in (2.2) for SM(2, 4r)) + 1
2 , and hα is

the conformal dimension of SM(2, 4r). It provides a novel fermionic sum expression for the
product RCFT characters. In the above, χF (q) is the character of 2D free Majorana-Weyl
fermion theory, whose bulk 3D TQFT is the Ising spin-TQFT SO(1)1,

χF (q) = q−
1
48 ID(x = −q1/2; q) = q−

1
48

∞∏
n=0

(1 + qn+1/2) = q−
1
48 (−q1/2; q)∞ . (2.69)

We define

ID(x; q) := (x−1q; q)∞ =

∞∏
n=0

(1− qn+1x−1) , (2.70)

which is the half-index for the T∆ theory in the Dirichlet boundary (D) and with R(Φ) = 0.
For general R-charge, the half index for T∆ is ID(x(−q1/2)R(Φ); q).

The equations in (2.55),(2.59),(2.67) and the Figure 1 give non-trivial evidences for
the proposal in (2.21) for the T̃(2,4r). They are all compatible with the bulk-boundary
dictionaries listed in Table 1.

2.2.2 UV description II

The 2nd UV gauge theory description is (for r = 2, 4, 6, . . .)

T(2,2r+4) :=
(T∆)⊗r

[U(1)rQ]K
with superpotential W = O(m1,n1) + . . .+O(mr−1,nr−1)

K = C(Tr)
−1 :=



1 1 1 · · · 1 1

1 2 2 · · · 2 2

1 2 3 · · · 3 3
...

...
...

. . .
...

...
1 2 3 · · · r − 1 r − 1

1 2 3 · · · r − 1 r


, Q = Ir×r,

m1 = (1, 1,−1,0r−3), m2≤I≤r−2 = (0I−2,−1, 1, 1,−1,0r−I−2), mr−1 = (0r−2,−2, 2),

n1≤I≤r−1 = (0r) .

(2.71)

Here the C(Tr) is the Cartan matrix of the tadpole graph, obtained by folding the Cartan
matrix of Ar in half. The N = 2 gauge theory has a U(1) flavor symmetry, U(1)A, whose
charge is given as

A = A⃗ · T⃗ =

r∑
a=1

[
a+ 1

2

]
Ta = T1 + T2 + 2T3 + 2T4 + . . .+

r

2
Tr−1 +

r

2
Tr . (2.72)
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In the above equation square brackets mean integer part. Solving the constraints in (2.37),
the (M⃗, ν⃗) can be parameterized as

M⃗ = A⃗M , ν⃗ = (ν − 1)A⃗ . (2.73)

The bulk supersymmetric partition functions of the gauge theory can be computed as

ZS3
b
(b2,M, ν) = Z(K,Q)

S3
b

(M⃗ = A⃗M, ν⃗ = (ν − 1)A⃗) ,

Isci(q; η, ν) = I(K,Q)
sci

(
q; η⃗, ν⃗ = (ν − 1)A⃗

) ∣∣∣∣
ηa→ηAa

,

ZMg,p∈2Z(M,ν) = Z(K,Q)
Mg,p∈2Z

(M⃗ = A⃗M, ν⃗ = (ν − 1)A⃗) .

(2.74)

where the Z(K,Q)

S3
b

, I(K,Q)
sci and ZMg,p∈2Z are given in (2.34), (2.43) and (2.50) respectively.

Superconformal R-charge can be determined by F-maximization, in the same way as (2.41)
and one can confirm that the ν = 0 in the parametrization (2.73) corresponds to the
superconformal R-charge. Numerically, one can check that(

ZS3
b
(b2 = 1,M, ν) of T(2,2r+4)

)
=
(
ZS3

b
(b2 = 1,M, ν) of T̃(2,2r+4) in (2.23)

)
. (2.75)

For the superconformal index we find that, for all r ∈ 2Z≥1

Isci(q; η, ν = 0) = 1− q1/2 −
(
1 + η +

1

η

)
q −

(
2 + η +

1

η

)
q3/2 + . . . ,

Isci(η = 1, ν = ±1) = 1 ,(
Isci(η = 1, ν = ±1) of T(2,2r+4)

)
=
(
Isci(η = 1, ν = ±1) of T̃(2,2r+4) in (2.23)

)
.

(2.76)

As argued for the T̃(2,2r+4) case, the superconformal index give non-trivial evidences for the
SUSY enhancement, N = 2 → N = 5, in the IR.

In the twisted partition computation, there are ( r2+1) Bethe-vacua, {z⃗α}
r
2
α=0, and their

handle-gluing/fibering operators in the A-twisting limit, M⃗ → 0⃗ and ν⃗ → −2A⃗, are

H(z⃗α; M⃗ = 0, ν⃗ = −2A⃗) = (S(1,1),(1,2α+1))
−2 ,(

F(z⃗α; M⃗ = 0, ν⃗ = −2A⃗)
)2

= e2πiδ exp
(
4πih(s=1,t=2α+1)

)
,

(2.77)

with a δ ∈ Q. Here S and h(s,t) is the S-matrix (2.5) and conformal dimensions (2.2) of
SM(2, 2r + 4).

The half-index for the T(2,2r+4) theory is

Ihalf(q; η, ν) = I
(K,Q)
half (q; η⃗, ν⃗ = (ν − 1)A⃗)

∣∣
ηa→ηAa

=
∑

m∈(Z≥0)r

q
1
2
m·K·m(η(−q1/2)(ν−1))−A⃗·m

(q)m1 . . . (q)mr

.
(2.78)

Let {Lα}α=0,1,..., r
2

be supersymmetric Wilson loop operators with gauge charge q⃗α:

q⃗α = (1, 1, 2, 2, . . . , α− 1, α− 1, α, α, α, . . . , α) . (2.79)
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The half-index with the loop operator Lα becomes

ILα
half(q; η, ν) =

∑
m∈(Z≥0)r

q
1
2
m·K·m(η(−q1/2)(ν−1))−A⃗·mq−q⃗α·m

(q)m1 . . . (q)mr

. (2.80)

In the A-twisting limit, η → 1 and ν → −1, the half-indices reproduce the characters of 2D
RCFT SM(2, 2r + 4)

qhα− c
24 ILα

half(q; η = 1, ν = −1) = qhα− c
24

∑
m∈(Z≥0)r

q
1
2
m·K·m+A⃗·m−q⃗α·m

(q)m1 . . . (q)mr

=
(
χ(s=1,t=2α+1)(q) of SM(2, 2r + 4) in (2.3)

)
.

(2.81)

Here K and A are given in (2.71) and (2.72), and the c and hα are the central charge
and the conformal dimension of SM(2, 2r + 4) as given in (2.2). The half-indices in (2.81)
reproduce the known fermionic sum expression for the characters of SM(2, 2r + 4) in [61].

The nice matches in (2.77) and (2.81) support the proposal in (2.21) for the T(2,4r) case.

2.2.3 UV description III

The 3rd UV description is

T̃ ′
(2,4r) := SU(2)

1
2
⊕ 1

2
k=r

:= SU(2) gauge theory coupled to a half hypermultiplet and a half twisted

-hypermultiplet in the fundamental representations with Chern-Simons level k = r.
(2.82)

The theory is a rank-0 N = 4 SCFT and actually has N = 5 supersymmetry [28, 62].

Chiral multiplet SU(2) Rν=0 A

Φ1 2 1
2 +1

2

Φ2 2 1
2 −1

2

Table 2. Matter contents of SU(2)
1
2⊕

1
2

k theory in terms of N = 2 chiral multiplets. SU(2), Rν=0

and A represent SU(2) gauge symmetry, superconformal R-charge and charge of U(1)A symmetry
respectively. The theory has a superpotential term W ∝ 1

k (ϵijΦ
i
1Φ

j
2)

2 where i and j = 1, 2 are
indices for 2 of SU(2) gauge group.

Squashed 3-sphere partition function The partition function is given as

ZS3
b
(M,ν) =

∫
dZ√
2πℏ

Iℏ(Z,M, ν) with

Iℏ(Z,M, ν) = 2 sinh(Z) sinh(
2πiZ

ℏ
) exp

(
(r + 1)Z2

ℏ

)
×

∏
ϵ1,ϵ2∈{±1}

ψℏ

(
ϵ1Z + ϵ2

M + ν(iπ + ℏ/2)
2

+
(iπ + ℏ/2)

2

)
.

(2.83)
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Here (M,ν) is the (rescaled real mass, R-symmetry mixing parameter) for the U(1)A sym-
metry.

Superconformal index The superconformal index is

Isci(q; η, ν) =
∑

m∈Z≥0

∮
|u|=1

du

2πiu
∆(m,u)u2(r+1)mI∆

(
m,u(ηq)1/2

)
× I∆

(
−m,u−1(ηq)1/2

)
I∆
(
m,uη−1/2

)
I∆
(
−m,u−1η−1/2

) ∣∣
η→η(−q1/2)ν−1 .

(2.84)

Here ∆(m,u) is the contribution from the SU(2) vector multiplet

∆(m,u) =
1

Sym(m)
(q

m
2 u− q−

m
2 u−1)(q

m
2 u−1 − q−

m
2 u) ,

where Sym(m) :=

{
2, m = 0

1, m > 0 .

(2.85)

One can check that the index matches with the superconformal index (2.44) computed using
the UV gauge theory in (2.23).

Twisted partition functions In the asymptotic ℏ → 0 limit, the integrand of squashed
3-sphere partition function behaves as (in the limit ν → −1)

log Iℏ(Z,M, ν)
ℏ→0−−−−−−→ 1

ℏ
W0(Z;M,ν) +W1(Z;M,ν) ,

W0 = ±2πiZ + (r + 1)Z2 +
∑

ϵ2,ϵ2∈{±1}

Li2(ϵ2e
−ϵ1Z−ϵ2

M
2 ) ,

W1 = −1

2
log(1− e−Z−M

2 )− 1

2
log(1− eZ−M

2 ) + log(sinhZ) .

(2.86)

The corresponding Bethe equation is

P (z;M,ν = −1) = exp(∂ZW0)|Z→log z =
z2r
(
eM/2 + z

) (
eM/2z − 1

)(
eM/2 − z

) (
eM/2z + 1

) = 1 . (2.87)

In the A-twisting limit, (M,ν) = (0,−1), the P (z) = −z2r and there are r Bethe-vacua

SBE(M = 0, ν = −1) = {z : P (z,M = 0, ν = −1) = 1 and z2 ̸= 1}/Z2

=

{
zα = exp

(
iπ(2α+ 1)

2r

)
: α = 0, . . . , r − 1

}
,

(2.88)

taking into account the quotient by the Weyl symmetry Z2, z → 1/z. The corresponding
handle-gluing operator H is

H(z;M = 0, ν = −1) = −1

4
(∂Z∂ZW0)e

−2W1

∣∣∣∣
Z→log z

=
2rz

4(z + 1)2
,

⇒ H(zα) =
r

2
cos

(
(2α+ 1)π)

4r

)−2

= (S(1,1),(1,2α+1))
−2 .

(2.89)
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The factor 1/4 comes from 1/|W (G)|2 [60] and the (−1) is to fix the overall phase factor
of H according to (2.54). The corresponding fibering-gluing operator F is

F(z;M,ν) = exp

(
−W0 − Z∂ZW0 −M∂MW0

2πi

) ∣∣∣∣
Z→log z

. (2.90)

Using the expression, one can confirm that

|F(zα;M = 0, ν = −1)| = 1 and
(

F(zα;M = 0, ν = −1)

F(zα=0;M = 0, ν = −1)

)2

= exp(4πih(1,2α+1)) .

(2.91)

Half-indices The half index for the SU(2)
1
2
⊕ 1

2
k=r theory is 6

Ihalf:B(q; η, ν) = TrH(HS2:B)(−1)RνqRν+j3x2J3ηA+J3
∣∣
x→1

=
∑
m∈Z

q(r−1)m2
x2(r−1)mη(r−1)m

(q; q)∞(q1+2mx2η; q)∞(q1−2mx−2η−1; q)∞

× ID
(
−qm+1/2xη; q

)
ID
(
−q−m+1/2x−1; q

)
ID (qmx; q) ID

(
q−m(xη)−1; q

) ∣∣∣∣
η→η(−q1/2)ν−1,x→1

.

(2.92)

The half index agrees with the half index of the T̃(2,4r) theory in (2.23):

(Ihalf(q; η, ν) in (2.92)) = (Ihalf(q; η, ν) in (2.64)) . (2.93)

In the A-twisting limit, η → 1 and ν → −1, the half-index is related to the vacuum character
of SM(2, 4r) as follows

q−
c
24 Ihalf:B(q; η = 1, ν = −1) =

(
χ(1,1)(q) of SM(2, 4r) in (2.3)

)
× (χF (q) in (2.69)) ,

(2.94)

where c is given in (2.68). In the limit, we impose the Dirichlet boundary condition for
SU(2) vector multiplet. We assign R-charge R = (−1, 1, 0, 2) to the 4 (2 + 2) chiral
multiplets and impose Dirichlet boundary condition for the 3 chirals with R ̸= 0 and
deformed Dirichlet boundary condition for the chiral with R = 0. The R-charge assignment
and boundary condition break the SU(2) gauge symmetry while preserving the R-symmetry.

The nice matches in (2.89),(2.91) and (2.94) support the proposal in (2.21) for the
T̃ ′
(2,4r).

2.3 Bulk dual rank-0 SCFT of SM(3, 6r − 5)

In the following we propose UV gauge theory description of T(3,6r−5) modulo a decoupled
Ising spin-TQFT, SO(1)1:(

T̃(3,6r−5) in (2.96)
) A-twisting/bulk-boundary−−−−−−−−−−−−−−−−−→ SM(3, 6r − 5)⊗ (Free fermion). (2.95)

6Here η is the fugacity for the charge A′ = A+ J3 where the J3 is the Cartan of the SU(2) gauge group
and Rν = Rν=0 + νA′.
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2.3.1 UV description

The UV gauge theory description is (r ≥ 2),

T̃(3,6r−5) :=
(T∆)⊗r

[U(1)rQ]K
with superpotential W = O(m1,n1) + . . .+O(mr−1,nr−1)

K =



1 −1 −1 · · · −1 −1

−1 2 2 · · · 2 2

−1 2 4 · · · 4 4
...

...
...

. . .
...

...
−1 2 4 · · · 2(r − 2) 2(r − 2)

−1 2 4 · · · 2(r − 2) 2(r − 1)


, Q = diag{1r−1, 2} ,

m1 = (2,0r−1), m2 = (0, 2,−1,0r−3), m3≤I≤r−1 = (0I−2,−1, 2,−1,0r−I−1) ,

n1 = (0,2r−2, 1), n2 = (1,0r−1), n3≤I≤r−1 = (0r) .

(2.96)

The N = 2 gauge theory has a U(1) flavor symmetry, U(1)A, whose charge is given as

A = A⃗ · T⃗ =
∑
a=1

(a− 1)Ta = T2 + 2T3 + . . .+ (r − 1)Tr . (2.97)

Solving the constraints in (2.37), the (M⃗, ν⃗) can be parameterized as

M⃗ = A⃗M , ν⃗ = (ν − 1)A⃗ . (2.98)

The bulk supersymmetric partition functions of the gauge theory can be computed as

ZS3
b
(b2,M, ν) = Z(K,Q)

S3
b

(M⃗ = A⃗M, ν⃗ = (ν − 1)A⃗) ,

Isci(q; η, ν) = I(K,Q)
sci

(
q; η⃗, ν⃗ = (ν − 1)A⃗

) ∣∣∣∣
ηa→ηAa

,

ZMg,p∈2Z(M,ν) = Z(K,Q)
Mg,p∈2Z

(M⃗ = A⃗M, ν⃗ = (ν − 1)A⃗) .

(2.99)

where the Z(K,Q)

S3
b

, I(K,Q)
sci and ZMg,p∈2Z are given in (2.34), (2.43) and (2.50) respectively.

Superconformal R-charge can be determined by F-maximization, in the same way as (2.41).
For the superconformal index we find that
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Figure 2. Graph of |ZS3
b
(b2 = 1,M = 0, ν)| for T̃(3,7) theory (Left) and for T̃(3,13) theory (Right).

For both cases, the round 3-sphere partition functions are minimized at ν = 0. The values of
|ZS3

b
(b2 = 1,M = 0, ν = −1)| are identical to the |Sα=0,β=0 = S(1,1),(1,1)| of SM(3, 7) and SM(3, 13)

respectively. The values at ν = 0 and ν = 1 of T̃(3,7) are |S(1,1),(1,3)| and |S(1,1),(1,5)| of SM(3, 7).
The values at ν = 0 of T̃(3,13) are |S(1,1),(1,5)| of SM(3, 13).

r = 2 :

1− q −
(
η +

1

η

)
q3/2 − 2q2 − ηq5/2 +

(
1

η2
− 1

)
q3 +

(
1

η
− η

)
q7/2 +

q4

η2

+

(
η +

3

η

)
q9/2 +

(
η2 +

2

η2
+ 4

)
q5 +

(
3η +

5

η

)
q11/2 +

(
η2 +

1

η2
+ 6

)
q6 + . . .

r = 3 :

1− q −
(
η +

1

η

)
q3/2 − q2 +

(
2η +

2

η

)
q5/2 +

(
2η2 +

2

η2
+ 6

)
q3 +

(
6η +

6

η

)
q7/2

+

(
η2 +

1

η2
+ 8

)
q4 +

(
−η3 − 1

η3
+ 5η +

5

η

)
q9/2 +

(
−η2 − 1

η2
+ 7

)
q5 + . . .

for all r ≥ 2:

Isci(q; η, ν = 0) = 1− q −
(
η +

1

η

)
q

3
2 + . . . ,

Isci(η = 1, ν = ±1) = 1 .

(2.100)

The index shows non-trivial evidences for the SUSY enhancement, N = 2 → N = 4, in the
IR. First, only qZ/4-terms (actually only qZ/2) appears in the index which is compatible with
the fact that Rν=0

2 + j3 ∈ Z
4 for any N ≥ 3 theory. This is quite non-trivial fact since the

superconformal R-chargeRν=0 is determined by extremizing the non-trivial function F (ν) =
log |ZS3

b
(b2 = 1,M = 0, ν)| as drawn in Figure 2. The index also contains contributions

from two extra-SUSY current multiplets, which are −(η + 1
η )q

1/2. The last properties of
the index imply that the IR SCFT are of rank-0 if the SUSY enhancement really occurs.

In the twisted partition computation, there are (3r − 3) Bethe-vacua, {z⃗α}3r−4
α=0 , and
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their handle-gluing/fibering operators in the A-twisting limit, M⃗ → 0⃗ and ν⃗ → −2A⃗, are

H(z⃗α; M⃗ = 0, ν⃗ = −2A⃗) = (S(1,1),(1,2α+1))
−2 ,(

F(z⃗α; M⃗ = 0, ν⃗ = −2A⃗)
)2

= e2πiδ exp
(
4πih(s=1,t=2α+1)

)
.

(2.101)

with a δ ∈ Q. Here S and h(s,t) are the S-matrix (2.5) and conformal dimensions (2.2) of
SM(3, 6r − 5) respectively.

The half-index for the T̃(3,6r−5) theory is

Ihalf(q; η, ν) = I
(K,Q)
half (q; η⃗, ν⃗ = (ν − 1)A⃗)

∣∣
ηa→ηAa

=
∑

m∈(Z≥0)r

q
1
2
m·K·m(η(−q1/2)(ν−1))−A⃗·m

(q)m1 . . . (q)mr−1(q)2mr

.
(2.102)

The half-index in the A-twisting limit, η → 1 and ν → −1, reproduces the vacuum character
the supersymmetric minimal model SM(3, 6r−5) up to a decoupled free-fermion character

Ihalf(q; η = 1, ν = −1) =
∑

m∈(Z≥0)r

q
1
2
m·K·mqA⃗·m

(q)m1 . . . (q)mr−1(q)2mr

= q
c
24

+ 1
48 ×

(
χ(1,1)(q) of SM(3, 5r − 7) in (2.3)

)
× (χF (q) in (2.69)) .

(2.103)

Here K and A are given in (2.96) and (2.97) and the c is the central charge of SM(2, 6r−5)

as given in (2.2).

The non-trivial confirmations in (2.101) and (2.103) of the bulk-boundary dictionaries
listed in the Table 1 strongly support the proposal in (2.95).

2.4 Bulk dual rank-0 SCFT of SM(3, 6r − 7)

Here we propose UV gauge theory description of T(3,6r−7) modulo a decoupled spin Ising
TQFT, SO(1)1:

(
T̃(3,6r−7) in (2.105)

) A-twisting/bulk-boundary−−−−−−−−−−−−−−−−−→ SM(3, 6r − 7)⊗ (Free fermion). (2.104)
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2.4.1 UV description

The UV gauge theory description is (r ≥ 3),7

T̃(3,6r−7) :=
(T∆)⊗r

[U(1)rQ]K
with superpotential W = O(m1,n1) + . . .+O(mr−1,nr−1)

K =



1 −1 −1 · · · −1 −1

−1 2 2 · · · 2 2

−1 2 . . . · · · . . . . . .
...

...
...

. . .
...

...
−1 2 . . . · · · 2(r − 2) 2(r − 2)

−1 2 . . . · · · 2(r − 2) 2r


, Q = diag{1r−1, 2} ,

m1 = (2,0r−1), m2 = (0, 2,−1,0r−3), m3≤I≤r−2 = (0I−2,−1, 2,−1,0r−I−1) ,

mr−1 = (0r−2,−1, 1) ,

n1 = (0,2r−2, 1), n2 = (1,0r−1), n3≤I≤r−1 = (0r) .

(2.105)

Notice that the K matrix is identical to the K in (2.96) expcept the last (r, r)-component.
The N = 2 gauge theory has a U(1)A flavor symmetry with charge

A = A⃗ · T⃗ =
r−1∑
a=1

(a− 1)Ta + (r − 2)Tr . (2.106)

Solving the constraints in (2.37), the (M⃗, ν⃗) can be parameterized as

M⃗ = A⃗M , ν⃗ = (ν − 1)A⃗ . (2.107)

The bulk supersymmetric partition functions of the gauge theory can be computed as

ZS3
b
(b2,M, ν) = Z(K,Q)

S3
b

(M⃗ = A⃗M, ν⃗ = (ν − 1)A⃗) ,

Isci(q; η, ν) = I(K,Q)
sci

(
q; η⃗, ν⃗ = (ν − 1)A⃗

) ∣∣∣∣
ηa→ηAa

,

ZMg,p∈2Z(M,ν) = Z(K,Q)
Mg,p∈2Z

(M⃗ = A⃗M, ν⃗ = (ν − 1)A⃗) .

(2.108)

where the Z(K,Q)

S3
b

, I(K,Q)
sci and ZMg,p∈2Z are given in (2.34), (2.43) and (2.50) respectively.

Superconformal R-charge can be determined by F-maximization, in the same way as (2.41).
For the superconformal index we find that

7For r = 2 with K =

(
1 −1

−1 4

)
, the theory (T∆)⊗r

[U(1)r
Q

]K
have two independent 1/2 BPS monopole oper-

ators, O1 = Φ2V(1,0) and O2 = Φ1V(0,1). After the superpotential deformation with W = (O1)
2 + O2,

the theory has a mass gap and flows to an unitary TQFT which is a bulk dual of the SM(3, 5) ⊗
(free Majornara fermion).

– 23 –



-1.0 -0.5 0.5 1.0

0.2

0.4

0.6

0.8

2 (sin ( 13π
66 ) + cos ( π

33 ))
33

≃ 0.548529 2 (sin ( 7π
66 ) + cos ( 2π

33 ))
33

≃ 0.455734

2 (cos ( 8π
33 ) − sin ( 5π

66 ))
33

≃ 0.169891

Figure 3. Graph of |ZS3
b
(b2 = 1,M = 0, ν)| for T̃(3,11) theory. The round 3-sphere partition

function is minimized at ν = 0. The values at ν = −1, ν = 0 and ν = 1 are identical to the
|S(1,1),(1,1)|, |S(1,1),(1,3)| and |S(1,1),(1,9)| of SM(3, 11) respectively.

r = 3 :

1− q +

(
−η − 1

η

)
q3/2 − 2q2 +

(
η2 +

1

η2
+ 1

)
q3 +

(
2η +

2

η

)
q7/2 +

(
1

η2
+ 3

)
q4

+

(
−η3 + 3η +

5

η

)
q9/2 +

(
3

η2
+ 8

)
q5 +

(
−η3 + 3η +

7

η

)
q11/2 + . . .

For all r ≥ 3 :

Isci(q; η, ν = 0) = 1− q −
(
η +

1

η

)
q

3
2 + . . . ,

Isci(η = 1, ν = ±1) = 1 .

(2.109)

The index also shows evidences for the SUSY enhancement, N = 2 → N = 4, and being of
rank 0 SCFT in the IR.

In the twisted partition computation, there are (3r − 4) Bethe-vacua, {z⃗α}3r−5
α=0 , and

their handle-gluing/fibering operators in the A-twisting limit, M⃗ → 0⃗ and ν⃗ → −2A⃗, are

H(z⃗α; M⃗ = 0, ν⃗ = 0⃗) = (S(1,1),(1,2α+1))
−2 ,(

F(z⃗α; M⃗ = 0, ν⃗ = 0⃗)
)2

= e2πiδ exp
(
4πih(s=1,t=2α+1)

)
.

(2.110)

with a δ ∈ Q. Here S and h(s,t) is the S-matrix (2.5) and conformal dimensions (2.2) of
SM(3, 6r − 7).

The half-index for the T̃(3,6r−7) theory is

Ihalf(q; η, ν) = I
(K,Q)
half (q; η⃗, ν⃗ = (ν − 1)A⃗)

∣∣
ηa→ηAa

=
∑

m∈(Z≥0)r

q
1
2
m·K·m(η(−q1/2)(ν−1))−A⃗·m

(q)m1 . . . (q)mr−1(q)2mr

.
(2.111)
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The half-index in the A-twisting limit, η → 1 and ν → −1, reproduces the vacuum character
the supersymmetric minimal model SM(3, 6r−7) up to an decoupled free-fermion character

Ihalf(q; η = 1, ν = −1) =
∑

m∈(Z≥0)r

q
1
2
m·K·m+A⃗·m

(q)m1 . . . (q)mr−1(q)2mr

= q
c
24

+ 1
48 ×

(
χ(1,1)(q) of SM(3, 6r − 7) in (2.3)

)
× (χF (q) in (2.69)) .

(2.112)

Here the matrix K and the vector A⃗ is given in (2.105) and (2.106) respectively.
The non-trivial identities in (2.110) and (2.112) strongly support the proposal in

(2.104).

3 Summary and Future directions

In this paper, we propose bulk 3D N = 4 rank-0 theories which are related to the N = 1

supersymmetric minimal models SM(2, ·) and SM(3, ·) via the bulk-boundary correspon-
dence. Like most rank-0 SCFTs, the SCFTs are realized as IR fixed points of UV gauge
theories with less supersymmetry (N = 2) except for the examples in section 2.2.3 which
have manifest N = 5 supersymmetry. We support the proposal by checking the dictionaries
in the Table 1 with explicit computations of supersymmetric partition functions.

It would be interesting to generalize our work to other examples of RCFTs and see
if there are some non-unitary RCFTs which can not be realized from 3D rank-0 SCFTs.
The strongest form of the non-unitary bulk-boundary correspondence can be stated as that
every non-unitary chiral RCFTs can be realized as boundary algebras of 3D rank-0 SCFTs.
If true, it would be a crucial advantage of 3D non-unitary bulk-boundary correspondence
over (4D SCFTs)/(2D VOAs) correspondence in which only a few classes of non-unitary
rational algebra can be realized [21–24]. So far, we could find bulk dual rank-0 SCFTs only
for some examples of minimal models, M(p, q) with p = 2, and supersymmetric minimal
models, SM(p, p′) with p = 2 and p = 3. What about other cases? In the upcoming papers
[63, 64], bulk field theories for general minimal models and supersymmetric minimal models
are proposed using the 3D-3D correspondence [53, 65–69].

In this paper, the supersymmetric minimal models arise from topological A-twisting of
the bulk rank-0 SCFTs. It would be interesting to study the boundary chiral algebras of
the topologically B-twisted theories and see how the two chiral algebras from A- and B-
twistings are related to each other. For the M(2, q) case, the relation was recently studied
in [31].
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A Quantum dilogarithm and tetrahedron index

The quantum dilogarithm function ψℏ(Z) (ℏ := 2πib2) is defined by [70]

ψℏ(Z) :=


∏∞

r=1
1−qre−Z

1−q̃−r+1e−Z̃
, if |q| < 1∏∞

r=1
1−q̃re−Z̃

1−q−r+1e−Z , if |q| > 1
(A.1)

with

q = e2πib
2
, q̃ := e2πib

−2
, Z̃ = Z/b2 . (A.2)

The ψℏ(Z) computes the squashed 3-sphere partition function of the T∆ theory in (2.24)
with Z = M + (iπ + ℏ

2R(Φ)), where the M is the rescaled real mass for the U(1) flavor
symmetry. In the limit ℏ → 0, the Q.D.L behaves as follows

logψℏ(Z)
ℏ→0−−−−→

∞∑
n=0

Bnℏn−1

n!
Li2−n(e

−Z) =
1

ℏ
Li2(e

−Z)− 1

2
log(1− e−Z) + . . . . (A.3)

Here Bn is the n-th Bernoulli number with B1 = 1. When b = 1, on the other hand, the
function becomes

ψℏ=2πi(Z) = exp

(
−(2π + iZ) log(1− e−Z) + iLi2(e

−Z)

2π

)
. (A.4)

The tetrahedron index I∆(m,u) is defined as [55]

I∆(m,u) :=
∞∏
r=0

1− qr−
1
2
m+1u−1

1− qr−
1
2
mu

=
∑
e∈Z

Ic
∆(m, e)u

e,

where Ic
∆(m, e) =

∞∑
n=⌊e⌋

(−1)nq
1
2
n(n+1)−(n+ 1

2
e)m

(q)n(q)n+e
.

(A.5)

It computes the generalized superconformal index [56] of the T∆ theory with the R-charge
choice R(Φ) = 0 where (m,u) are (background monopole flux, fugacity) for the U(1) flavor
symmetry. At general R-charge choice, the index becomes I∆(m,u(−q1/2)R(Φ)).

B Bulk field theories for M(2, r + 2) using K = C(Tr)
−1 with odd r

In section 2.2.2, we propose a UV gauge theory description of T(2,2r+4) using mixed CS
level K = C(Tr)

−1 with even r. Here we propose bulk field theories, say T̃M(2,r+2), for the
Virasoro minimal model M(2, r + 2) using K = C(Tr)

−1 with odd r. More precisely, we
propose that8

For r ∈ 2Z≥1 + 1,

T̃M(2,r+2)
A-twisting/bulk-boundary−−−−−−−−−−−−−−−−−→M(2, r + 2)⊗ (Free fermion),

(B.1)

8In [32], they propose bulk field theory TM(2,r+2) for minimal model M(2, r + 2) with r ∈ 2Z≥1 + 1

using K = 2C(T(r−1)/2)
−1. We expect an IR dualtiy between

(
TM(2,r+2) in [32]

)
⊗ SO(1)1 and(

T̃M(2,r+2) in (B.2)
)
.
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where

T̃M(2,r+2) :=
(T∆)⊗r

[U(1)rQ]K
with superpotential W = O(m1,n1) + . . .+O(mr−1,nr−1) ,

K = C(Tr)
−1 :=



1 1 1 · · · 1 1

1 2 2 · · · 2 2

1 2 3 · · · 3 3
...

...
...

. . .
...

...
1 2 3 · · · r − 1 r − 1

1 2 3 · · · r − 1 r


, Q = Ir×r,

m1 = (1, 1,−1,0r−3), m2≤I≤r−2 = (0I−2,−1, 1, 1,−1,0r−I−2), mr−1 = (0r−2,−2, 2),

n1≤I≤r−1 = (0r) .

(B.2)

The N = 2 gauge theory has a U(1) flavor symmetry, U(1)A, whose charge is given as

A = A⃗ · T⃗ =

r∑
a=1

[a
2

]
Ta = T2 + T3 + 2T4 + 2T5 + . . .+

r − 1

2
Tr−1 +

r − 1

2
Tr . (B.3)

The computation of various BPS partition functions can be done as in the main text. For
the superconformal index we find that

Isci(q; η, ν = 0) = 1− q −
(
η +

1

η

)
q

3
2 + . . . ,

Isci(η = 1, ν = ±1) = 1 .

(B.4)

The index shows the evidence for the SUSY enhancement, N = 2 → N = 4, in the IR.

In the twisted partition computation, there are r+1
2 Bethe-vacua, {z⃗α}

r−1
2

α=0. Their handle-
gluing/fibering operators in the A-twisting limit, M⃗ → 0⃗ and ν⃗ → −2A⃗, are

H(z⃗α; M⃗ = 0, ν⃗ = −2A⃗) = (S0,α)
−2 ,(

F(z⃗α; M⃗ = 0, ν⃗ = −2A⃗)
)2

= e2πiδ exp (4πihα) .
(B.5)

with a δ ∈ Q. Here S and hα are the S-matrix and conformal dimensions of M(2, r + 2):

Sα,β =
2(−1)

r−1
2

+α+β

√
r + 2

sin

(
2π(α+ 1)(β + 1)

r + 2

)
,

hα =
α(α− r)

2r + 4
.

(B.6)

Let {Lα}α=0,1,..., r−1
2

be supersymmetric Wilson loop operators with gauge charge q⃗α:

q⃗α = (0, 1, 1, 2, 2, . . . , α− 1, α− 1, α, α, α, . . . , α) . (B.7)
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In the A-twisting limit, η → 1 and ν → −1, the half-indices reproduce the characters of 2D
RCFT (M(2, r + 2))⊗ (free Majonara)

qhα− c
24 ILα

half(q; η = 1, ν = −1) = qhα− c
24

∑
m∈(Z≥0)r

q
1
2
m·K·m+A⃗·m−q⃗α·m

(q)m1 . . . (q)mr

= (χα(q) of M(2, r + 2))× (χF (q) in (2.69)) ,

(B.8)

up to an overall factor qhα− c
24 where conformal dimension hα is given in (B.6) and the

central charge c of the product RCFT is

c =
3

2
− 3r2

r + 2
, hα =

α(α− r)

2r + 4
. (B.9)

The character χα(q) of M(2, r + 2) is [71, 72]

χα(q) =
q−∆

(2,r+2)
1,α+1

(q)∞

∑
k∈Z

(
q∆

(2,r+2)
1+4k,α+1 − q∆

(2,r+2)
1+4k,−α−1

)
,

∆(p,q)
r,s :=

(rq − sp)2 − (q − p)2

4pq
.

(B.10)
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