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Coulomb branches of vacua are the most universal moduli spaces that arise in local unitary
interacting 4d N = 2 superconformal field theories (SCFTs). In these theories, 1/2-BPS
primaries parameterize the Coulomb branches and form (anti-)chiral rings. We define the
notion of a Coulomb branch operator algebra, Ac, that contains these chiral and anti-chiral
rings along with infinitely many more operators and products that are less protected by
supersymmetry. Using a universal symmetry, Z = Z,, that arises from studying the su-
perconformal group, we give Z selection rules for Ac and, more generally, for arbitrary
products in the local operator algebra of any 4d A/ = 2 SCFT. Defining the notion of a
“Coulombic” SCFT, we propose explanations for certain phenomena in a 4d/2d correspon-
dence involving 4d N = 2 theories and 2d vertex operator algebras. Finally, by considering

deformations of Z, we explore the case of N' > 2 SCFTs.
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1. Introduction

In order to “solve” a conformal field theory (CFT), we must construct an infinite number
of correlation functions. Using consistency conditions from conformal symmetry, we can
bootstrap the full set of correlation functions when there are a finite number of conformal
primaries, as in the case of 2d minimal models [I] (although there is at least one interesting
case with infinitely many primaries that can also be bootstrapped [2]). In higher dimensions,
we do not expect to find theories with a finite number of primaries, but it may still prove
fruitful to focus on n-point functions of a small number of “important” primaries (for ideas
in this direction, see [3]). This latter statement is particularly true when, as in free theories
with finite central charge, there are a finite number of primaries that generate the operator
algebra (see also the discussion in [4]).

Thinking along these lines, it is interesting to note that, in superconformal field theories
(SCFTs), there are special protected operator multiplets that are associated with renormal-
ization group (RG) flows onto supersymmetric moduli spaces of vacua. One might hope
that these multiplets play a special role in solving these theories.

For example, any local unitary interacting 4d N = 2 SCFT is believed to have a
Coulomb branch of vacua, M. General arguments (and all Lagrangian examples) suggest
that there should be corresponding chiral and anti-chiral 1/2-BPS primaries, O¢; and Oc,
sitting in short multiplets of type &,, and £_,, generating chiral and anti-chiral rings, Re¢

and R¢ respectively, that give rise to coordinates on M (note that for us these rings are



operators in the UV SCFT) In particular, we can explore M by turning on expectation
values in the ultraviolet (UV) SCEFT

(Oc,i) , (Oci) #0 (1.1)

and flowing to the infrared (IR). One simple check of this picture is that, on the Coulomb
branch, the superconformal u(1)g < su(2,2|2) should be spontaneously broken while su(2)z <
su(2,2|2) should not. Indeed, the Oc; and O¢,; are charged under u(1)r (with respective
charges r;, —r; # 0) but are neutral under su(2)g.

Moreover, the O¢,; operators (and their complex conjugates) play an important role in
the Seiberg-Witten construction of 4d N' = 2 gauge theories [7]: their expectation values
give rise to curves fibered over the resulting Coulomb branches that, in principle, allow one
to exactly solve the two-derivative low-energy theories.

Given the significance of multiplets related to the Coulomb branch, a central question
motivating this note is the following: what can the operator algebra, Ac, of the Oc;, Oc.,
and their descendants tell us about the UV SCFT at the origin of M (i.e., the point at
which (0;) = (O;) = 0 for all i)?

The most basic question to ask in this regard is: which multiplets can sit in As? To
fruitfully rephrase this question, let us define A¢ as the following space (equipped with the

OPE)

Ac = Span{Tb €My Yo € EXM (w1,0,) %+ - XE TN (Tn,an ) XE T (Y1,00) X - ‘Xg—xfjiv(yN,aN)} ;

(1.2)
where H; is the space of local operatorsH and Y, is a multiplet of the 4d N = 2 su-
perconformal algebra that sits in some (higher) OPE of £ and / or & multipletsH The
above product involves all operators in the corresponding generating £ and € multiplets
(and derivatives of these operators). For finite central charge, N is finite (moreover, in all
known theories, N corresponds to the “rank” or complex dimension of M¢). In writing
(L2)), we have defined the following (higher) OPE (note that this OPE is not the chiral
ring product)

gi”i(m‘i,a.) = gn.(xi,l) X Eri(xm) X oo X gn(xz,m) , (13)

Here we define &,, := 5”(070) in the multiplet notation of [5] (and similarly for the conjugate multiplets).
In the language of [6], &, := LB[0; 0]5?;2”) and £_,., := B1L|0; 0]5?;_2”).

2Here and throughout this paper we only discuss genuine local operators (e.g., we do not discuss operators
that live at the end of Wilson lines).

3Note that, in taking the span in (L2)), we allow for linear combinations involving different component

operators appearing in the T multiplets.



and similarly for the €_ij factorsH Our question then becomes one of finding the most

general set of T multiplets

Some intuition in this regard comes from thinking about Lagrangian theories with
enough matter (e.g., SU(N) N =2 SQCD with N; = 2N flavors). Such SCFTs have,
in addition to Coulomb branches, Higgs branches of vacua, My. These are moduli spaces
of vacua where matter operators (e.g., mesons and baryons), transforming as primaries of
By representations (or By B [0; 0]%2;0) multiplets in the language of [6]) have non-zero vevs.
The highest su(2)g-weight primaries in these multiplets also form a chiral ring, R4, called
the Higgs branch chiral ring (as in the case of R¢, we define these operators to live in the

UV SCFT not on the IR moduli space)H that conjecturally satisfies [§]
My = Spec(Ry) ,  Ru = C[Mjy] . (1.6)

The By primaries transform under su(2)g and are neutral under u(1)g (the reverse of the
situation with Coulomb branch multiplets). Moreover, they are often charged under continu-
ous flavor symmetries, while the &,, and £_,, multiplets are always continuous flavor-neutral.
Therefore, away from the origin of My, continuous flavor and su(2)g are spontaneously
broken while u(1)g is not.

One consequence of the above discussion is that the intersections of the Higgs branch
and Coulomb branch rings of a UV SCFT contain only the identity operator: RgNRe, RN

4In (T3), we understand the product &, (z;1) x &, (z;2) as shorthand for the OPEs between all compo-
nents of the &, multiplet (and all their conformal descendants). When we write Y, € &, (2i.1) X &, (i 2), we
mean that elements of the T, multiplet are contained in the component OPEs. Then, (&, (zi1) X &, (i 2)) x
&, (i 3) should be understood as the OPEs of all elements of the &,,(z; 3) multiplet (and their descendants)
with all the operators appearing in &, (z;1) x &, (z;2). We define all higher OPEs recursively. Similar
comments apply to the more general OPEs that include £_,, in (LZ). All of these OPEs can be conveniently
written in terms of superspace (although the details of such expressions will not be important for us below).

®We emphasize that this question is much more general (and difficult) than finding the chiral and anti-

chiral rings, since these latter structures sit properly inside A¢ via normal-ordered products
Re, Re < Ac . (1.4)

To understand this point, note that the energy-momentum tensor satisfies

Ty € Co0.0) € Ery X E—ry € Ac s Cog0) € Re » Re s (1.5)
where CAO(O)O) is the energy-momentum tensor multiplet in the notation of [5] (in the notation of [6], this is an
Ay As[0; 0]50;0) multiplet). Note that A¢ also controls infinitely many protected and unprotected contributions
to arbitrary n-point functions of £ and £ multiplets.

5The lowest su(2) g-weight primaries in these multiplets form the Higgs branch anti-chiral ring, R



Re = 1. Indeed, this statement follows from the su(2)g @ u(1)z quantum numbers of the
operators involved and is not limited to Lagrangian theories. Another consequence is that,
when a Bp multiplet is charged under a continuous flavor symmetry, it cannot be in Ac.
This statement also holds beyond the class of Lagrangian theories and follows from the
& x &, OPE [9].

Naively, this discussion suggests that Br ¢ Ac. But this argument also has glaring
gaps. For example, we know that Ac is always strictly larger than Re U Re (see footnote
B, and we also know there are theories that have Higgs branches but no continuous flavor
symmetry (e.g., see [10])1] In fact, we will see later that superconformal selection rules on
their own do not forbid certain Bz multiplets from appearing in Ae.

Therefore, to get a more universal handle on 4 and on any other operator subalgebras
that might appear in unitary local 4d N/ = 2 SCFTs, it is essential to revisit the supercon-
formal group itself. One useful perspective is to note that the 4d N = 2 superconformal
symmetry is, as an algebra, su(2,2|2), but that, as a group, it can take different forms. In
particular, let us consider the su(2)g @50(4Q< su(2,2|2) subalgebra and the corresponding

simply connected group, SU(2)g x Spin(4)8 We can then study the action of

T = Diag(Z(SU(2)g) x Z(Spin(4))) = Zs , (1.7)

on local operators. In fact, since Z is guaranteed to commute with the rest of the super-
conformal group, Z can also be thought of as a flavor symmetry (this perspective has been
emphasized in [11,[12]) and so we can study the action of Z multiplet-by-multiplet (i.e.,
each operator in the same multiplet has the same Z charge, since the supercharges are
7 neutral). As we will illustrate in the main text through many examples and different
classes of theories, Z may be trivial in some theories and non-trivial in others

As we will explain in Sec. [3, understanding when Z is trivial potentially leads to a

deeper understanding of certain phenomena in 4d N = 2 SCFTs that have, until now,

"More generally, it is conceptually possible for there to exist continuous flavor-neutral Br multiplets that
are not related to moduli spaces.

8We work in Euclidean space, but we can make similar comments in Lorentzian signature.

9In an interesting recent pair of papers [13|[14], the authors studied N' = 2 SU(2) SYM and N = 2
SU(2) SQCD as well as certain non-supersymmetric cousins. These AN/ = 2 theories have trivial Z action
on gauge-invariant local operators (though, in the case of N' = 2 SU(2) SQCD, not on the fundamental
hypermultiplets). This fact is related to the ability to put these theories on non-spin manifolds (see also [15]
for a discussion from the point of view of topological twisting) and to detect various interesting 't Hooft
anomalies. We will briefly comment on these links in the discussion section at the end of this paper. We

thank A. Antinucci, P. Genolini, and L. Tizzano for emphasizing these points to us.
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appeared to be coincidental.
To set up these results, we begin by noting the trivial fact that any multiplet of local
operators in a 4d N = 2 SCFT with definite superconformal quantum numbers, Y,, lives

in one and only one of the following two sectors
Ao 1+ = Span{Y, € H; : I(Y,) = 1} , (1.8)

where “Z(---)” denotes the charge of the enclosed multiplet (comments similar to those in
footnote Bl apply for linear combinations of operators in Ap ). Moreover, Ao+ forms a

closed operator subalgebra and must be non-trivial in any local 4d N = 2 SCFT since

~

THV S C(]((),o) S Ao,_;_ . (19)

On the other hand, Ap _ cannot be closed under the OPE and may or may not be trivial.

More generally, this discussion immediately leads to selection rules in all n-fold OPEs
of any 4d N' = 2 SCFT that we will explore in more detail below. For example, we will
study the constraints the selection rules place on relations between the Coulomb branch
algebra, Ac, the Higgs branch operators, and certain vertex operator algebras (VOAs) that
are associated with any local 4d N'=2 SCFT [I6].

The plan of this paper is as follows. In the next section, we introduce the set of
allowed unitary irreducible representations of su(2,2|2), their charges under Z, and the
resulting OPE selection rules. We emphasize the connection between Z and properties
of the associated 2d VOAs alluded to above. Then, in Sec. 2.2 we move on to discuss
constraints on the operators that can appear in the A¢ algebra. For example, we comment
on when Bg Higgs branch multiplets are forbidden from appearing and when they are
allowed to appear (at the level of superconformal selection rules). In Sec. 23] we prove
some theorems on 4d N =2 SCFTs whose operator algebra is generated by the Coulomb
branch &, and £_, multiplets (we call these theories “Coulombic”). Next, in Sec. Bl we use
one of these theorems to give a potential explanation for why certain 2d VOAs associated
with 4d AN/ = 2 SCFTs have only integral 2d spins. We then generalize our discussion to
the larger superconformal algebras with N' > 2 SUSY and explain some general constraints

related 2d VOAs must satisfy. Finally, we conclude with a discussion of open problems

10Tn this paper we do not solve the problem of giving the full set of constraints that superconformal
selection rules put on A¢. Additional progress on this problem will be reported elsewhere, in collaboration
with C. Bhargava, H. Jiang, and T. Nishinaka [I7]. Instead, here we focus on the constraints arising purely

from 7.



2. 4d N = 2 irreps, OPEs, and the 7 selection rules

We will primarily think of unitary local 4d N'= 2 SCFTs from an abstract algebraic per-
spective, because our main interest will be to study model-independent selection rules for
the OPEs and correlation functions of multiplets of the corresponding superconformal alge-
bra, su(2,2|2). A logical starting point for this discussion is the list of unitary irreducible

representations (up to CPT conjugates, like £_,, that we drop for simplicity) [5]

A

a 5 B ] 5 A
&5 Br, Drioy s Breo) > Crij) » Cred) » ARG (2:2)

where 7 corresponds to the superconformal u(1)g charge of the primary, R to the su(2)g
spin of the primary, while j and j correspond to the so(4) spins, and A is the scaling
dimension

Let us briefly discuss some of the properties of these multiplets (referring the interested

reader to [5] for a full account of the technical details):

e The & multiplets have R =j = j =0, A =7 > 1, and correspond to generalizations
of the Casimirs—Tr®"—in Lagrangian theories (where ® is the adjoint-valued chiral
gauge multiplet). In all known theories, vevs of the &, primaries parameterize the
Coulomb branch and form the ring R¢ described in the introduction. The primaries
are annihilated by all anti-chiral supercharges, Q% (where i = 1,2 is an su(2)p index,
and & is a right spinor index of su(2)_ < so0(4)). Strictly speaking, the list of unitary
irreducible representations of su(2,2|2) contains multiplets with spinning primaries,

&G0y [B], but locality implies that j = 0 [18]. Therefore, since we are interested in

local theories, we ignore such representations and define &, := _T(070). As mentioned

1 Alternatively, in the somewhat more elaborate notation of [6], we have (note that for us, ryere = %rthere,

Jhere = % Jihere, and Jhere = %Ethere relative to the conventions in [6])

LB1[0;01027) , By By[0;0]50°0 | A1 Bi[2) > 150]505 2 =242 4, By [0; 0]275%=2 | LBy[25 > 1;0] 5002 2)

_ g +r - ‘ B a ‘T2R+_T7 _
AL [2 > 152) > AT AV A2 > 10T A As[0; 08T, L LA[2;25 > 1y
LA[25;0)E5 0% LLRj: 2/

In the above list, the first entry corresponds to &, the second entry corresponds to B r, A1By and AsB;
correspond to D (A B has a scalar primary and hence a different set of shortening conditions), the fifth
entry corresponds to BRJ(]‘,O), A1A;, A1 Ay, and Ay Ay correspond to CAR(M) (with different values of the spin
and hence different shortening conditions), and LA; and LAz correspond to Cp ;7 (with different values
of the spin and therefore different shortening conditions).

12Note that A does not appear explicitly in the first six multiplets of ([2.2]) because, as short multiplets,

their scaling dimensions are fixed in terms of the other quantum numbers.

)

(2.1)



in the introduction, along with the conjugate £_, multiplets, the &, irreps generate
the Ac algebra described around (L.2).

The Bp multiplets have R > 1/2, 7 = j = 0, A = 2R, and have highest su(2)p
components corresponding to generalizations of the mesons and baryons—qq, ¢, ¢~ —
in Lagrangian theories (where ¢ and ¢ correspond to the matter hypermultiplets in
representation R @ R of the gauge group). The highest su(2)g-weight primary is
annihilated by the highest su(2)g-weight chiral and anti-chiral supercharges. In all
known theories, vevs of BR primaries parameterize the Higgs branch, and highest

su(2)r components form the ring, Ry, described in the introduction.

The Dg(jo) multiplets have R,j > 0 (locality implies R > j [19,20]), r = 1+ 7,
and A = 2R + 1+ j. Examples of such multiplets include D; /2(0,0), Which contain
extra SUSY currents and are present in all local N/ > 2 SCFTs. The highest su(2)g-
weight state of the primaries is annihilated by the highest su(2)gz-weight anti-chiral
supercharge, Q} (the multiplet also satisfies a semi-shortening condition with respect
to the chiral supercharge). When j = 0, T)R(LO) multiplets can parameterize mixed

branches.

The BR,r(j,O) multiplets have have R,j > 0 (locality is conjectured to imply R > j
[20,21]), » > 1+ j, and A = 2R + r. These multiplets have been studied extensively
in [21], where they were shown to arise in various contexts, including from chiral ring
products of & and By primaries when there is a mixed branch and also from products
of £ primaries and descendants (these statements will be useful for us below). The
highest su(2)z-weight primaries are annihilated by the highest su(2)g-weight anti-

chiral supercharge, Q..

The Cr; ;) multiplets have R, j,j > 0 (locality is conjectured to imply R > |j — j| — 1
[20]), r = j —j, and A =2+ 2R+ j + j. A prominent example of such a multiplet
includes the energy-momentum tensor multiplet, éo(o,o), which is present in any local
4d N = 2 SCFT (in a Lagrangian theory, the primary takes the schematic form
J ~ Tr(®'®) + 3. ghar). These multiplets satisfy semi-shortening conditions with
respect to the chiral and anti-chiral supercharges. In particular, such multiplets are
non-chiral and must exist in any operator algebra that contains multiplets and their
CPT conjugates, since T}, must appear in the corresponding OPEs. The previous

sentence explains the discussion around (L) in footnote



e The C_er(jj) multiplets have R,j,7 > 0 (locality is conjectured to imply R > j —
j—1[R0), r > j—j, and A = 2+ 2R + 2j +r. Important examples of such
multiplets were discussed in [2223]. Since these multiplets are the least protected
short representations (they satisfy semi-shortening conditions with respect to the anti-
chiral supercharges), they have the most to say about the “global” form of the local
operator algebra. For example, the results of [23] show that, in the minimal Argyres-
Douglas (MAD) SCFT (using the terminology of [22/23] or, in other nomenclature,
the (A1, Ay) SCFT), all éO,r(0,0) multiplets arise from the &, x CAO(QO) OPE, and all
C_O,n(LO) multiplets arise from the & x & OPE. This discussion suggests that the
MAD theory has a local operator algebra generated by &, and £_, multiplets (we will

examine some consequences of this suggestion below).

° Aﬁ’r(ﬁ) is a long multiplet with R, j,j > 0, with r and A unfixed (although unitarity
implies A > 2 4+ 2R + max{2j —r,2j +r}). Such a multiplet does not satisfy any
shortening conditions, but it does break up into a collection of short multiplets when
A hits the unitarity bound.

Given these representations, we would like to study the resulting OPEs and correlation
functions. By superconformal symmetry, we can reduce any such n-point function through

the multiplet three-point functions

T T N
Yo (1) Y, (2) T (28)) = L Iy _H Xans, ©0.08) . (2.3
< Il(zl) 12(22) I3 (23)> (l’fg)‘h (l’fg)ql (xgg)qz (:L,%s)qz 717213( 3 3 32) ( )

The precise technical details of this expression are rather involved and will not be important
for us in what follows (instead, we refer the interested reader to [24] for a full discussion)
By imposing shortening conditions on the Yz, , we generate a set of selection rules that
superconformal representation theory imposes on the OPE, and we can determine if it is

consistent for Tz, to appear in the OPE of the first two superfields in (2.3)
Tzl (21) X TZQ(Z2> = ng . (24)

Of course, the question of whether the OPE coefficient for an allowed T vanishes or not is

typically a question of dynamics or of symmetries beyond the superconformal algebra.

13Here for completeness we merely comment that, in writing (2.3)), we have defined Z,, J, as combined
su(2)r @ so(4) indices, i is an su(2)g index, (o, &) are so(4) indices, the ng are tensors built from the
superspace coordinates, X3 is Grassmann-even, O3 and O3 are Grassmann odd, the x;;5 and x;; are Grassmann
even, and the ¢;’s and @;’s are related to the quantum numbers of the T multiplets. Here Grassmann evenness
/ oddness is measured with respect to the 927(1’5 and ! ,’s (where a = 1,2, 3 label the Grassmann coordinates

associated with the three superspace points in the correlation function).



In general, it is rather involved to derive even the superconformal selection rules One
well-known reason is that the OPEs of superconformal primaries do not determine the
OPE:s of all superconformal descendants. However, as we have alluded to above, additional
symmetries can help. For example, following [9], supersymmetric Ward identities imply

that any chiral operator, O, charged under a flavor Lie algebra, g, must satisfy

O(l’l) X O(ZL’Q) > Jg , (25)

where J; is the su(2)g-weight zero component of the su(2)r spin-one primary of a B,
multiplet (such multiplets necessarily contain flavor symmetry Noether currents). Taking
O to be a primary of a & multiplet, we see that it is su(2)z-neutral and so (ZH) is
inconsistent. This result implies that the whole & multiplet must be neutral under g.
Therefore, we see that if a multiplet T transforms under some non-trivial g irrep, Ry, we
must have

RN #1 = T¢gA, (2.6)

where we defined A¢ in (L2) and repeat the definition again below for convenience

Ac = Spaﬂ{Tb €Hr Ty € E (1,0,) X XETV (TNan ) X EXT (Y1,00) X - ‘Xg—xfjf(ij,aﬁ)}

(2.7)
However, as described in the introduction, there are many 4d A = 2 SCFTs that do not
have Lie group flavor symmetries, and the above analysis has nothing to say about these
cases.

Therefore, we are motivated to consider the Z symmetry discussed in the introduction
7 = Diag(Z(SU(2)g) x Z(Spin(4))) = Zsy . (2.8)

At the level of the superconformal quantum numbers introduced above, we can take the
generator of Z to be

pp = TR (2.9)

This generator leaves all supercharges invariant since they transform as (1/2,1/2,0) and
(1/2,0,1/2) irreps under su(2)r @ so0(4). It clearly also leaves the bosonic part of su(2,2|2)

invariant and so pz is in the center of the superconformal group.

1 Although in certain cases, these rules have been derived and put to great effect as in [25]. For certain
shortcuts in the case of non-singular terms in the OPE, see [26]. In an upcoming paper, we will study some

of the superconformal selection rules for A¢ in more detail [I7].



Given the above definition, it is easy to see that the superconformal representations
split in the following way under the action of Z (as in (L8], the “+” superscript refers to
the Z charge; note that we also drop CPT-conjugate multiplets below)

Ao+ 2 &, Brlrez , Drio)lrijez » Broo)lrijez s Crijj)lrrj+iez » Crrtij)|rejtjez
AL g
Ryr(j,§) | BAI+I€L >
AO,— > BR‘RG%Zodd ) ,DR(j,O)|R+j€%ZOdd ) BRyr(j70)|R+j€%ZOdd ) CR(jj)‘R‘Fj‘i'jE%Zodd ’
S ] B\ )
CR,r(j,j)|R+j+je§Zodd ) AR,r(j,j)‘R—l—j—l—jE%Zodd . (2-10)
This discussion also implies the following simple but important fact, which we will state as

a theorem:

Theorem 1: Any 4d N = 2 SCFT respects an Z selection rule. In particular, for any

su(2,2]2) irreducible representations Y, Yq,---, T,,, we have
Tel ™ xTy™mx - x T = Z(T)=Z( )" - Z(T;,)"™ . (2.11)

We will return to this selection rule at various points in the discussion below.

2.1. Selection rules, the Schur sector, and the associated VOA

The discussion in the previous subsection interacts in interesting ways with the so-called
“Schur” sector of 4d N = 2 operators and the associated 2d VOA [16]. We briefly review
this sector of operators along with the 2d VOA and then explain a connection with the Z
symmetry (for a fuller accounting of the Schur/VOA correspondence, we refer the reader
to [16]).

To that end, recall that the Schur operators are highest so(4)-weight components of
the highest su(2)g-weight operators sitting in the following multiplets (for simplicity, as in
232), we drop the CPT-conjugate Dp( ;) multiplet)

BR ) DR(j,O) aéR(jJ) . (212)

In particular, the corresponding Schur multiplets sit in both Ap 1 sectors

Schur 5 N 5 _ _
Aoy > Aoy > Brlrez » Dryoylrrjez s Crjj)lrtj+jez »

Schur 5 N 5 B ~
'AO7— > AO,— 9 BR|RE%ZOdd ? DR(J70)|R+]E%Zodd ) CR(]?])|R+]+]E%ZOdd : (213)

As we have already discussed in the introduction, Ap _ is not closed under OPE. Therefore,

neither is .Asof}ﬂ”. Similarly, even though Ay 4 is closed under OPE, we expect that ASOCEH <

10



Ap + is also never closed (otherwise, long multiplets and other non-Schur multiplets would
not be allowed to appear in Schur-Schur OPEs).

More interestingly, we can rephrase the 7 quantum number of any Schur operator, Og,
(and its multiplet) in terms of the spin of the corresponding 2d VOA current. Indeed, an
important consequence of the 4d/2d map of [16] is that any Schur operator (really a certain

su(2) g-twisted-translated cohomology class, [Og]) maps to a VOA current with 2d spin
h([O]) = (R+j+5)(Os) - (2.14)
Therefore, we arrive at the following theorem:

Theorem 2: Given any Schur operator, Og, in a 4d N =2 SCFT

1
Og € A%C}i” < h(O0s)eZ, Ogce Ascfﬂ“ < h([Os]) € §Z°dd . (2.15)
In other words, the parity of the 2d spin of the 2d current related to a Schur operator is
fixed by the Z charge of the 4d parent.
For example, the CAO(QO) energy-momentum tensor multiplet Schur operator is the highest
su(2)p @ so(4)-weight component of the su(2)g current, J1' . Tt is easy to check that h = 2,

which is consistent with its being mapped to the holomorphic stress tensor

T =T = h([Jh]) =2, Z(Copo) =1. (2.16)
The simplest possible 2d VOAs are Virasoro minimal models. By the above discussion,
any 4d ancestors of the corresponding currents have Z = 1, since the currents consist purely
of integer-spin operators (normal ordered products of T" and its derivatives). Such VOAs
are known to be realized in the simplest Argyres-Douglas N’ = 2 SCFTs. Later on, we
will suggest an explanation for these facts and other related phenomena in certain more
general theories.
As another example, the extra supercurrent Schur multiplet, D, /2(0,0), has a Schur op-
erator corresponding to the highest su(2)g @ so0(4)-weight component among level-one de-

scendants, S3'. The corresponding VOA state has h = 3/2 and is consistent with
[SY1=G = n(SY]) =3/2, Z(Dippe)=-1, (2.17)

where G is a 2d supercurrent. The CPT-conjugate D; /2(0,0) multiplet furnishes an additional
supercurrent and, depending on whether N’ = 3,4 in 4d, we have an N = 2,4 2d VOA

5Note that Z does not fix the 2d (or 4d) statistics, since the VOA is necessarily non-unitary [16].
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with half-integer 2d spin currents. This discussion leads to a simple observation we will

return to in Sec. [}

Corollary 3: Any local 4d SCFT with N' > 2 SUSY has non-trivial Z (i.e., Z acts faithfully
on the local operator algebra of the theory).

More generally, 4d N’ = 2 SCFTs can (and often do) have trivial / unfaithful Z. For
example, the free vector multiplet has Z = 1 for any local operator (and the corresponding
2d VOA, the small algebra of a (b,c¢) ghost system of weights (1,0), has only integer 2d
spins). Similar comments apply to N' = 2 SU(2) SQCD with Ny = 4. The reason is
that any gauge-invariant operator will have an even number of hypermultiplets (these are
B, /2 multiplets transforming in the doublet of SU(2) and having 7 = —1) XI}% the vector

multiplet has Z = 1 (the corresponding VOA at generic gauge coupling, s0(8)_», only has
states of integer 2d spin).

2.2. What can appear in the Coulomb branch operator algebra?

Since all local unitary interacting 4d N'= 2 SCFTs are believed to have a Coulomb branch,
it is natural to study the operator algebra for the corresponding chiral and anti-chiral UV
N = 2 multiplets, Ac. As mentioned at length in the introduction and previous sections,

this algebra consists of the following operators equipped with the OPE

Ac = Span{Tb cHy: T, € E‘TXI’“ (@10 ) X" -ngXN"N (xN,aN)XE_Xfll (Y1.0y) X" .xg_xfjf (yN,aN)}

(2.18)
Now, we saw in (ZI0) that the & and & multiplets have Z = +1 and so all operators in
Ae must have 7 = +1

Ac< Ao+, O€A = (R+j+7)(0)€eZ. (2.19)
Equivalently, we can say
- 1
.Acm.AQ_ = , (R+]+])(O) S §Zodd =0¢ Ac . (2.20)

For the Schur sector, combining this logic with theorem 2 shows that any Schur operator,

Og, and corresponding multiplet satisfies

Os S .Ac = h([OS]) € Z , h([@s]) S %Zodd = OS ¢ .Ac . (221)

In other words, a Schur multiplet appears in an n-fold OPE of £ and / or & multiplets
only if the corresponding VOA state has integer 2d spin. Specializing to the Higgs branch
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multiplets, we then see that
1 A
R e izodd = BR ¢ Ac . (222)

This latter result is what we expect when we have a Br multiplet that is charged under
a continuous flavor symmetry (see the argument around (2.5])). Examples include baryons
in superconformal SQCD. However, in (2.22)) we see that Br multiplets with half-integer R
are forbidden from appearing in Az even when no continuous flavor symmetry is present

What about the case of Bg multiplets with R an integer that are uncharged under a
continuous flavor symmetry (e.g., a U(1) current multiplet, 5;)? We know these multiplets
are also uncharged under Z. From the fact that the Higgs branch and Coulomb branch
chiral rings of the UV SCFT do not intersect (as discussed in the introduction, this state-
ment follows from the fact that the latter is charged under u(1)g and the former is not),
we might be tempted to conclude that BRez multiplets cannot be in Ac. This statement
may be true (we are not aware of any explicit counterexamples), but we would like to point

out that superconformal selection rules themselves allow
B?eutral c grl % gﬁ X 5—7“3 , r3 =11+ 19 — 1 , (223)

where “neutral” in the superscript on the lefthand side reminds us that the correspond-
ing multiplet is neutral under continuous flavor symmetries (i.e., it is an Abelian current

multiplet) and so, in principle, we can have
Buewtral ¢ A, (2.24)

When this inclusion does not hold in particular theories, there must be some dynamical
reason, some governing symmetry beyond those we are describing here, or some aspect of
superconformal symmetry that goes beyond the selection rules.

One way to derive (2.23)) is to note that superconformal selection rules allow the follow-

ing operator equation to hold

Bl,rg(O,O) =] ,Ull'org = K’lQlaOm'Q}XOTQ‘FKQQlaQ}XOm'Org“'/’{'?:om'QlaQ(l)Orz S Bl,r1+r2—1(0,0) 5
(2.25)

6Note that the case of 31/2 (i.e., a free hyper) can be understood using ([Z22) or from the fact that
such a multiplet necessarily has an SU(2) flavor symmetry (of which we can identify Z with the center). Of
course, dynamics also prevent such a contribution since, in order for a free hypermultiplet to couple to &€ or

& multiplets, we would need to have interactions.
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when r3 = r; +73— 1 (we have chosen a normalization in which r(Q?) = —1/ 2) Here the
k; € C are constants chosen to make the righthand side a superconformal primary, p!! is the
B{*e“tral multiplet, O,, are &, primaries, and “” should
be understood as a product in a 1/4-BPS chiral ring Taking the OPE of both sides of
225) with £_,, yields (2.23). Taking further products of the operators appearing in (2.25)
can then, in principle (i.e., without null relations due to some dynamical constraint), give
(Z24) for any integral R.

This discussion has an interesting echo in the phenomenon observed in [27]. There
the authors noted that in the RG flow from N = 2 SU(2) SQCD with Ny = 1 to the
MAD SCFT, the UV U(1) mass parameter dual to qG € B, maps to the IR prepotential
deformation dual to the & /5 multiplet

highest su(2)g-weight primary of a

myy — )‘IR ~ muyv * A_% . (227)

In some sense, (2.23) is a superconformal version of this kind of mixing at the level of

operators instead of relevant couplings.

2.5. Coulombic theories

As we gave emphasized repeatedly, the Coulomb branch algebra, Ac, is likely to be non-
trivial in the case of any interacting 4d N = 2 SCFT. Moreover, given that we have shown
Ac < Ao 4, it is interesting to ask what happens in 4d N’ =2 SCFTs that are “extremal”

I"Note that such a situation can never occur in a unitary rank one theory, i.e. a theory in which there
is a single &, generator of A¢ or of the Coulomb branch chiral ring, R¢. Indeed, in this case r; = n;r with
n; € Z, and we have

rg—ry—re =r(ng —ng —ng) #—1. (2.26)

In deriving the above constraint, we have used the fact that the n; € Z and that » > 1 by unitarity (in the
free case we have r = 1, but the RHS of (Z25]) cannot be a primary).

8While we are not aware of any fully quantum superconformal theories in which ([2.25) holds non-trivially
(i.e., where the operators on both sides of the equation are non-vanishing), the following example comes close.
Consider the theory of a U(1) vector multiplet coupled to a charged hypermultiplet via the superpotential
term W = g¢qq (such couplings often occur in the IR effective theory on the Coulomb branch). Take
O,, = O,, = ¢ (technically speaking, at g = 0, ¢ is the primary of a ’50(010) multiplet, but we can think
of such a superfield as an &£; representation). This theory is classically superconformal (but g is irrelevant
in the quantum theory). We then have [225) with x; = 0, and the operator in (2:25) is a supersymmetric
primary (in the sense that it cannot be written as the action of a Poincaré supercharge on a well-defined

local operator).
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with respect to this inclusion
Ac=Ao+=Ao, Ao-=0. (2.28)

Such theories have their local operator algebra, Ao, generated by the Coulomb branch

operators. We call such theories “Coulombic:”

Definition 4: A Coulombic 4d N =2 SCFT is an SCFT whose local operator algebra is
generated by £ and £ multiplets. For the purposes of this definition, we take 750(0,0) to be
a multiplet of type &;.

Two examples of such theories are as follows (in descending order of rigor):

e The free N' = 2 vector multiplet. Its local operator algebra is obviously generated by
the vector multiplet itself, & & &_;.

e The MAD theory (a.k.a. the (A;, Ay) SCFT) is conjectured to be an example of such
an SCFT with generators 5_6/5 ® E g5 [22123]. We discussed some evidence for this
conjecture arising from the C spectrum of this theory in the C bullet in the list below

(22). We will explain further evidence in favor of this conjecture in the next section.

Given this definition and the discussion in Sec. 2.2 we arrive at the following theorem:

Theorem 5: In any Coulombic theory, the associated 2d VOA, in the sense of [16], only
has currents of integer 2d spin (i.e., h € Z).

As part of a broader suggested explanation of 4d/2d phenomenology in the next section,

we will see that this theorem is satisfied for the free vector (see also the comments below
corollary 3) and the MAD SCFT.

3. Toward an explanation of VOA spins from the Coulomb branch algebra

In this section we further explore the link between Coulomb branch algebras and the 2d
VOAs associated with local unitary 4d N'= 2 SCFTs. The spins (i.e., holomorphic scaling
dimensions) and statistics of VOA currents are the most basic observables associated with
the 4d/2d map in [16] (the spin-statistics theorem is violated due to the lack of unitarity
in the 2d theory). In general, A¢ contains both fermionic and bosonic Schur operators, and

so the Coulomb branch algebra gives rise to both bosonic and fermionic 2d VOA states
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(4d statistics translates directly into 2d statistics via the procedure in [16]) On the other

hand, as we have seen in Theorem 5, any Schur operator that lives in A¢ corresponds to

a 2d VOA current of integer 2d spin.

At the level of 2d spins, one of the most striking aspects of the phenomenology of 2d
VOAs associated with 4d N =2 SCFTs is the following:

Observation 6: To the best of our knowledge, all known 2d VOAs, in the sense of [16],

corresponding to local unitary 4d N = 2 theories lacking a Higgs branc only have

currents of integer 2d spin.

For example, consider the following theories, all of which lack Higgs branches:

The free N’ = 2 super Maxwell theory has an associated VOA consisting of the small
algebra of a (b,c) ghost system of weights (1,0). Alternatively, we can think of the
corresponding 2d theory as the A(2) VOA [28] (see the final bullet below for a 4d/2d
map involving the closely related A(6) VOA). This VOA has only integer 2d spin

currents.

The MAD theory (a.k.a. the (A, Ay) SCFT) has the Lee-Yang VOA as its associated
2d theory. Clearly, all states in this VOA have integer 2d spins (they are normal-

ordered products of the EM tensor and its derivatives).

The (A;, As,) SCFTs have M(2,2n+3) Virasoro minimal model VOAs (the previous
bullet corresponds to n = 1) [29]. Again, since the EM tensor generates this VOA,

all currents have integer 2d spin.

The (Ay_1,Ap—1) SCFTs with N and M co-prime (the previous bullet corresponds
to N =2 and M = 2n + 1) have as their VOAs the Wy-algebra minimal models of
type (N,N + M) [29]. All the generating currents (and therefore all states in the
VOA) have integer 2d spin.

The diagonal SU(2) gauging of three (A;, A3) theories described in [30732] (in [31],
this theory is referred to as the “(3,2) SCFT”). We work at non-zero SU(2) gauge

coupling, g # 0 (and away from any other cusps). In this case, the associated 2d

19The reason for this fact is that the Grassman parameters entering (Z.3) are fermions.

20By Higgs branch, we mean any N = 2 moduli space of vacua on which su(2)g is spontaneously broken

(we do not require the low-energy theory on the moduli space to consist solely of hypermultiplets).

21Recall that each (A1, A3) theory has an su(2) flavor symmetry.
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theory is the A(6) VOA [30]. The generators of this VOA are the EM tensor and two
fermionic currents with h = 4. Therefore, the corresponding VOA has only integer
2d spins. The reason we insist on working away from g = 0 and other cusps is that
the short multiplet spectrum and associated VOA change at these special points (see
also [33]). For example, at g = 0, the theory has non-trivial By multiplets arising
from the (A;, As) factors (each corresponding VOA is a copy of @_ 43 [34435]) and
giving rise to a Higgs branch. As we turn on the gauge coupling, these multiplets
recombine to form long multiplets (and the Higgs branch is lifted; see [36] for a similar
phenomenon on the moduli space of certain N/ =2 SYM theories). Note that, even
at g = 0, the associated VOA only has integer scaling dimensions. This statement
follows from the fact that the (A, A3) theories have integral spin VOAs and the free
vectors that we add to the theory to gauge the SU(2) also have Schur operators of
integral 2d spin

We can connect our observation to the discussion in the previous sections by noting
that, for SCFTs that lack a Higgs branch (in the sense of footnote 20), it is reasonable to
conjecture that the Coulomb branch multiplets generate the local operator algebra, Ac; =
Ao. The heuristic motivation is that if the only moduli space of vacua is the Coulomb
branch, then we expect to be able to reconstruct the SCFT at the origin by studying the
Coulomb branch effective theory and certain simple deformations thereof. We can think
of the statement that As = Ap as a version of this intuition at the origin of the moduli

space.

Conjecture 7: All of the theories in the above list are Coulombic More generally,

ZTherefore, we see that Observation 6 does not lead to a necessary condition for an associated VOA to
have integral spin.

23As discussed in the previous section, the free vector theory is Coulombic. Moreover, we described non-
trivial evidence from the C spectrum suggesting that the MAD theory is also Coulombic (see [22)23] for a more
detailed discussion of this evidence and the associated conjecture). In light of theorem 5, the fact that the
associated VOA has integer 2d spin is further evidence for the conjecture that the MAD theory is Coulombic.
In fact, using the results of [37], we can strengthen this argument. In this latter paper, we showed that
the Lee-Yang vacuum character can be understood as arising from the fact that the following MAD normal-
ordered product vanishes: J}' Jit =0 (where Ji' is the highest su(2)r @ so0(4)-weight component of the

+4+7++
su(2) g current). Indeed, this result strongly suggests that

ASehr < AP (3.1)
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local unitary 4d N' = 2 SCFTs lacking a Higgs branch (in the sense of footnote R0) are
Coulombic (for theories that have a marginal coupling, we assume we work at a generic
point on the conformal manifold away from cusps or other special point).

As evidence in favor of our conjecture, note that, if it is true, then Theorem 5 gives
a particularly simple explanation of Observation 6. In particular, the Z symmetry gives
us a powerful organizing principle that explains a very basic piece of phenomenology. An
appealing aspect of this conjecture is that it also implies (assuming the discussion in [§]
that relates the 4d Higgs branch with the 2d associated variety of the VOA arising via the
map in [16]) the following closely related conjecture which can be phrased mostly in 2d

language:

Conjecture 7': Any 2d VOA that has a trivial associated variety and is related to a
unitary local 4d N/ =2 SCFT via [16] necessarily only has VOA states of integer 2d spin.

Note that, in the above conjecture, it is crucial that we insist on a link to 4d. Otherwise,
the 2d N =1 Super Virasoro minimal models are counterexamples The fact that, upon
going to 4d via [16], these theories violate CPT is perhaps a hint of a more general strategy

to prove this conjecture.

4. Theories with N/ > 2 SUSY

Let us now focus on local unitary SCFTs with N/ > 2 SUSY and explain how the above
discussion can be generalized. First, recall from Corollary 3 in Sec. 2.1l that any such
theory has faithful Z since the extra supercurrents (from the manifest N' = 2 perspective)

sit in multiplets satisfying
Z(D12000)) = —1 . (4.1)

We will specialize to N' = 4 theories for the time being and comment further on N' = 3

SCFTs at the end of this section. From an N = 2 perspective, the extra N/ = 4 supercurrent

2 Note that at the g = 0 point of the (3,2) conformal manifold, the theory cannot be Coulombic: the
corresponding Br multiplets cannot appear in the OPEs of the vector multiplets we add to gauge the SU(2).
Moreover, operators like the B multiplet corresponding to the g = 0 Schur operator Oupe := €1k il g pk
cannot appear in any of the Ac algebras of the individual (A;, A3) SCFTs (here the subscript of u! denotes
the particular (A1, As) factor out of the three present, and I, J, K are su(2) adjoint gauge indices). Indeed,
the reason is that each such operator is charged under the individual su(2) symmetries of a given (A;, A3)
factor, but we have seen that Coulomb branch operators are uncharged under flavor Lie algebras.

2>We thank S. Wood for this observation.
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multiplets transform as fundamentals of an su(2)p flavor symmetry that commutes with
the manifest N' = 2 superconformal algebra. Let us denote the center of the corresponding
simply connected group, SU(2)p, as F := Z(SU(2)r) = Zy. Then, we have

F(Dfja00) = -1 = i(Dil/z(o,O)) =1, I :=Diag(Z x F) , (4.2)

and so we can imagine N = 4 SCFTs that are neutral under 7 even though they are not
neutral under I

In fact, all known 4d N' = 4 SCFTs are of Super Yang-Mills (SYM) type with some
gauge group, G, and therefore have unfaithful Z (this situation is analogous to that de-
scribed in previous sections for the free N' = 2 vector and Z). Indeed, it is easy to see
that

(@) = Z(¢}) =1(G}) = +1, (4.3)

where A is a G adjoint index, and f is a fundamental index of su(2)r. Here ®“ is the
scalar of the N' = 2 vector submultiplet of the N' =4 gauge multiplet, and ¢; and ¢ are
the scalars of the AN/ = 2 adjoint hypermultiplets that form the remaining su(4)p states of
the N/ = 4 vector multiplet primary. By construction, the fermions and the field-strength
tensor sitting inside the A" = 4 vector multiplet also have Z = 1. As a result, the A" = 4
vector multiplet is neutral under Z, and so we see that all local operators in any N = 4

SYM theory are necessarily neutral
Z(O)=1, Y Oen/=*5¥M (4.4)

At the level of the associated 2d VOA, we have that h — jp € Z, where jp (satisfying
lir| > 1/2) is the weight under the s[(2)r of the psl(2|2) part of the small 2d N = 4
superconformal algebra (in [38], this 2d R symmetry is referred to as s[(2),). Summarizing

this logic, we have:

Fact 8: All known N = 4 SCFTs (i.e., SYM theories) have Z = 1 on the space of local
operators, and their associated 2d N =4 VOAs, in the sense of [16], have h — jr € Z.

26We can alternatively define Z := Diag(Z(SU(4)r)|z, x Z(Spin(4))), where SU(4)r x Spin(4) is the
simply connected group associated with su(4)g @ so(4) < psu(2,2|4). Here we use the Zs < Zy = Z(SU(4)R)
subgroup of the R-symmetry group center in defining 7.
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Is this statement true more generally? In principle, there are representations of the
N =4 SCA that cannot be built from SYM fields for any G and hence can only exist in
hypothetical “exotic” N'=4 SCFTs. In analogy with (2I0), we can classify N'=4 SCA
irreps (in the nomenclature of [6]) with respect to the Z charge. For simplicity, we only
discuss multiplets with Z = —1 (we also drop multiplets related to those appearing below
by CPT)

Aj(\gf,i4 > LBl[2j;0](R1’R2’R3)\R1+R3+2jezodd ) LA2[2J;0](R1’R2’R3)|R1+R3+2jezodd )

LA[25;2f > 1| FRB) | g pvoiioienn » LLIG 1T ) g oiioien i+ (45)
where (R;, R, R3) are Dynkin labels for su(4)g, and 7 is generated by

py 1= emiRi+RaT2i+2)) (4.6)

None of the multiplets in (&5 can appear in an N’ =4 SYM theory Moreover, they
only satisfy shortening conditions with respect to the Q{; supercharges (here I is an anti-
fundamental index of su(4)g) and not the Q! supercharges (with the opposite statement
holding for the CPT-conjugate multiplets). Indeed, from an inspection of the irreps in [6],
it turns out that any multiplet satisfying shortening conditions with respect to both sets
of supercharges is necessarily in Ag 14.

Using the above analysis, one can check the following statement:

Theorem 9: None of the multiplets in the .A/g’:_‘l sector correspond to N = 4 irreps
containing N' = 2 Coulomb branch or Schur operators. In particular, the latter statement
implies that .Ag =4 does not contribute states to the associated 2d VOA.

2"TDepending on what one means by an N'= 4 SYM theory, there is a possible loophole in this argument.
The reason is that, a priori, we are not yet able to rule out the existence of A' = 4 SYM theories with 2-form
symmetries that give rise to a faithful 7 upon gauging (or, in the condensed matter language, “condensing”
the topological lines that generate the 2-form symmetry). Note that 7 would then be a corresponding
“quantum” 0-form symmetry, and local operators with 7 = —1 would appear. In this case, we would have
a sector of N/ = 4 SYM operators that cannot be written in terms of the N’ = 4 vector multiplet fields.
Such a theory would therefore share the Agj‘l operator algebra with “standard” N' =4 SYM theories but
would also contain an “exotic” sector. This sector would be admittedly peculiar: any non-vanishing normal-
ordered product : O10; : with O; 5 € A’gﬁzf would be in Agj‘l and could be written in terms of SYM vector
multiplets. Then, going to a cusp would give us a way to write : 0105 : in terms of free fields. Such a
scenario would also give us two SCFTs with different local operator content that have the same 2d VOA
via [I6] (to our knowledge, there are no such examples in the literature).

Note that the discrete gauging described in [39] gives rise to a Zg 2-form symmetry. However, condensing
the corresponding lines gives a 0-form symmetry Zs := Diag(Z(SU(4)g) x Z(SL(2,Z)) # 1.
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Proof: The statement is true for Coulomb branch multiplets since we have already seen
they are trivial under Z and, moreover, they are neutral under su(2)g by the logic around
&5).

Next, consider the Schur multiplets. We have argued that, by inspection of the quantum
numbers in [5] (see also [6]), the only possible multiplets (up to the action of CPT) in .Ag =1
obey @ shortening conditions but are “long” with respect to the @ supercharges. Since
N =2 Schur multiplets satisfy shortening conditions with respect to both chiral and anti
chiral N'= 2 < N' = 4 supercharges, we see they cannot live in such multiplets. Therefore,
the multiplets in .AN7 =4 do not contribute to the associated 2d VOA. O

This theorem also leads to a simple but potentially constraining corollary from the 2d VOA

perspective:

Corollary 10: If any 2d VOA with small N’ = 4 supersymmetry has states with h—jp & Z,
then the VOA does not have a 4d parent (in the sense of [16])

Our corollary therefore gives constraints, for arbitrary two-dimensional central charge
coq, that VOAs related to 4d N = 4 SCFTs must satisfy. It would be interesting to find
further constraints that such VOAs obey.

Our discussion also motivates the following conjecture:

Conjecture 11: All local unitary A" = 4 SCFTs have an unfaithful action of Z on the

space of local operators. In other words, all such theories have Ag/, =4 =10.

Indeed, otherwise the SCFT in question would be very unusual: multiplets in .AN7 =4 would
not contribute to any correlation functions involving N = 4 multiplets containing N = 2
Coulomb branch and Schur sector multiplets. However, see footnote 27 for potential sources
of counterexamples (in some sense, it would be more interesting for this conjecture to be
wrong).

Finally, let us comment on N'=3 SCFTs. By the discussion around (&I, Z also acts
faithfully on the space of local operators of these theories. We can try to define an analog
of the unfaithful Z for A" = 3 SCFTs (in an attempt to identify “exotic” A" = 3 SCFTs)
by mixing Z with F3 = Zy < U(1)p,, where u(1)g, < su(3)g @ u(l),, is a subalgebra of the
N = 3 R symmetry that is a flavor symmetry from the N = 2 perspective. To have the

Z8Note that 2d VOA states with h — jr & Z are necessarily in long multiplets of ps((2]2). In [38], the
authors find long multiplets in 2d VOAs corresponding to certain N' = 4 SYM theories. However, these long
multiplets all have h — jr € Z.

21



properties we want, we should require that
Fs(D1a00) = =1 = Ts(Dijy00) =1, I3 := Diag(Z x F) . (4.7)

Without loss of generality, we assume that the extra chiral supercharge, @', has charge
—1 under U(1)pg, (so that F3 is generated by exp(wi) € U(1)g,). We will also assume that
all other local operators have integer Fj3 charge Otherwise, Z3 will give rise to (model-
dependent) complex phases when it acts on some of the local operators (equivalently, the
U(1),, symmetry will participate in an extension specified by the spectrum of charges™).

Using our above assumptions, we obtain the generator of Z3

pr, = omi(§R1+3 Rat frat2j42)) (4.8)
We can now use the list of NV = 3 irreps in [6] to conclude that (up to CPT) the
multiplets with Zy = —1 are (see also [41]; note that our j and j correspond to spins and

are therefore half the corresponding Dynkin labels used in [6])

N=3 . - 1(R1,Ra;m3>1%+6 A . R1,Ro;r3>Tx
A2 3 LBy[2j; 0] feresrt )|%R1+§R2+%r3+2jezodd , LAy[25; 0] Faira=r)

Lf_ll[Qj; 2} > 1](R1,R2§T’3>r*)

SR1+3 Ra+ir3+2j+2j€Z0aa
7.[5. 7| (R1,Rars) .
LL[j;J] |4 R+ 2 Rot dra4 2742762000
re = 6(j—J)+2(Ri — Ry) .

Note that, as in the N' = 4 case, there are no contributions to A’gf from multiplets
satisfying shortening conditions with respect to both chiral and anti-chiral supercharges.
Indeed, up to CPT, the multiplets in Aj(\gf’ =3 only satisfy shortening conditions with respect
to the chiral N' = 3 supercharges. Therefore, we have a version of Theorem 9 that applies

to A= 3 SCFTs (it can be proven in the same way as its A/ = 4 analog):

Theorem 12: Subject to the assumption that the extra @', and Q), N = 3 supercharges
have minimal non-zero magnitude U(1)p, charge, Aé/, =3 exists and takes the form in (Z.9).
Moreover, Ag:_?’ does not contain N/ = 3 irreps housing N/ = 2 Coulomb branch or Schur
multiplets. In particular, the latter statement implies that A/(\gf, =3 does not contribute states
to the associated 2d VOA.

29%We do not know if such a condition is generally satisfied by N'= 3 SCFTs.

30See [40] for a discussion of a similar phenomenon in purely N = 2 theories.
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5. Discussion

In this paper, we have empasized the role the Z symmetry plays in providing universal
selection rules for the local operator algebra and n-point functions of 4d A/ = 2 SCFTs.
For example, we have argued that it gives important constraints on the Coulomb branch
operator algebra, A¢, (and related contributions to n-point functions of & and £ multiplets)
and helps explain certain phenomena in the 4d/2d correspondence of [16].

We suspect that better understanding the Z symmetry (e.g., its gaugings and the 't
Hooft anomalies it participates in) will shed additional light on the global structure of 4d
N =2 SCFTs and theories connected to them via continuous deformations. We also expect
that the Z symmetry and various related symmetries (like the 7 symmetry we described in
the N = 4 case) will provide constraints for bootstrapping and eventually solving SCFTs
with extended supersymmetry in 4d. We hope that proving (or disproving) some of our
conjectures will help.

We conclude with a list of open questions and further ideas:

e Another natural operator (sub)-algebra to study is the combined Coulomb / Schur
operator algebra

ACS = AC X ASChur . (51)

What we mean by the above expression is the operator algebra generated by the
Coulomb branch multiplets and the Schur multiplets This combined operator al-
gebra characterizes many important properties of 4d N/ =2 SCF Ts In particular,
it would be interesting to understand when this combined algebra saturates the local
operator algebra of the SCFT, Acs = Ap (i.e., when the Coulomb branch and Schur
sector operators generate the local operator algebra) Note that this algebra is sen-
sitive to the continuous flavor symmetries of 4d A" =2 SCFTs (unlike Ac), although,
a priori, it is logically possible that it may sometimes fail to capture the global form

of the continuous flavor symmetry of Ap.

As a final note regarding (5.II), we observe that it is natural to relate Acg to the

structure of moduli spaces, and it would be intriguing to understand if this algebra

31Note that in the case of Coulombic theories, Aschur < Ac¢ and so Acs = Ac. More generally, this
statement need not hold.

32Note that Coulomb branch operators and Schur operators, while describing different physics, “know” a
lot about each other (for some initial results in this direction, see [35,[42]; more recently see also [43]). It
would be interesting to understand this relationship in full generality.

33In Coulombic theories, Agchur < Ac = Ao and so Acs = Ao.
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can be used to give a more intrinsic SCFT definition of the moduli space. Note that
the Schur sector naturally captures properties of the Higgs branch, and so we expect
all moduli spaces of 4d N/ =2 SCFTs are described by operators in (5.1)).

e Although we have not done so here, it is also natural to construct (necessarily more
model-dependent) selection rules for the local operator algebra using u(1)g < su(2,2|2)
as well. We expect such selection rules to be particularly powerful when we have
Coulomb branch operators of fractional scaling dimension (as in Argyres-Douglas the-
ories). In such cases, the U(1)gr symmetry participates in a group extension that
includes discrete flavor symmetries (e.g., see [40]). Such symmetries should give par-
ticularly strong constraints on Ac (note, however, that our inclusion in (Z23) is

compatible with this scenario due to the condition on the u(1)g charges).

e In the case of N' = 4 SYM theories, we saw that Z acted faithfully on the local
operator algebra but that we could deform Z by mixing with Z(SU(2)r) to produce
an unfaithful Z symmetry. In the context of more general N' =2 SCFTs, we can ask
if an analogous deformation is always possible. For example, in the case of NV = 2
SU(2n + 1) SQCD we have a faithful Z action on baryons, but we can mix with
78 < U(1)p to produce a symmetry Zp := Diag(Z x ZZ) that acts unfaithfully on
the local operators. In general, such deformations are unlikely to exist (e.g., see
the examples in [I1]), but, in strongly coupled SCFTs, it is challenging (and model-

dependent) to find the full spectrum of discrete symmetries.

e As discussed briefly in the introduction, there is an interesting connection between
unfaithful Z (and more general unfaithful mixings described in the previous bullet)
and the ability to place the corresponding theories on non-spin manifolds [13-15]. In
particular, the authors of [I3HI5] argued that N =2 SU(2) SYM and SQCD can be
placed on such more general manifolds. In the case of SQCD this statement holds
even though Z is non-trivial when acting on non-genuine local operators (e.g., the
squark superfields, which we can think of as sitting at the end of Wilson lines). It
is tempting to argue that all the theories with unfaithful Z we are considering here
can also be placed on more general manifolds but, at the level of abstraction we

are discussing such SCFTs (e.g., we do not assume that they are connected to free

34For example, it is tempting to conjecture that all Coulombic theories can be placed on non-spin manifolds
(this statement is certainly true for the free vector and also follows for the MAD theory from the analysis
in [T415]).
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theories in the UV), it is not yet clear to us how to answer this question precisely.
Along the same lines, it would be interesting to understand the 't Hooft anomalies
involving Z (and its mixings) and also what theories we can obtain by gauging Z

(when it is possible to do so).

We hope to return to some of these questions soon.
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