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ABSTRACT: We propose bulk 3D A = 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



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:

‘ top’l twistings at boundary
_—>

‘BD rank-0 SCFT 3D non-unitary TQFTS‘ 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 ¢ < 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 ¢ (2 < p < ¢q). They have the Virasoro algera with
certain rational values of ¢ 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 ¢. 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);, 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, )

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<yp, p'—p€2Zandgcd<p, (p p)) =1. (2.1)



Primaries O(, ;) are labelled by two integers, 1 < s <p-—1land 1<t < p’ — 1, with an
equivalence relation O, ) = O(,—s pr—1)- O(s,1)=(1,1) is the identity operator. Central charge
c and conformal dimensions h of the primaries are

c:3<1_ 2(p’—p)2> ,

2 pr’
Lo N2 (o 2.2
. W , s—te27Z (NS sector) (22)
(s;t) (p’S—Ptgzigl(p_p,P + % ; s—te2Z+1 (R sector)
Conformal characters for NS sectors are (s — t € 27Z)
(l) L(ipp' +sp’ —tp) (p+s)(p'+)
_c (—q25q pp’ +sp’ —tp p+s)(Ip’ +t
X(s,t) = qh(svt) 24 (7)00 (q 2 —q 2 > . (23)
G0
We use following g-Pochhammer symbols
k—1 )
(@ = [[(1=¢"2), (@50)0 = [J(1 - q"2),
n=0 n=0
) . (2.4)
@Dk =(@k= [ -0, @ = (0= []A-q").
n=1 n=1
Modular S-matrix for the NS characters is
2 27\ Ao 27 A1 Ao
S(51,t1)7(82,t2) = NI (COS( App/ ) — cos( App/ )) ) (2.5)

with \; = pt; — p’s;, \i = pt; +p's;. The S-matrix determines the transformation rule of the

NS characters under the modular S-transformation, 7 — —%:

Xa(q) = ZSaBXB(Q) where ¢ := e?™7 and § := >™("1/7) (2.6)
B

Here a and $ label the NS primaries.

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

top’l A—twisting at boundary
%

3D SCFT 7, 2D RCFT SM(p,p). (2.7)

A
o) 3D TQFT T(p,p’)

Basic dictionaries of the correspondence are summarized in the Table 1. Here B is a super-
symmetric boundary condition of the rank-0 SCF'T which becomes a holomorphic boundary
condition in the A-twisted theory 74, under which the non-unitary TQFT T supports
(chiral) rational conformal field theory R[T;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 h, of
primaries are determined modulo 1/2, instead of 1, from the bulk computation.



Boundary 2D yRCFT R[T4, B] ‘ Bulk 3D rank-0 SCFT T ‘

Bethe vacua {7, }0-/)
NS-sector primaries On—o,... N1 or
BPS loop operators {La(é')}ivz_ol
(Spa) 2 H(Za, M =0,v=—1)
0o 2y (M =0,0= 1)
ming|Sp, | et = ‘ZS};’(M =0,v=0)|
Wis(a) := S.3/50g La(Z,BZ)

Conformal dimension A, < ff,é(‘fiojf/jz\;ﬁbu,j:_—ll)) = exp(4mihy)
Xa(q) = ¢/ 1l Half-index 115, (g,n = 1,0 = —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 {Xa}é\’;ol are the conformal characters,
Trg*o~21, of irreducible modules associated to primaries {O,} and a = 0 corresponds to the vacuum
module, i.e. O,—¢ is the identity operator. Supersymmetric quantities (H, F, ng and I}falf) of the
bulk rank-0 SCF'T 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 AN = 2
theories. In terms of an AN/ = 2 supersymmetry subalgebra, rank-0 SCFT has a U(1) 4 flavor
symmetry whose charge A is

A= (§ - i), (2.8)

where J{ and JI are the two Cartans of the SO(4) ~ SU(2)¢ x SU(2)# R-symmetry
normalized as J3 € Z/2. Supersymmetric partition functions of rank-0 SCFT depends on
M (or i) and v where M (or 1) is a (rescaled) real mass parameter (or fugacity) for the
U(1) 4 symmetry and v parametrizes the R-symmetry mixing as follows

R, = (J + JI) +v(J§ — Ji) . (2.9)

R,—¢ 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 Dy x S' with a proper SUSY boundary condition B.

The superconformal index Zyi(g;n, v) is defined as

Ry

Zsi(q;m,v) == TrHrad(Sz)(—l)R”q 2 +j317A , (2.10)

where the trace is taken over the radially quantized Hilbert-space H,,q4(S?), whose elements
are in one-to-one with local operators of the SCFT. js is the 3rd component of the Lorentz



spin. Due to the (—1)f factor, there are huge cancellations and only local operators
satisfying following condition could give non-vanishing contributions to the index,

A=R,_o+ 73, (2.11)

where A is the conformal dimension. The squashed 3-sphere partition ng (b%; M, v) is
defined on the following S background:

Sy = {(z,w) € C% : Bz + b 2|w* = 1} . (2.12)

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

h
Zgs (b M,v) = Zgp <b2; M + (im + 2)u> , (2.13)

where i := 2mib?>. 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 ’ZSS (b?> = 1)|, which is a proper measure of the number of degrees of freedom in 3D
CFTs (36, 37].

The twisted partition function Za4, ,(M,v) on My, degree p circle bundle over genus
g Riemann surface ¥4, can be given in the following form

EMypern(Mov) = Y (H(Za; M,v)) ™ (F(Za; Mov)P
ZQESBE(M,I/) (214)

—

Spe(M,v):={Z : P(Z;M,v) =1 and w(?) # Z for allw € W(G)}/W(G) .

Here ﬁ(z"; M,v) =1 is a set of algebraic equations on Z = (z1,..., 2,) called Bethe equa-
tions, whose solution Z, is called Bethe-vacuum. Both of the size r of the vector Z and P are
equal to the rank of gauge group G. W(G) denotes the Weyl subgroup of G, which acts on
Z. There are two distinct SUSY backgrounds on M, ;<27 depending on the spin-structure
choices along the fiber [S']-direction [48]. (#,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 vg = % (mod 1) in [48]. One
should use the (H,F) in the periodic boundary condition, i.e. g = 0 (mod 1) to compute
the twisted partition function with odd p. When p = 0, the M, , = ¥, x S and the twisted

partition function becomes twisted index Zy, on X :
Izg (n= eM, v) = ZMg,p:o(M» v) = TrH(Eg;RV)(—l)R"nA . (2.15)

Here H(X4; R,) is the Hilbert-space on ¥, with background monopole flux coupled to the
R-symmetry is turned on as follows

/ Fr, = (2—2g) . (2.16)
z:9



to preserve some supercharges. Due to the Dirac quantization condition for the U(1) R-
symmetry, the v can take only following discrete values in the twisted index:

Zy(n,v) is well-defined only when (2 —2¢)R, € Z . (2.17)

For N' = 4 SCFTs, the R-charge R,—41 in the A /B-twisting limits always satisfies the quan-
tization condition for all g since Ry—11 = 2J30 YA Thus, the handle-gluing operators
are also well-defined in the limits and the dictionary for them in Table 1 makes sense.

Half-index Iaeg(q;7n,v) with a supersymmetric boundary condition B is defined as'
Ry | -
I (g3 1, v) == Trypgem (—1) g2 Hop? (2.18)

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

Ry | -
Ioes(@in,v) == Trygseym (1) g2 ot (2.19)

Here H(HS? + L;B) is the Hilbert-space on HS? with an insertion of the loop operator L.
For rank-0 SCFTs, the supersymmetric partition functions in the limit, M — 0 (or
n — 1) and v — —1 (resp. v — +1), are known to reproduce the partition functions
of the A-twisted (resp. B-twisted) of the theory T# (resp. TP). We call the two limits
A /B-twisting limits:
A-twisting limit : M — 0 (or n — 1) and v — —1, (2.20)
B-twisting limit : M — 0 (orn — 1) and v — +1 . '
In the rest of the section, we propose UV field theory for 7, 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 73 4,), which
are related to each other by IR dualities modulo a decoupled invertible spin TQFT SO(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

A-twisting /bulk-boundary

(’ﬁz,zlr)/ﬁ’z,m in (2.23)/ (2.82))

. A-twisting/bulk-boundary
(T2,4) in (2.71))

SM(2,4r) ® (Free fermion),

SM(2,4r) .
(2.21)

The boundary condition B could preserve a subgroup Gy 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 xRCFT[7“;B] has the subgroup Gg as a flavor symmetry. To realize the
minimal models SM (p, p), we consider a boundary condition B such that the unbroken gauge group Gg is
at most a finite discrete group.



and
<%(2’4r) in (2.23) ) ~ (%(’274” in (2.82)) ~ (Tigur in (2.71)) @ SO(1); (2.22)

where ~ means the IR equi~va1ence. The tilde in 7 is to distinguish it from 7, 0y in (2.7).
Two theories are related as T ~ T®SO(1);. The decoupled SO(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 xr(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 ¢ = % 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)?

Tooam = U7 it s tential W = O O
(2,4r) "= m with superpotentia =C0min) T - T Ym,_1n,_1)>
where
1 -1-1--- -1 -1
-12 2 ... 2 2
-1 2 4 --- 4 4 (2.23)

K = . . . . . . Y Q = H’I‘XT:
102 4 e 2r—2) 20r —2)
12 4 - 2r—2)2(r—1)
m; = (2,0,_1), my = (0,2,-1,0,_3), m3<j<,—1 = (07_2,—1,2,-1,0,_7_1) ,

n; = (0,2,_1), ng = (1,0,_1), n3<y<,—1 = (0,) .

The theory Ta is a free theory of single 3D A = 2 chiral multiplet ® with Chern-Simon
(CS) level —% [53] for the background gauge field coupled to the U(1) flavor symmetry. Its
Lagrangian using superfields is given as

LA(®;V) = /d40 <®TeV<I> - 812Vv> . (2.24)
m

Here Xy 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(®) = 0.

Whenr =1, K = (1) with the monopole superpotential W = Vi,—(2), the gauge theory has a mass gap
and flows to the Ising spin-TQFT, SO(1)1, in the IR.



The (7a)®", r-copies of Ta, has U(1)" flavor symmetry and /U(1)g denotes the N = 2
gauging of the U(1)" flavor symmetry with mixed CS level K and charge matrix Q:

Qu» = (Charge of b-th chiral multiplet ®, 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, ..., Q) . (2.26)
Taking into account of the background CS level —1/2 in the Ta theory, the gauge theory
is nothing but

Qr
% = U(1)" gauge theory coupled to r chiral multiplets of charge Q with

mixed CS level K — %QQT ,

whose Lagrangian is

T

W) = Z EA((I)a; Qava) —+ /d4(9 Z Hab Z'Uavb + Z E'UaW . (2'28)
a=1

a,b=1

Here {v,}._, are dynamical vector mutiplets for U(1)" gauge symmetry while {W,}._, are
background vector multiplets coupled to U(1)" topological symmetry.

Omm) With m = (my,ma,...,m;) € Z" and n = (n1,ng,...,n,) € Z%, denotes a
dressed BPS monopole operator of the form

O(m,n) = <H<(I)a)na> Vin (229)

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

4o(Om) = (Q 1), + ((K— Laqh. )—ZQab my . (230

A gauge invariant BPS monopole operator Oy, y) is 1/2 BPS chiral primary operator if
ngme =0, foralla=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 [[(](1))T To has U(1)" topological sym-

metry, whose charges {75 }4=1,... » are the monopole charges of U(1)" gauge symmetry. After
the monopole superpotential deformations, the N' = 2 gauge theory has only a U(1) flavor
symmetry, U(1) 4, whose charge A is given as

A=A T=> (a-VT,=Tp+2T5+ ...+ (r - 1)T,. (2.32)
a=1



One can check that A-m; = 0 for all I = 1,...,r— 1.

The UV gauge theory has only manifest A/ = 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)g x U(1)4 symmetry is enhanced to
SO(5) R-symmetry. The two UV U(1)s are embedded into the SO(4) C SO(5) R-symmetry
as in (2.9) and embedded into the SO(5) R-symmetry as follows

R,—o and A are Cartans of SO(2) and SO(3) of SO(2) x SO(3) C SO(5) respectively.
(2.33)

Squashed 3-sphere partition function The partition function of the theory before the
superpotential deformation, i.e. (7a)*"/[U(1)glk, is (h:= 27ib?)

259 (37, 5) = / n Z-K-Z+22Z-W ‘
1(QaZa) exp )
Zsp 2mh) ”2 H ¢ 2h W=+ (in+2)7
d"Z  (KQ) 7. 17 >
_ /th (Z; M, 7).
The special function ¥(Z) is the quantum dilogarithm (Q.D.L). It computes the squashed

3-sphere partition function of the 7a theory with Z = M + (i + 2R(®)) where M is the
rescaled real mass for the U(1) flavor symmetry. Its definition and basic properties are

(2.34)

reviewed in Appendix A. M is the (rescaled) real masses, i.e. FI parameters, coupled to the
U(1)" topological symmetry. 7 parameterize the mixing between R-symmetry and U(1)"
topological symmetry. The R-charge R at the mixing parameter is

Ry=R.+7-T. (2.35)

Here R, is a reference R-charge. In the above expression, the reference R-charge is chosen
3
as

r

1
R*(O(n,m)) = 5 Z(Qama + |Qama‘) . (2.36)

a=1
After the deformation with the monopole superpotentials, one need to impose following
conditions on (M, ):

—

M - my = 0 >
1 < . (2.37)
Ro(Omy mp) = 5 > (Qa(mi)a+[Qa(mi)al) +7-my =2,
a=1
forall I =1,...,r — 1. Solving the equations, the (M, V) can be parameterized as
M=AM, 7=(w-1)A, (2.38)
3The reference R-charge R. is chosen such that R.(®,) = 0 for all « = 1,...,7 and the

mixed CS level (kgr)a between U(1)r and a-th U(1) gauge group is 3Q.. Generally, R(Onm) =
5 (maB(®) + 22 Qumal + (kgr)ama ) [54]



and the partition function for the 772,2,4) theory becomes

Zg (07, M,v) = 25

8 (M:XM,;?:(V—UE) ,

~ 2.39)
Tz (
= | ——=Iu(Z; M,v) .
/ (QWh)T/Q ﬁ( ) 71/)
(M,v) is the (real mass, R-symmetry mixing parameter) for the U(1) 4 symmetry.
R,=Ry—g+VvA=R,+(v—-1A-T. (2.40)

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

F = —log |ZS§ (b =1,M = 0,v)| is maximized at v = vR. (2.41)

In our case, we choose the parameterization as in (2.38) in a way that the v = 0 corresponds
to the superconformal R charge, vyijr = 0, see Figure 1. The squashed 3-sphere partition

function has an overall phase factor ambiguity of the following form
exp (iﬂ'(b2 +b72)6; + imdy) with 61,02 € Q, (2.42)

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

\ 1.2} / 121
Y ]
L) 3
\ 10[ sin (3_”) ~0.92388 / % 3
\ 3 % 10 f
o 2. S5 F2
'-._ —sin [ — ) ~ 0.788675
0.8} kY 083 12 f
| Y
'}
\ /
0.6} 06
L 04l
x
sin <§) ~0.38268
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Zsin | — ) ~0.211325
3 12
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Figure 1. Graph of |Z53(b2 =1,M =0,v)| for 7~'(2’8) theory (Left) and for 7{2,12) theory (Right).
The |ng(b2 = 1,M = 0,v)|s are even functions in v and minimized at ¥ = 0. The values of
|ZS§(b2 =1, M = 0,v = £1)| are identical to the |Sa—0,5—0 = S(1,1),(1,1)| of SM(2,8) and SM(2,12)
respectively. The value of [Zgs (> =1,M = 0,v = 0)| is identical to the ming|S,—o | 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

789 (¢:7,7)
[ dug . - r . (2.43)
= > (H o ) (HIA<Qama,u§“><na(—q1/2> ") ) [T wiom
meZ" \a=1 a a=1 ab=1

~10 -



Here Za (m, u) is the tetrahedron index introduced in [55], which computes the generalized
superconformal index [56] of the TA theory. See appendix A for details. After the monopole
operator superpotential deformation, the superconformal index for the 734, theory is

K, S S 7
Tsei(q;n,v) = Is(ci @ (q;n, v=(v— 1)A> |y —snAa - (2.44)
Using the expression above, one can compute the index and find that

r=2:
1 1 1
1—q1/2—<1+77+>q—(2+77+>q3/2—(2+n+)q2—q5/2
U n "
1 1 1 2
+(772+2+77++1>q3+<772+2+277++2>q7/2+...
" n " "
r=3:
1/2 1 LY 3/ 9 2, 1 2 5/2
=g’ =\{1+n+-)g—(24+n+- )¢ " —¢+|n""+5+2n+-+2]¢q
" " U "
2 4 2 6
+<2n2+2+477++6>q3+(2n2+2+67]++8>q7/2+...
U U U] U
forallr>2:
1 1
Isci(q;n,VZO)zl—ql/Q—(1+n+n>q—<2+n+n>q3/2+-..,

(2.45)

The index computation gives non-trivial evidences for the SUSY enhancement, N' = 2 —
N =5, in the IR. First, only ¢%/-terms (actually only ¢%/2) appear in the index which is
compatible with the fact that R”zzo +J3 € % for any NV > 3 theory. This is quite non-trivial
fact since the superconformal R-charge R,—g is determined by extremizing the function

F(v) =log |ZS§ (> =1, M = 0,v)|, 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 A =1 in 3 of SO(3) ,

b) Conserved current multiplet in 3 of SO(3) , (2.46)

¢) Extra-SUSY current multiplet in 3 of SO(3)
where SO(3) is the SO(3) in SO(2) xSO(3) C SO(5) R-symmetry which is flavor symmetry
in terms of the UV N = 2 supersymmetry. The A/ = 2 multiplets contribute to the index
as follows

a)= —¢'P =Py
b):>—(1+ +1) +
)T (2.47)

1
C):>—<1+77+77>q3/2+...,

— 11 —



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.

Tailn=1,v=+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 IéK’Q) of the squashed 3-sphere partition function (2.34) in the limit of
h — 0 using (A.3):

R 1 I I
log T (Z; M, 7) —20—5 WD Z: 8T, 5) + W9 (Z; 0, 5) + O(h)
with

WéK,Q) _ ZLig(e_QaZ“) + 7. K. Z+ (M + i) - Z’ (2.49)

1 1~
Wl(K,Q) _ -3 Zlog(l _ e*QaZa) + §Z U

Then, the twisted partition function can be computed as

Z oy = Y. HEM,PNF(E M) (2:50)

Mg peaz
ZeSpr(M,D)

where the Bethe-vacua Spg is the set of solutions of following algebraic equations (9, := Jz,)

SBE(M,D’): {Z:(zl,...,zr) : Pa(é’;]\_j,ﬁ):lfor allazl,...,r},

r (2.51)
where P, := exp (3aW(()K’Q)) 7 st0g 2 = (H zlf(“b> (1 — z;Qa)QaeMatinva
b=1
The handle-gluing and fibering operators are
H(z: M,7) = (det &Iabw()) exp (—2W) ,
a,b Z—)logz”
- - (2.52)
Lo Wo —Z-0;Wo — M - 03 Wo
F(Z;M,vV) =exp | — : :
2 Z—logz

Then, twisted partition functions for the 7~'(2’4,,) theory is given as

ZMypers(Myv) = Y H(Za; M,v)9 7 F(Za; Mov)P
ZaESBE (2.53)

with H/F(Za; M,v) := H/F(Za; M = AM, 7 = (v — 1)A) .

g9,pE2ZL
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There are two distinct SUSY backgrounds on M, ,co7 depending on the spin-structure
choices along the fiber [S!]-direction [48]. In the above computation, we choose an anti-
periodic, which corresponds to vg = 1(mod 1) in [48]. Due to the phase ambiguity of
squashed 3-sphere partition function in (2.42), the F(Z,) and H(Z,) have a-independent
phase factor ambiguities. For rank-0 SCFTs, one can fix the overall phase factor ambiguity

of H(Z,) by requiring that
H(Zp; M = 0,v = +1) € Ryg for all Z, € Spg - (2.54)

This is possible since all the H(Z,; M = 0,v = £1) have the same phase for rank-0 SCFTs.
For the Tg (2,4r) theory, there are 7 Bethe-vacua, {7, },— 0, and their handle-gluing /fibering
operators in the A-twisting limit, M — 0 and v — —1, are

H(Za; M =0,v = —1) = (S(11),(12041)) >

' 2.55
f(ga, M = O, vV = —1)2 = 627”6 exXp (47Tih(s:1,t:2a+l)) . ( )

with a § € Q. Here S and h(,y) 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 § = (q1,...,q,). The twisted
partition function with insertion of the loop operator can be computed as

2l e (Mov) = > H(Z) T F () L(Z) (2.56)
Za €ESBE
with L(2) := [ ] (za) - (2.57)
a=1

For the 7'2 4r) theory, let {La}a=01

I RS

r—1 be supersymmetric Wilson loop operators with
following gauge charge ,:

o = (0,1,2,...,aa—1,a,...,) . (2.58)
Then, one can check that

S(1,2a+1),(1,2,3+1)

= Lo(23) =
Ws(a) (Z3) St 19550

(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]:

yzKQ | )" H(Za M, 9) T F (20 M, D) (2.60)

Za ESBE

only when the 77 satisfies following conditions [60]*

Koo+ va €27 (2.61)

4To compute the round 3-sphere partition function, one should use the (#,F) in the spin-structure
choice vg = 0(mod 1), which are generally different from our (#, F) computed in the vg = %(mod 1). The
(H,F) are independent on the spin-structure choices when the 7 satisfies the condition.

~13 -



For the ’77274” theory, the condition is met if

v €2Z+1, Vgt €27 (2.62)
For general 7, the round 3-sphere partition function can be computed using the following
relation®
K, K,
2 (M, 7) = | 2679 (M + 2i(7 — ), 7)) (2.63)

with 7 is chosen to satisfy the condition in (2.61).

Half-indices The half index of the ’77274,,) theory with B = (D, D.) boundary condition
is [52]

Iyt (@;m,v) = L8P (q:7.7 = (v — 1) A)

ne—nAa
) g™ K (5 (—g/2) D)~ Am (2.64)
@l
where
K, Im-Km Vg \Ma —Qamag.
159 g1, v al H( =)y (g9 ’q)“)

OO meZzZr

qu'K'm Ha:1(na(_ql/2)ua)—ma
Z (@DQumi - (@)Qm, .

(2.65)

me (Zzo)r

Here B = (D, D.) is Dirichlet boundary condition (D) for vector multiplets and deformed
Dirichlet boundary condition (D,) for chiral multiplet. In terms of 2D (0,2) subalgebra, a 3D
chiral multiplet is decomposed into a 2d chiral multiplet ®5; and a 2d Fermi multiplet. The
deformed Dirichlet boundary condition D.(or Dirichlet boundary condition D) is imposing
®og = ¢ (or Pyg = 0) with non-zero c¢. The boundary condition breaks all the U(1)" 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 L, in (2.58) becomes [52]

lm.K.m(n(_ql/z)( )) A mqfqa-m

Lo (.. _ qz
@)= o @
me(Zxo)" m e

(2.66)

In the A-twisting limit, n — 1 and v — —1, the half-indices reproduce the characters of 2D
RCFT (SM(2,4r)) ® (free Fermion)

oY a— q2
qho‘ 24_[h 1f(q;77:17V:_1) :qh 24 Z
mG(Zzo)T

= (Xs:l,t:Qonrl(Q) Of SM(2,4’I“) n (23)) X Xp(q) y

5Note that the squashed 3-sphere partition function depends only on the holomorphic combinations
M + (im + Byo.

(@)my -+ (@)m, (2.67)
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up to an overall factor qh“_i where

3 a(l —2r + «a)
C—8—§—6T7 ha_T (268)
The c is the central charge of the product RCFT, (c in (2.2) for SM(2,4r)) + 3, and hq is
the conformal dimension of SM(2,4r). It provides a novel fermionic sum expression for the
product RCFT characters. In the above, xr(q) is the character of 2D free Majorana-Weyl

fermion theory, whose bulk 3D TQFT is the Ising spin-TQFT SO(1),,

Xp(@) = ¢ ®Iple = —¢"%q) = ¢ 5 [JA+ ") = ¢ 5(—¢"% ). (2.69)
n=0
We define
Ip(z;:q) = (7 'giq)oo = [J(1 = ¢"'27") | (2.70)
n=0

which is the half-index for the Ta theory in the Dirichlet boundary (D) and with R(®) = 0.
For general R-charge, the half index for Ta is Ip(z(—q'/2)%(®); ¢).

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 ’7?2747“). 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,...)

_ (1) o
T(2,2r+4) = [U(l)a]K with superpotential W = Oy ny) + -+ + Om,_1n,_1)
111--- 1 1
122... 2 2
123--- 3 3
K=cm) " =|.... . | Q=

123---r—1r—-1
123---r—1 r
m; = (17 17_1707“73)7 mQSIST—Q = (0]—27 _17]~a 15 _1707'—[—2)7 my_1 = (07‘727 _272)7

ni<r<,—1 = (0,) .
2.71)

Here the C(T)) is the Cartan matrix of the tadpole graph, obtained by folding the Cartan
matrix of A, in half. The N = 2 gauge theory has a U(1) flavor symmetry, U(1)4, whose
charge is given as

,
> = a+1 r r
A:A.T:Z[ 5 ]Ta:T1+T2+2T3+2T4+...+2Tr_1+2TT. (2.72)

a=1
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In the above equation square brackets mean integer part. Solving the constraints in (2.37),
the (M, 7) can be parameterized as

M=AM, 7=@w-1A4. (2.73)
The bulk supersymmetric partition functions of the gauge theory can be computed as

Zga (0, M,v) = 259 (M = AM, 5 = (v - 1)4)

Sy
Tei(gsn,v) =249 (q;ﬁ, 7=(v-1A : (2.74)
na—nAa
Z M) =289 (M= AM, 7= (v —1)A
MQYPGZZ( 77/) Mg,pEQZ( yV (V ) ) :
where the Zé?’Q),Igg’Q) and Zm, ., arve 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 v = 0 in the parametrization (2.73) corresponds to the
superconformal R-charge. Numerically, one can check that

(zsg,(b2 =1, M,v) of Tar +4)> - (ng(bQ — 1, M, v) of Tigz,44) in (2.23)) . (2.75)

For the superconformal index we find that, for all » € 2Z>

Tui(g;nv =0) =1 —¢'/% — (14—77-1—717) q— <2—|—77+717> FP+
Tiln=1v=+1)=1, (2.76)
(Zoei(n = 1,v = +1) of Tipzrs) = (Isci(n — 1,0 = +1) of Tigz,14) in (2.23)) .

As argued for the ’7{2,2”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 (5 +1) Bethe-vacua, {Z,}2_, and their

T

handle-gluing/fibering operators in the A-twisting limit, M — 0 and 7 — —24, are

—,

H(Za; M = 0,7 = —24) = (S1,1),(1.2041) 5
. N2 . (2.77)
(]:(Za; M=0,V= —2A)> = 2™ exp (47Tih(5:1,t:2a+1)) ,

with a § € Q. Here S and h(,y) is the S-matrix (2.5) and conformal dimensions (2.2) of
SM(2,2r +4).
The half-index for the 739,44y theory is

- =

Lhat(q;m,v) = half (7,7 = (v — ]‘)A')L/]a*)nx‘la
q§m-K-m(n(_q1/2)(u—l))—,&m (2.78)
(Q)m1 R (Q)mr .

Let {La}azo,l,...,g be supersymmetric Wilson loop operators with gauge charge qy:

o = (1,1,2,2,...;a—l,a— 1,0, ...,) . (2.79)
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The half-index with the loop operator L, becomes
1 T -
qim-K-m(n(_q1/2)(V—l))—A-mq—qa~m

(D - (@D,

Lo (. _
Ihalf(q,%’/) = Z

mE(ZZ())r

(2.80)

In the A-twisting limit, 7 — 1 and v — —1, the half-indices reproduce the characters of 2D
RCFT SM(2,2r +4)

I < q2
qho‘ 24Ilf’alf(q;q7: l,V: —1) :qh 24 Z
m€(Z20)7'

= (X(s:l,t:QaJrl)(Q) of SM(2,2r +4) in (2~3)) .

(@my - - (@)m, (2.81)

Here K and A are given in (2.71) and (2.72), and the ¢ and h, 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 7(3 4, case.

2.2.3 UV description III
The 3rd UV description is

®3

=r

~ 1
(2.4r) 7= SU(2);
:= 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 A/ = 4 SCFT and actually has N = 5 supersymmetry |28, 62].

’ Chiral multiplet ‘ SU(2) ‘ R,—o ‘ A ‘

o, 2 | 1 [+
o, 2 | | -}
l@%

Table 2. Matter contents of SU(2)Z"? theory in terms of ' = 2 chiral multiplets. SU(2), R,—o
and A represent SU(2) gauge symmetry, superconformal R-charge and charge of U(1)4 symmetry
respectively. The theory has a superpotential term W %(eijq)ﬁ(bgf where ¢ and j = 1,2 are
indices for 2 of SU(2) gauge group.

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

zZ .
Zg(Mv) = [ —==Ta(Z M) with
2miZ VA
Tn(Z, M, v) = 2sinh(Z) sinh(%) exp <(T+h)> (2.83)
M +v(im+ h/2 im+ h/2
T1 (MU e

€1,ea€{£1}
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Here (M, v) is the (rescaled real mass, R-symmetry mixing parameter) for the U(1) 4 sym-
metry.

Superconformal index The superconformal index is

2(r+1)m 1/2
Teilginv) = ) j'{ . 2muA m, u)u I (m u(ng) )

m€Z>0

X Ia (—m,u_l(nq)l/Q) N <m, un_1/2> N (—m,u_ln_1/2> ‘n%n(*ql/z)“‘l .

(2.84)
Here A(m,u) is the contribution from the SU(2) vector multiplet
Alm,u) = ——(¢Fu— g Fu ) (gBu - g %)
’ Sym(m) ’
S (2.85)
where Sym(m) :=
1, m>0.

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 A — 0 limit, the integrand of squashed
3-sphere partition function behaves as (in the limit v — —1)

1
log Ty (Z, M, v) —"="— 3 Wo(Z: M,v) + Wi(Z: M,v)
. . —e1Z—e M
Wo = £2miZ + (r + 1) 2% + Z Lig(ege 12723 | (2.86)
€2,e0€{£1}

1 1
W = —5log(1 - %) - 5 los(1 - e?~%) +log(sinh Z) .

The corresponding Bethe equation is

o (eM/2 +2) (eM/2z —1)
(eM/2 — z) (eM/Qz + 1)

P(z; M,v = —1) = exp(0zWp)| 2108 » = =1. (2.87)

In the A-twisting limit, (M, v) = (0, —1), the P(z) = —z?" and there are r Bethe-vacua

Spp(M =0,v=—1)={z : P(z, M =0,v=—1) =1 and 2% # 1}/Z,
{ (iﬂ(2a + 1)> } (2.88)
=<z2q=€exp| ——— | :a=0,...,7r—1,,

2r

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

2rz

1
H(z M =0,v=—1) = —=(dz0,Wy)e 2V —_
( ) 4( 0) Zrlog - 4(Z—|— 1)2

(2.89)

r 20+ 1))\ 2 _
= H(zq) = 5 Co8 <(4T))> = (S(1,1),(1,2a41)) ?
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The factor 1/4 comes from 1/|W(G)|? [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,v) = exp ( Wo = 2070 — MaMWO)

o (2.90)

Z—log z

Using the expression, one can confirm that

Flza; M =0,v =—1) \? ,
|F(za; M =0,v=—-1)] =1 and <.7:(Za:o; M =00 _1)> = exp(4mih( 2a41)) -

(2.91)
1gl
Half-indices The half index for the SU(2) 153,2 theory is ©
Ihalf:]B(q; n, I/) _ TrH(HSQ:IB)(_l)RVqRV+j3 x2J377A+J3 ’x%l

q(rfl)m2x2(rfl)mn(r71)m

- ﬂ% (@ @)oo (@27 221; @)oo (a1 2220711 ¢) o

< Ip (=g ) I (g2 q) Ip (¢"2:0)Ip (o~ (@n) )
n—n(—q*/2)r=ta—1
(2.92)

The half index agrees with the half index of the 772,47‘) theory in (2.23):
(Ihaie(g; 7, v) in (2.92)) = (Inaie(g; 1, v) in (2.64)) . (2.93)

In the A-twisting limit, n — 1 and v — —1, the half-index is related to the vacuum character
of SM(2,4r) as follows

q % Tes(gin = 1,v = —1) = (x(1,1)(q) of SM(2,4r) in (2.3)) x (xr(q) in (2.69)) ,
(2.94)

where ¢ 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 4+ 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

(/2,47“)'
2.3 Bulk dual rank-0 SCFT of SM(3,6r —5)

In the following we propose UV gauge theory description of 73 ¢,_5) modulo a decoupled
Ising spin-TQFT, SO(1);:

A-twisting /bulk-boundary

(ﬁg,ar—m in (2-96)>

Here 7 is the fugacity for the charge A’ = A + J3 where the J3 is the Cartan of the SU(2) gauge group
and R, = Ru—o + 1A',

SM(3,6r —5) @ (Free fermion).  (2.95)
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2.3.1 UV description

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

7~23 6r—5) ‘= M with superpotential W = O( y o+ O )
0T [U(l)a]K mj,ny my_1,0p—1
1 -1-1--- -1 1
-1 2 2 ... 2 2
-1 2 4 ... 4 4
K= . . . : : , Q=diag{l,1,2}, (2.96)

—.1 2 4 2(r;2) 2(7“.—2)
12 4 e 2r—2) 20— 1)

m; = (2,0,_1), mp = (0,2,-1,0,_3), m3<s<,—1 = (07—2,—1,2,-1,0,_7_1) ,
n; = (0,2,_2,1), ny = (1,0,_1), n3<s<,—1 = (0;) .

The N = 2 gauge theory has a U(1) flavor symmetry, U(1) 4, whose charge is given as

A=A T=) (a- V)T, =To+2T5+ ...+ (r— DT, . (2.97)

a=1

Solving the constraints in (2.37), the (M, 7) can be parameterized as

— —

M=AM, 7=@w-1A4. (2.98)
The bulk supersymmetric partition functions of the gauge theory can be computed as

ng(b27MaV) :Zé?’Q)(M: M, 7= (v-1)A4),

Talainv) =289 (47,7 = (v - 1) 4A) , (2:99)

K, - - o
(M) = 25003 = .5 = (0~ 1))

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

where the Zéé{’Q) 7ED and Z
b

’ sci g,pE2Z
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Figure 2. Graph of |ZS§,(b2 =1,M =0,v)| for 7~'(377) theory (Left) and for 7~'(3’13) theory (Right).
For both cases, the round 3-sphere partition functions are minimized at v = 0. The values of
|ZS§(b2 =1,M = 0,v = —1)| are identical to the [Sa=0,s=0 = S(1,1),(1,1)| of SM(3,7) and SM (3, 13)
respectively. The values at v =0 and v = 1 of ’723,7) are [S(1,1),(1,3)| and [S(1,1),1,5)| of SM(3,7).
The values at v = 0 of 773)13) are |S(1,1),(1,5)| of SM(3,13).

r=2:
1 1 1 7
= (o) oot - (1) it (Gon) e
3 9/2 2 2 5 o 11/2 2 1 6
+i{nt+- )"+ + s +H4) ¢+ I+ )T+ "+ 5 +6)¢+ ...
n n n 1
r=3:
1 2 2 6
1—q—<n+n>q3/2—q2+<2n+n>q5/2+<2n2+772+6>q3+<617+n>q7/2

1 1 D 1
+(772+2+8>q4+<—773—3+577+)q9/2+<—772—2+7)q5+...
n n n n
for all » > 2:

1\ 3
Isci(Q;nayzo):l_q_ 77+5 qz +... ,

Teiln=1l,v=%£1)=1.
(2.100)

The index shows non-trivial evidences for the SUSY enhancement, N'=2 — N = 4, in the
IR. First, only ¢%/*-terms (actually only g%/ 2) appears in the index which is compatible with
the fact that % + j3 € % for any N > 3 theory. This is quite non-trivial fact since the
superconformal R-charge R, — is determined by extremizing the non-trivial function F(v) =
log ’ZSS (b* = 1,M = 0,v)| as drawn in Figure 2. The index also contains contributions
from two extra-SUSY current multiplets, which are —(n + %)ql/ 2. The last properties of
the index imply that the IR SCFT are of rank-0 if the SUSY enhancement really occurs.

3r—4

In the twisted partition computation, there are (3r — 3) Bethe-vacua, {Z,}, , and
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their handle-gluing/fibering operators in the A-twisting limit, M — 0 and 7 — —2A, are

—,

H(Zai M = 0,7 = —24) = (S(1),1.2041) > »
3} > | (2.101)
(.F(E’a; M=0,=-2 )) = 2™ exp (4m‘h(8:17t:2a+1)) :

with a 6 € Q. Here S and h,,) are the S-matrix (2.5) and conformal dimensions (2.2) of
SM (3,61 —5) respectively.

The half-index for the ’773767_5) theory is

K, S T
Lhat(q;m,v) = Iﬁalf@(q;n, V= (v— 1)A)|m_mAa

3 gz ™ ((—gl/2) (1))~ Am (2.102)
mE(ZZO)T QJmy - - - (q)mrfl (q)er

The half-index in the A-twisting limit, n — 1 and v — —1, reproduces the vacuum character
the supersymmetric minimal model SM (3,67 —5) up to a decoupled free-fermion character

ImKm_ Am

q2 q
Ihat(gn=1v=—-1)= >
mezegy (@D (@me o (@)2m, (2.103)
— ¢33 x (y(11(q) of SM(3,5r —7) in (2.3)) x (xr(q) in (2.69)) .

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 7(3¢,_7) modulo a decoupled spin Ising
TQFT, SO(1)::

A-twisting/bulk-boundary

('ﬁg,ﬁr_n in (2.105)> 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-(3 6r—7) ‘= M with superpotential W = Oy ny) + -+ + Om,_1n,_1)
7 [U(l)@]K 1,01 r—1,r—1

1 -1-1--- -1 -1
-12 2 ... 2 2
-1 2 ... Ll

K = A ) ) , Q=diag{1,-1,2},
o : (2.105)
-1 2 ... 2(r=2)2(r—-2)
12 .20 -2) 2

m; = (2,0,_1), my = (0,2,-1,0,_3), ma<j<,—2 = (07-2,—1,2,-1,0,_7_1) ,
m,_1 = (0,—2,-1,1),
n; = (0,2,-2,1), np = (1,0,_1), n3<s<,—1 = (0;) .

Notice that the K matrix is identical to the K in (2.96) expcept the last (r,7)-component.
The N = 2 gauge theory has a U(1) 4 flavor symmetry with charge

1
A=A T=Y (a—D)T,+ (r—2)T, . (2.106)
1

\3
|

e
Il

Solving the constraints in (2.37), the (M, 7) can be parameterized as
M=AM, 7=@w-1A4. (2.107)
The bulk supersymmetric partition functions of the gauge theory can be computed as

Zga(b?, M, v) = zé?’Q)(M =AM, 7 = (v — 1)A) ,

Lalginv) = I (gi1.7 = (v — 1) 4) , (2.108)
na—nha
K7Q v 1 —
Zpty e (Mov) = 2509 (N = AM,7 = (v —1)4) .
where the Zg?’Q),IS(CIf’Q) and Zm, .., arve 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

1 -1 r

14 ) the theory % have two independent 1/2 BPS monopole oper-
ators, O1 = ®2V(q1,0) and Oz = ®1V(g1). After the superpotential deformation with W = (01)? 4+ O,
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).

7F0rr:2withK:(
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Figure 3. Graph of |ng (> = 1,M = 0,v)| for ’7~'(3711) theory. The round 3-sphere partition
function is minimized at v = 0. The values at v = —1, v = 0 and v = 1 are identical to the
|S(171)’(1,1)|, |S(1’1)7(1’3)| and |S(1’1),(179)| Of SM<3, 11) respectively.

r=3:

1 1 2 1
1—q+(—n—)q3/2—2q2+(n2+2+1>q3+<2n+>q7/2+(2+3)q4
n n n n
3 5\ o2 3 5 3 TN\ 11)2
+{—nm+3n+—- )¢+ |5 +8)¢C+ (- +3In+-)g ' +...
n n n
For all » > 3 :
I\ s
Isci(Q;mV:O):l—q— 77+5 q2z +... ,
Teiln=1v==+1)=1.

(2.109)

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

In the twisted partition computation, there are (3r — 4) Bethe-vacua, {Z,}>"=>

a=0 >

their handle-gluing/fibering operators in the A-twisting limit, M — 0 and 7 — —2/1 are

and

— —,

H(Za; M = 0,7 =0) = (S1,1),1,2041) " 5
B 2 A (2.110)
(]-'(Za; M=0,U= 0)) = 2™ exp (47Tih(8:17t:2a+1)) .

with a 6 € Q. Here S and h(4) is the S-matrix (2.5) and conformal dimensions (2.2) of
SM(3,6r — 7).
The half-index for the 7~E3,6r—7) theory is

1

K,
Lae(qin,v) = I}(lalfQ)(Q;

:Zq

mG(Zzo)T

7= (v—1)A4)
m-K-m(n(iq1/2)(y—1))—A’~m (2.111)
Q)ml s (Q)mr—l (Q)er

na—nAa

Y
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The half-index in the A-twisting limit, » — 1 and v — —1, reproduces the vacuum character
the supersymmetric minimal model SM (3,67 —7) up to an decoupled free-fermion character

%m-K-er/T-m

q
(@i - - (Dmoi (@)2m, (2.112)

Lag(gn=1v=-1)= >

me(ZZO)T
= ¢35 x (y(11y(g) of SM(3,6r —7) in (2.3)) x (xr(q) in (2.69)) .

Here the matrix K and the vector A 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 1,(Z) (h := 27ib?) is defined by [70]

177"72 .
e o7 il <1

n(Z) = o7 (A1)
I % , iflgl>1
with
q=eV  Gi=ei 7= Z/b? . (A.2)

The 15(Z) computes the squashed 3-sphere partition function of the 7Ta theory in (2.24)
with Z = M + (i + 2R(®)), where the M is the rescaled real mass for the U(1) flavor
symmetry. In the limit 7z — 0, the Q.D.L behaves as follows

o~ B,hn 7t _ 1. 1 _
log ¥y (2) h=0 Z o Lig_n(e %) = ﬁLu(e 2y — B log(l—e ) +.... (A.3)
n=0 ’

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

— (27 +iZ)log(1 — %) + iLiz(e %
™
The tetrahedron index Za(m,u) is defined as [55]
1
0 1— r—sm+1, —1
Ia(m,u) ::H ¢ ° - 4 :ZIZ(m,e)ue,
= 1—q"2"u e€Z
oo 1 _ 1 (A5)
here 74 (m,e) = > (—1)rgznmD—(mtsem
where m,e) =
A (D@D nte

n=|e]

It computes the generalized superconformal index [56] of the Ta theory with the R-charge
choice R(®) = 0 where (m,u) are (background monopole flux, fugacity) for the U(1) flavor
symmetry. At general R-charge choice, the index becomes Za (m, u(—q'/?)R(®).

B Bulk field theories for M(2,r +2) using K = C(7;)"! with odd r

In section 2.2.2, we propose a UV gauge theory description of 732,44 ~using mixed CS
level K = C(T;)~! with even r. Here we propose bulk field theories, say Tri(2,r+2), for the
Virasoro minimal model M (2,7 + 2) using K = C(T,)~! with odd . More precisely, we
propose that®

For r € 2Z>1 + 1,

A-twisting /bulk-boundary (B 1 )

:fM(27r+2) M(2,7 + 2) ® (Free fermion),

8In [32], they propose bulk field theory Tr(2,r+2) for minimal model M (2,7 + 2) with r € 2Z>; + 1
using K = QC(T(T,l)/g)_l. We expect an IR dualtiy between (7}4(2’”&) in [32]) ® SO(1); and

(’fM@,TH) in (B.Z)).
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where

7N’M(2 r42) = m with superpotential W = O, n)) + -+ + O,y ny_y) 5
) [U(l)a]K 1,111 r—1,pr—1
111+ 1 1
122... 2 2
123--- 3 3
K = C(Tr)il = Lo . . 5 Q = ]IT><T7

123---r—1r—-1
123---r—-1 r
ml:(1717_1707‘—3)7 mQSIST—2:(01—27_1717 s -1 OT I—- 2) mT—l:(OT—27_272)7

ni<r<,—1 = (0,) .

(B.2)
The N = 2 gauge theory has a U(1) flavor symmetry, U(1) 4, whose charge is given as

r—1

1
1.7 = ZHTG_TQ+T3+2T4+2T5+ +TTTT_1 . (B.3)

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

1\ s
Isci(%n?’/:()):l_q—(77+7]>q2 +...,

Teeiln=1v==41)=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 il Bethe-vacua, {za} fazo- Their handle-

gluing/fibering operators in the A-twisting limit, M — 0 and 7 — 2A, are

(B.5)

—,

2 oM =0 7= — 2 omis .
F(Zo; M =0,0 = —2A)) =e“™ exp (4mihy) .

with a 6 € Q. Here S and h, are the S-matrix and conformal dimensions of M (2,7 + 2):

2(—1)= <27r(a+1)(5+1)>
Sop = ————=—sin ,
_ala—r)
C 2r+4
Let {La},_¢q  r=1 be supersymmetric Wilson loop operators with gauge charge qy:
ARG 2
o = (0,1,1,2,2,...,a— L,a— Lo, 0, ..., q) . (B.7)
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In the A-twisting limit, » — 1 and v — —1, the half-indices reproduce the characters of 2D
RCFT (M (2,7 + 2)) ® (free Majonara)

—< L, — q2
qhﬂ 24Il%alf(q;n =1,v= —1) = qh 24 Z

= (Xa(q) of M(2,7+2)) x (xr(q) in (2.69)) ,

up to an overall factor ¢"*~21 where conformal dimension he is given in (B.6) and the
central charge ¢ of the product RCFT is
3 3r? ala—r)

_3_ poooa=r) B.
Ty T r2 T o (B.9)

The character xo(q) of M (2,7 +2) is |71, 72|

_A(2,r+2)

Xa(q) = q ettt Z (qA(li’ZZiBH _ qAﬁZ:,Q)a1> ,
@ {7 (B.10)
N sp)’ —(a-p)°
’ 4pq
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