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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, I ∼= Z2, that arises from studying the su-

perconformal group, we give I selection rules for AC and, more generally, for arbitrary

products in the local operator algebra of any 4d N = 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 I, 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 [1] (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, MC. General arguments (and all Lagrangian examples) suggest

that there should be corresponding chiral and anti-chiral 1/2-BPS primaries, OC,i and OC,i,

sitting in short multiplets of type Eri and E−ri generating chiral and anti-chiral rings, RC

and RC respectively, that give rise to coordinates on MC (note that for us these rings are
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operators in the UV SCFT).1 In particular, we can explore MC by turning on expectation

values in the ultraviolet (UV) SCFT

〈OC,i〉 , 〈OC,i〉 6= 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)R < su(2, 2|2) should be spontaneously broken while su(2)R <

su(2, 2|2) should not. Indeed, the OC,i and OC,i are charged under u(1)R (with respective

charges ri,−ri 6= 0) but are neutral under su(2)R.

Moreover, the OC,i 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,i, OC,i,

and their descendants tell us about the UV SCFT at the origin of MC (i.e., the point at

which 〈Oi〉 = 〈Oi〉 = 0 for all i)?

The most basic question to ask in this regard is: which multiplets can sit in AC? To

fruitfully rephrase this question, let us define AC as the following space (equipped with the

OPE)

AC := Span
{

Υb ∈ HL : Υb ∈ Ē×n1

r1
(x1,a1)×· · ·×Ē×nN

rN
(xN,aN )×E×n̄1

−r1
(y1,a1)×· · ·×E×n̄N

−rN (yN,aN )
}

,

(1.2)

where HL is the space of local operators,2 and Υb is a multiplet of the 4d N = 2 su-

perconformal algebra that sits in some (higher) OPE of E and / or Ē multiplets.3 The

above product involves all operators in the corresponding generating Ē and E 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 MC). In writing

(1.2), we have defined the following (higher) OPE (note that this OPE is not the chiral

ring product)

Ē×ni

ri
(xi,ai) := Ēri(xi,1)× Ēri(xi,2)× · · · × Ēri(xi,ni

) , (1.3)

1Here we define Ēri := Ēri(0,0) in the multiplet notation of [5] (and similarly for the conjugate multiplets).

In the language of [6], Ēri := LB̄1[0; 0]
(0;2ri)
ri and E−ri := B1L̄[0; 0]

(0;−2ri)
ri .

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 (1.2), we allow for linear combinations involving different component

operators appearing in the Υb multiplets.
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and similarly for the E×n̄i

−ri factors.4 Our question then becomes one of finding the most

general set of Υb multiplets.5

Some intuition in this regard comes from thinking about Lagrangian theories with

enough matter (e.g., SU(N) N = 2 SQCD with Nf = 2N flavors). Such SCFTs have,

in addition to Coulomb branches, Higgs branches of vacua, MH. These are moduli spaces

of vacua where matter operators (e.g., mesons and baryons), transforming as primaries of

B̂R representations (or B1B̄1[0; 0]
(2R;0)
2R multiplets in the language of [6]) have non-zero vevs.

The highest su(2)R-weight primaries in these multiplets also form a chiral ring, RH, called

the Higgs branch chiral ring (as in the case of RC, we define these operators to live in the

UV SCFT not on the IR moduli space),6 that conjecturally satisfies [8]

MH = Spec(RH) , RH = C[MH] . (1.6)

The B̂R primaries transform under su(2)R and are neutral under u(1)R (the reverse of the

situation with Coulomb branch multiplets). Moreover, they are often charged under continu-

ous flavor symmetries, while the Ēri and E−ri multiplets are always continuous flavor-neutral.

Therefore, away from the origin of MH , continuous flavor and su(2)R are spontaneously

broken while u(1)R 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: RH∩RC ,RH∩

4In (1.3), we understand the product Ēri(xi,1)× Ēri(xi,2) as shorthand for the OPEs between all compo-

nents of the Ēri multiplet (and all their conformal descendants). When we write Υb ∈ Ēri(xi,1)×Ēri(xi,2), we

mean that elements of the Υb multiplet are contained in the component OPEs. Then, (Ēri(xi,1)×Ēri(xi,2))×

Ēri(xi,3) should be understood as the OPEs of all elements of the Ēri(xi,3) multiplet (and their descendants)

with all the operators appearing in Ēri(xi,1) × Ēri(xi,2). We define all higher OPEs recursively. Similar

comments apply to the more general OPEs that include E−ri in (1.2). 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).
5We 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 AC via normal-ordered products

RC , RC < AC . (1.4)

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

Tµν ∈ Ĉ0(0,0) ∈ Ēr1 × E−r1 ∈ AC , Ĉ0(0,0) 6∈ RC , RC , (1.5)

where Ĉ0(0,0) is the energy-momentum tensor multiplet in the notation of [5] (in the notation of [6], this is an

A2Ā2[0; 0]
(0;0)
2 multiplet). Note that AC also controls infinitely many protected and unprotected contributions

to arbitrary n-point functions of Ē and E multiplets.
6The lowest su(2)R-weight primaries in these multiplets form the Higgs branch anti-chiral ring, RH .
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RC = 1. Indeed, this statement follows from the su(2)R ⊕ u(1)R quantum numbers of the

operators involved and is not limited to Lagrangian theories. Another consequence is that,

when a B̂R 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

Ēr × E−r OPE [9].

Naively, this discussion suggests that B̂R 6∈ AC. But this argument also has glaring

gaps. For example, we know that AC is always strictly larger than RC ∪ RC (see footnote

5), and we also know there are theories that have Higgs branches but no continuous flavor

symmetry (e.g., see [10]).7 In fact, we will see later that superconformal selection rules on

their own do not forbid certain B̂R multiplets from appearing in AC.

Therefore, to get a more universal handle on AC 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)R ⊕ so(4) < su(2, 2|2) subalgebra and the corresponding

simply connected group, SU(2)R × Spin(4).8 We can then study the action of

I :∼= Diag(Z(SU(2)R)× Z(Spin(4))) ∼= Z2 , (1.7)

on local operators. In fact, since I is guaranteed to commute with the rest of the super-

conformal group, I 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 I multiplet-by-multiplet (i.e.,

each operator in the same multiplet has the same I charge, since the supercharges are

I neutral). As we will illustrate in the main text through many examples and different

classes of theories, I may be trivial in some theories and non-trivial in others.9

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

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

7More generally, it is conceptually possible for there to exist continuous flavor-neutral B̂R 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 N = 2 theories have trivial I 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, Υa, lives

in one and only one of the following two sectors

AO,± := Span {Υa ∈ HL : I(Υa) = ±1} , (1.8)

where “I(· · · )” denotes the charge of the enclosed multiplet (comments similar to those in

footnote 3 apply for linear combinations of operators in AO,±). Moreover, AO,+ forms a

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

Tµν ∈ Ĉ0(0,0) ∈ AO,+ . (1.9)

On the other hand, AO,− 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 [16].

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 I, and the

resulting OPE selection rules. We emphasize the connection between I 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 AC algebra. For example, we comment

on when B̂R Higgs branch multiplets are forbidden from appearing and when they are

allowed to appear (at the level of superconformal selection rules). In Sec. 2.3, we prove

some theorems on 4d N = 2 SCFTs whose operator algebra is generated by the Coulomb

branch Ēr and E−r multiplets (we call these theories “Coulombic”). Next, in Sec. 3 we use

one of these theorems to give a potential explanation for why certain 2d VOAs associated

with 4d N = 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.10

10In this paper we do not solve the problem of giving the full set of constraints that superconformal

selection rules put on AC . Additional progress on this problem will be reported elsewhere, in collaboration

with C. Bhargava, H. Jiang, and T. Nishinaka [17]. Instead, here we focus on the constraints arising purely

from I.
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2. 4d N = 2 irreps, OPEs, and the I 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 E−r, that we drop for simplicity) [5]11

Ēr , B̂R , D̄R(j,0) , B̄R,r(j,0) , ĈR(j,j̄) , C̄R,r(j,j̄) , A∆
R,r(j,j̄) , (2.2)

where r corresponds to the superconformal u(1)R charge of the primary, R to the su(2)R

spin of the primary, while j and j̄ correspond to the so(4) spins, and ∆ is the scaling

dimension.12

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):

• The Ēr multiplets have R = j = j̄ = 0, ∆ = r > 1, and correspond to generalizations

of the Casimirs—TrΦn—in Lagrangian theories (where Φ is the adjoint-valued chiral

gauge multiplet). In all known theories, vevs of the Ēr primaries parameterize the

Coulomb branch and form the ring RC described in the introduction. The primaries

are annihilated by all anti-chiral supercharges, Q̄i
α̇ (where i = 1, 2 is an su(2)R index,

and α̇ is a right spinor index of su(2)− < so(4)). Strictly speaking, the list of unitary

irreducible representations of su(2, 2|2) contains multiplets with spinning primaries,

Ēr(j,0) [5], but locality implies that j = 0 [18]. Therefore, since we are interested in

local theories, we ignore such representations and define Ēr := Ēr(0,0). As mentioned

11Alternatively, in the somewhat more elaborate notation of [6], we have (note that for us, rhere =
1
2rthere,

jhere =
1
2jthere, and j̄here =

1
2 j̄there relative to the conventions in [6])

LB̄1[0; 0]
(0;2r)
r , B1B̄1[0; 0]

(2R;0)
2R , A1B̄1[2j ≥ 1; 0]

(2R;2r=2j+2)
2R+r , A2B̄1[0; 0]

2R;2r=2 , LB̄1[2j ≥ 1; 0]
(2R;2r>2j+2)
2R+r ,

A1Ā1[2j ≥ 1; 2j̄ ≥ 1]2R;2r=2j−2j̄
2+2R+2j−2j̄

, A1Ā2[2j ≥ 1; 0]
(R;2r=2j)
2+2R+j , A2Ā2[0; 0]

(R;0)
2+2R , LĀ1[2j; 2j̄ ≥ 1]

(R;2r>2j−2j̄)

2+2R+2j̄+r
,

LĀ2[2j; 0]
(2R;2r>2j)
2+2R+r , LL̄[2j; 2j̄]

(2R;2r)
∆ (2.1)

In the above list, the first entry corresponds to Ēr, the second entry corresponds to B̂R, A1B̄1 and A2B̄1

correspond to D̄ (A2B̄1 has a scalar primary and hence a different set of shortening conditions), the fifth

entry corresponds to B̄R,r(j,0), A1Ā1, A1Ā2, and A2Ā2 correspond to ĈR(j,j̄) (with different values of the spin

and hence different shortening conditions), and LĀ1 and LĀ2 correspond to C̄R,r(j,j̄) (with different values

of the spin and therefore different shortening conditions).
12Note that ∆ 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.
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in the introduction, along with the conjugate E−r multiplets, the Ēr irreps generate

the AC algebra described around (1.2).

• The B̂R multiplets have R ≥ 1/2, j = j̄ = 0, ∆ = 2R, and have highest su(2)R

components corresponding to generalizations of the mesons and baryons—qq̃, qN , q̃N—

in Lagrangian theories (where q and q̃ correspond to the matter hypermultiplets in

representation R ⊕ R of the gauge group). The highest su(2)R-weight primary is

annihilated by the highest su(2)R-weight chiral and anti-chiral supercharges. In all

known theories, vevs of B̂R primaries parameterize the Higgs branch, and highest

su(2)R components form the ring, RH, described in the introduction.

• The D̄R(j,0) multiplets have R, j ≥ 0 (locality implies R ≥ j [19, 20]), r = 1 + j,

and ∆ = 2R + 1 + j. Examples of such multiplets include D̄1/2(0,0), which contain

extra SUSY currents and are present in all local N > 2 SCFTs. The highest su(2)R-

weight state of the primaries is annihilated by the highest su(2)R-weight anti-chiral

supercharge, Q̄1
α̇ (the multiplet also satisfies a semi-shortening condition with respect

to the chiral supercharge). When j = 0, D̄R(j,0) multiplets can parameterize mixed

branches.

• The B̄R,r(j,0) multiplets have have R, j ≥ 0 (locality is conjectured to imply R ≥ j

[20, 21]), r > 1 + j, and ∆ = 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 Ē and B̂R primaries when there is a mixed branch and also from products

of Ē primaries and descendants (these statements will be useful for us below). The

highest su(2)R-weight primaries are annihilated by the highest su(2)R-weight anti-

chiral supercharge, Q̄1
α̇.

• The ĈR(j,j) multiplets have R, j, j̄ ≥ 0 (locality is conjectured to imply R ≥ |j− j̄| − 1

[20]), r = j − j̄, and ∆ = 2 + 2R + j + j̄. A prominent example of such a multiplet

includes the energy-momentum tensor multiplet, Ĉ0(0,0), which is present in any local

4d N = 2 SCFT (in a Lagrangian theory, the primary takes the schematic form

J ∼ Tr(Φ†Φ) +
∑

R q†RqR). 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 Tµν must appear in the corresponding OPEs. The previous

sentence explains the discussion around (1.5) in footnote 5.
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• The C̄R,r(j,j̄) multiplets have R, j, j̄ ≥ 0 (locality is conjectured to imply R ≥ j −

j̄ − 1 [20]), r > j − j̄, and ∆ = 2 + 2R + 2j̄ + r. Important examples of such

multiplets were discussed in [22, 23]. 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, A2) SCFT), all C̄0,r(0,0) multiplets arise from the Ēr × Ĉ0(0,0) OPE, and all

C̄0,n(1,0) multiplets arise from the Ēr × Ēr OPE. This discussion suggests that the

MAD theory has a local operator algebra generated by Ēr and E−r multiplets (we will

examine some consequences of this suggestion below).

• A∆
R,r(j,j̄) is a long multiplet with R, j, j̄ ≥ 0, with r and ∆ unfixed (although unitarity

implies ∆ > 2 + 2R + max {2j − r, 2j̄ + r}). Such a multiplet does not satisfy any

shortening conditions, but it does break up into a collection of short multiplets when

∆ 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

〈ΥI1(z1)ΥI2(z2)ΥI3(z3)〉 =
TJ1

I1
TJ2

I2

(x2
13̄
)q1(x2

13̄
)q̄1(x2

23̄
)q2(x2

2̄3
)q̄2

HJ1J2I3(X3αα̇,Θ
iα
3 , Θ̄α̇

3i) . (2.3)

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).13

By imposing shortening conditions on the ΥIa , we generate a set of selection rules that

superconformal representation theory imposes on the OPE, and we can determine if it is

consistent for ΥI3
to appear in the OPE of the first two superfields in (2.3)

ΥI1(z1)×ΥI2(z2) ∋ ΥI3
. (2.4)

Of course, the question of whether the OPE coefficient for an allowed Υ 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 Ia,Ja as combined

su(2)R ⊕ so(4) indices, i is an su(2)R index, (α, α̇) are so(4) indices, the TJa

Ia
are tensors built from the

superspace coordinates,X3 is Grassmann-even, Θ3 and Θ̄3 are Grassmann odd, the xij̄ and xīj are Grassmann

even, and the qi’s and q̄i’s are related to the quantum numbers of the Υ multiplets. Here Grassmann evenness

/ oddness is measured with respect to the θia,α’s and θ̄iaα̇’s (where a = 1, 2, 3 label the Grassmann coordinates

associated with the three superspace points in the correlation function).
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In general, it is rather involved to derive even the superconformal selection rules.14 One

well-known reason is that the OPEs of superconformal primaries do not determine the

OPEs 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

Ō(x1)×O(x2) ∋ Jg , (2.5)

where Jg is the su(2)R-weight zero component of the su(2)R spin-one primary of a B̂1

multiplet (such multiplets necessarily contain flavor symmetry Noether currents). Taking

O to be a primary of a Ēr multiplet, we see that it is su(2)R-neutral and so (2.5) is

inconsistent. This result implies that the whole Ēr multiplet must be neutral under g.

Therefore, we see that if a multiplet Υ transforms under some non-trivial g irrep, Rg, we

must have

Rg(Υ) 6= 1 ⇒ Υ 6∈ AC , (2.6)

where we defined AC in (1.2) and repeat the definition again below for convenience

AC := Span
{

Υb ∈ HL : Υb ∈ Ē×n1

r1 (x1,a1)×· · ·×Ē×nN

rN
(xN,aN )×E×n̄1

−r1 (y1,a1)×· · ·×E
×n̄

N̄

−rN (yN̄,a
N̄
)
}

.

(2.7)

However, as described in the introduction, there are many 4d N = 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 I symmetry discussed in the introduction

I :∼= Diag(Z(SU(2)R)× Z(Spin(4))) ∼= Z2 . (2.8)

At the level of the superconformal quantum numbers introduced above, we can take the

generator of I to be

ρI := e2πi(R+j+j̄) . (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 ⊕ so(4). It clearly also leaves the bosonic part of su(2, 2|2)

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

14Although 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 AC in more detail [17].
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Given the above definition, it is easy to see that the superconformal representations

split in the following way under the action of I (as in (1.8), the “±” superscript refers to

the I charge; note that we also drop CPT-conjugate multiplets below)

AO,+ ∋ Ēr , B̂R|R∈Z , D̄R(j,0)|R+j∈Z , B̄R,r(j,0)|R+j∈Z , ĈR(j,j̄)|R+j+j̄∈Z , C̄R,r(j,j̄)|R+j+j̄∈Z

A∆
R,r(j,j̄)|R+j+j̄∈Z ,

AO,− ∋ B̂R|R∈ 1

2
Zodd

, D̄R(j,0)|R+j∈ 1

2
Zodd

, B̄R,r(j,0)|R+j∈ 1

2
Zodd

, ĈR(j,j̄)|R+j+j̄∈ 1

2
Zodd

,

C̄R,r(j,j̄)|R+j+j̄∈ 1

2
Zodd

, A∆
R,r(j,j̄)|R+j+j̄∈ 1

2
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 I selection rule. In particular, for any

su(2, 2|2) irreducible representations Υ, Υ1,· · · , Υm, we have

Υ ∈ Υ×n1

1 ×Υ×n1

2 × · · · ×Υ×nm

m ⇒ I(Υ) = I(Υ1)
n1 · · · I(Υm)

nm . (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 I

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)R-weight operators sitting in the following multiplets (for simplicity, as in

(2.2), we drop the CPT-conjugate DR(0,j) multiplet)

B̂R , D̄R(j,0) , ĈR(j,j̄) . (2.12)

In particular, the corresponding Schur multiplets sit in both AO,± sectors

AO,+ > ASchur
O,+ ∋ B̂R|R∈Z , D̄R(j,0)|R+j∈Z , ĈR(j,j̄)|R+j+j̄∈Z ,

AO,− > ASchur
O,− ∋ B̂R|R∈ 1

2
Zodd

, D̄R(j,0)|R+j∈ 1

2
Zodd

, ĈR(j,j̄)|R+j+j̄∈ 1

2
Zodd

. (2.13)

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

neither is ASchur
O,− . Similarly, even though AO,+ is closed under OPE, we expect that ASchur

O,+ <

10



AO,+ 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 I quantum number of any Schur operator, OS,

(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)R-twisted-translated cohomology class, [OS]) maps to a VOA current with 2d spin

h([Os]) = (R + j + j̄)(OS) . (2.14)

Therefore, we arrive at the following theorem:

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

OS ∈ ASchur
O,+ ⇔ h([OS ]) ∈ Z , OS ∈ ASchur

O,− ⇔ h([OS]) ∈
1

2
Zodd . (2.15)

In other words, the parity of the 2d spin of the 2d current related to a Schur operator is

fixed by the I charge of the 4d parent.15

For example, the Ĉ0(0,0) energy-momentum tensor multiplet Schur operator is the highest

su(2)R⊕so(4)-weight component of the su(2)R current, J11
++̇

. It is easy to check that h = 2,

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

[J11
++̇]

∼= T ⇒ h([J11
++̇]) = 2 , I(Ĉ0(0,0)) = 1 . (2.16)

The simplest possible 2d VOAs are Virasoro minimal models. By the above discussion,

any 4d ancestors of the corresponding currents have I = 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, D̄1/2(0,0), has a Schur op-

erator corresponding to the highest su(2)R ⊕ so(4)-weight component among level-one de-

scendants, S11
+ . The corresponding VOA state has h = 3/2 and is consistent with

[S11
+ ] ∼= Ḡ ⇒ h([S11

+ ]) = 3/2 , I(D̄1/2(0,0)) = −1 , (2.17)

where Ḡ is a 2d supercurrent. The CPT-conjugate D1/2(0,0) multiplet furnishes an additional

supercurrent and, depending on whether N = 3, 4 in 4d, we have an N = 2, 4 2d VOA

15Note that I 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. 4:

Corollary 3: Any local 4d SCFT with N > 2 SUSY has non-trivial I (i.e., I acts faithfully

on the local operator algebra of the theory).

More generally, 4d N = 2 SCFTs can (and often do) have trivial / unfaithful I. For

example, the free vector multiplet has I = 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 Nf = 4. The reason is

that any gauge-invariant operator will have an even number of hypermultiplets (these are

B̂1/2 multiplets transforming in the doublet of SU(2) and having I = −1) while the vector

multiplet has I = 1 (the corresponding VOA at generic gauge coupling, ̂so(8)−2, 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
{

Υb ∈ HL : Υb ∈ Ē×n1

r1
(x1,a1)×· · ·×Ē×nN

rN
(xN,aN )×E×n̄1

−r1
(y1,a1)×· · ·×E

×n̄
N̄

−rN (yN̄,a
N̄
)
}

.

(2.18)

Now, we saw in (2.10) that the Ē and E multiplets have I = +1 and so all operators in

AC must have I = +1

AC ≤ AO,+ , O ∈ AC ⇒ (R + j + j̄)(O) ∈ Z . (2.19)

Equivalently, we can say

AC ∩ AO,− = ∅ , (R + j + j̄)(O) ∈
1

2
Zodd ⇒ O 6∈ AC . (2.20)

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

OS, and corresponding multiplet satisfies

OS ∈ AC ⇒ h([OS ]) ∈ Z , h([Os]) ∈
1

2
Zodd ⇒ OS 6∈ AC . (2.21)

In other words, a Schur multiplet appears in an n-fold OPE of Ē and / or E 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

R ∈
1

2
Zodd ⇒ B̂R 6∈ AC . (2.22)

This latter result is what we expect when we have a B̂R 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 B̂R multiplets with half-integer R

are forbidden from appearing in AC even when no continuous flavor symmetry is present.16

What about the case of B̂R multiplets with R an integer that are uncharged under a

continuous flavor symmetry (e.g., a U(1) current multiplet, B̂1)? We know these multiplets

are also uncharged under I. 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)R and the former is not),

we might be tempted to conclude that B̂R∈Z 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

B̂neutral
1 ∈ Ēr1 × Ēr2 × E−r3 , r3 = r1 + r2 − 1 , (2.23)

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

B̂neutral
R∈Z ∈ AC . (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

B̄1,r3(0,0) ∋ µ11·Or3 = κ1Q
1αOr1 ·Q

1
αOr2+κ2Q

1αQ1
αOr1 ·Or2+κ3Or1 ·Q

1αQ1
αOr2 ∈ B̄1,r1+r2−1(0,0) ,

(2.25)

16Note that the case of B̂1/2 (i.e., a free hyper) can be understood using (2.22) or from the fact that

such a multiplet necessarily has an SU(2) flavor symmetry (of which we can identify I with the center). Of

course, dynamics also prevent such a contribution since, in order for a free hypermultiplet to couple to Ē or

E multiplets, we would need to have interactions.
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when r3 = r1+ r2−1 (we have chosen a normalization in which r(Qi
α) = −1/2).17 Here the

κi ∈ C are constants chosen to make the righthand side a superconformal primary, µ11 is the

highest su(2)R-weight primary of a B̂neutral
1 multiplet, Ori are Ēri primaries, and “·” should

be understood as a product in a 1/4-BPS chiral ring.18 Taking the OPE of both sides of

(2.25) with E−r3 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

(2.24) 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 Nf = 1 to the

MAD SCFT, the UV U(1) mass parameter dual to qq̃ ∈ B̂1 maps to the IR prepotential

deformation dual to the Ē6/5 multiplet

mUV → λIR ∼ mUV · Λ− 1

5 . (2.27)

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

operators instead of relevant couplings.

2.3. 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,+, it is interesting to ask what happens in 4d N = 2 SCFTs that are “extremal”

17Note that such a situation can never occur in a unitary rank one theory, i.e. a theory in which there

is a single Ēr generator of AC or of the Coulomb branch chiral ring, RC . Indeed, in this case ri = nir with

ni ∈ Z, and we have

r3 − r1 − r2 = r(n3 − n1 − n2) 6= −1 . (2.26)

In deriving the above constraint, we have used the fact that the ni ∈ Z and that r > 1 by unitarity (in the

free case we have r = 1, but the RHS of (2.25) cannot be a primary).
18While 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 = gφqq̃ (such couplings often occur in the IR effective theory on the Coulomb branch). Take

Or1 = Or2 = φ (technically speaking, at g = 0, φ is the primary of a D̄0(0,0) multiplet, but we can think

of such a superfield as an Ē1 representation). This theory is classically superconformal (but g is irrelevant

in the quantum theory). We then have (2.25) with κ1 = 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,− = ∅ . (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 Ē and E multiplets. For the purposes of this definition, we take D̄0(0,0) to be

a multiplet of type Ē1.

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

• The free N = 2 vector multiplet. Its local operator algebra is obviously generated by

the vector multiplet itself, Ē1 ⊕ E−1.

• The MAD theory (a.k.a. the (A1, A2) SCFT) is conjectured to be an example of such

an SCFT with generators Ē6/5 ⊕ E−6/5 [22, 23]. We discussed some evidence for this

conjecture arising from the C̄ spectrum of this theory in the C̄ bullet in the list below

(2.2). 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, AC 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]).19 On the other

hand, as we have seen in Theorem 5, any Schur operator that lives in AC 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 branch20 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 (A1, A2) 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 (A1, A2n) 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 (AN−1, AM−1) SCFTs with N and M co-prime (the previous bullet corresponds

to N = 2 and M = 2n + 1) have as their VOAs the WN -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 (A1, A3) theories described in [30–32]21 (in [31],

this theory is referred to as the “(3, 2) SCFT”). We work at non-zero SU(2) gauge

coupling, g 6= 0 (and away from any other cusps). In this case, the associated 2d

19The reason for this fact is that the Grassman parameters entering (2.3) are fermions.
20By Higgs branch, we mean any N = 2 moduli space of vacua on which su(2)R 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 B̂R multiplets arising

from the (A1, A3) factors (each corresponding VOA is a copy of ŝu(2)−4/3 [34,35]) 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 (A1, 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.22

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 AC = AO 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.23 More generally,

22Therefore, 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 C̄ 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: J11
++̇

J11
++̇

= 0 (where J11
++̇

is the highest su(2)R ⊕ so(4)-weight component of the

su(2)R current). Indeed, this result strongly suggests that

AMAD
Schur < AMAD

C . (3.1)
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local unitary 4d N = 2 SCFTs lacking a Higgs branch (in the sense of footnote 20) 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 points24).

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 I 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 [8]

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.25 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. 2.1, that any such

theory has faithful I since the extra supercurrents (from the manifest N = 2 perspective)

sit in multiplets satisfying

I(D̄1/2(0,0)) = −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

24Note that at the g = 0 point of the (3, 2) conformal manifold, the theory cannot be Coulombic: the

corresponding B̂R multiplets cannot appear in the OPEs of the vector multiplets we add to gauge the SU(2).

Moreover, operators like the B̂3 multiplet corresponding to the g = 0 Schur operator Oabc := ǫIJKµI
1µ

J
2µ

K
3

cannot appear in any of the AC algebras of the individual (A1, A3) SCFTs (here the subscript of µI
i denotes

the particular (A1, A3) 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 (A1, A3)

factor, but we have seen that Coulomb branch operators are uncharged under flavor Lie algebras.
25We thank S. Wood for this observation.
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multiplets transform as fundamentals of an su(2)F flavor symmetry that commutes with

the manifest N = 2 superconformal algebra. Let us denote the center of the corresponding

simply connected group, SU(2)F , as F := Z(SU(2)F ) ∼= Z2. Then, we have

F(D̄a
1/2(0,0)) = −1 ⇒ Î(D̄a

1/2(0,0)) = 1 , Î := Diag(I × F) , (4.2)

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

neutral under I.26

In fact, all known 4d N = 4 SCFTs are of Super Yang-Mills (SYM) type with some

gauge group, G, and therefore have unfaithful Î (this situation is analogous to that de-

scribed in previous sections for the free N = 2 vector and I). Indeed, it is easy to see

that

I(ΦA) = 1 , I(qAf ) = I(q̃Af ) = −1 ,

F(ΦA) = 1 , F(qAf ) = F(q̃Af ) = −1 ,

Î(ΦA) = Î(qAf ) = Î(q̃Af ) = +1 , (4.3)

where A is a G adjoint index, and f is a fundamental index of su(2)F . Here Φa is the

scalar of the N = 2 vector submultiplet of the N = 4 gauge multiplet, and qf and q̃f are

the scalars of the N = 2 adjoint hypermultiplets that form the remaining su(4)R states of

the N = 4 vector multiplet primary. By construction, the fermions and the field-strength

tensor sitting inside the N = 4 vector multiplet also have Î = 1. As a result, the N = 4

vector multiplet is neutral under Î, and so we see that all local operators in any N = 4

SYM theory are necessarily neutral

Î(O) = 1 , ∀ O ∈ HN=4 SYM
L . (4.4)

At the level of the associated 2d VOA, we have that h − jF ∈ Z, where jF (satisfying

|jF | ≥ 1/2) is the weight under the sl(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 sl(2)y). Summarizing

this logic, we have:

Fact 8: All known N = 4 SCFTs (i.e., SYM theories) have Î = 1 on the space of local

operators, and their associated 2d N = 4 VOAs, in the sense of [16], have h− jF ∈ Z.

26We can alternatively define Î := Diag(Z(SU(4)R)|Z2
× Z(Spin(4))), where SU(4)R × Spin(4) is the

simply connected group associated with su(4)R ⊕ so(4) < psu(2, 2|4). Here we use the Z2 < Z4
∼= Z(SU(4)R)

subgroup of the R-symmetry group center in defining Î.
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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 (2.10), we can classify N = 4 SCA

irreps (in the nomenclature of [6]) with respect to the Î charge. For simplicity, we only

discuss multiplets with Î = −1 (we also drop multiplets related to those appearing below

by CPT)

AN=4
O,− ∋ LB̄1[2j; 0]

(R1,R2,R3)|R1+R3+2j∈Zodd
, LĀ2[2j; 0]

(R1,R2,R3)|R1+R3+2j∈Zodd
,

LĀ1[2j; 2j̄ ≥ 1](R1,R2,R3)|R1+R3+2j+2j̄∈Zodd
, LL̄[j; j̄](R1,R2,R3)|R1+R3+2j+2j̄∈Zodd

, (4.5)

where (R1, R2, R3) are Dynkin labels for su(4)R, and Î is generated by

ρÎ := eπi(R1+R3+2j+2j̄) . (4.6)

None of the multiplets in (4.5) can appear in an N = 4 SYM theory.27 Moreover, they

only satisfy shortening conditions with respect to the Q̄Ī
α̇ supercharges (here Ī is an anti-

fundamental index of su(4)R) and not the QI
α 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 AN=4
O,+ .

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

Theorem 9: None of the multiplets in the AN=4
O,− sector correspond to N = 4 irreps

containing N = 2 Coulomb branch or Schur operators. In particular, the latter statement

implies that AN=4
O,− does not contribute states to the associated 2d VOA.

27Depending 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 N = 4 SYM theories with 2-form

symmetries that give rise to a faithful Î upon gauging (or, in the condensed matter language, “condensing”

the topological lines that generate the 2-form symmetry). Note that Î would then be a corresponding

“quantum” 0-form symmetry, and local operators with Î = −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 AN=4
O,+ 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 : O1O2 : with O1,2 ∈ AN=4
O,− would be in AN=4

O,+ and could be written in terms of SYM vector

multiplets. Then, going to a cusp would give us a way to write : O1O2 : 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 [16] (to our knowledge, there are no such examples in the literature).

Note that the discrete gauging described in [39] gives rise to a Z2 2-form symmetry. However, condensing

the corresponding lines gives a 0-form symmetry Z2 := Diag(Z(SU(4)R)× Z(SL(2,Z)) 6= Î.
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Proof: The statement is true for Coulomb branch multiplets since we have already seen

they are trivial under I and, moreover, they are neutral under su(2)F by the logic around

(2.5).

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 AN=4
O,−

obey Q̄ shortening conditions but are “long” with respect to the Q 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 AN=4
O,− do not contribute to the associated 2d VOA. �

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−jF 6∈ Z,

then the VOA does not have a 4d parent (in the sense of [16]).28

Our corollary therefore gives constraints, for arbitrary two-dimensional central charge

c2d, 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 N = 4 SCFTs have an unfaithful action of Î on the

space of local operators. In other words, all such theories have AN=4
O,− = ∅.

Indeed, otherwise the SCFT in question would be very unusual: multiplets in AN=4
O,− 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 (4.1), I also acts

faithfully on the space of local operators of these theories. We can try to define an analog

of the unfaithful Î for N = 3 SCFTs (in an attempt to identify “exotic” N = 3 SCFTs)

by mixing I with F3
∼= Z2 < U(1)F3

, where u(1)F3
< su(3)R ⊕ u(1)r3 is a subalgebra of the

N = 3 R symmetry that is a flavor symmetry from the N = 2 perspective. To have the

28Note that 2d VOA states with h − jF 6∈ Z are necessarily in long multiplets of psl(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− jF ∈ Z.

21



properties we want, we should require that

F3(D̄1/2(0,0)) = −1 ⇒ I3(D̄
a
1/2(0,0)) = 1 , I3 := Diag(I × F3) . (4.7)

Without loss of generality, we assume that the extra chiral supercharge, Q′
α, has charge

−1 under U(1)F3
(so that F3 is generated by exp(πi) ∈ U(1)F3

). We will also assume that

all other local operators have integer F3 charge.29 Otherwise, I3 will give rise to (model-

dependent) complex phases when it acts on some of the local operators (equivalently, the

U(1)r3 symmetry will participate in an extension specified by the spectrum of charges30).

Using our above assumptions, we obtain the generator of I3

ρI3 := eπi(
4

3
R1+

2

3
R2+

1

3
r3+2j+2j̄) . (4.8)

We can now use the list of N = 3 irreps in [6] to conclude that (up to CPT) the

multiplets with I3 = −1 are (see also [41]; note that our j and j̄ correspond to spins and

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

AN=3
O,− ∋ LB̄1[2j; 0]

(R1,R2;r3>r∗+6)| 4
3
R1+

2

3
R2+

1

3
r3+2j∈Zodd

, LĀ2[2j; 0]
(R1,R2;r3>r∗)| 4

3
R1+

2

3
R2+

1

3
r3+2j∈Zodd

,

LĀ1[2j; 2j̄ ≥ 1](R1,R2;r3>r∗)| 4
3
R1+

2

3
R2+

1

3
r3+2j+2j̄∈Zodd

,

LL̄[j; j̄](R1,R2;r3)| 4
3
R1+

2

3
R2+

1

3
r3+2j+2j̄∈Zodd

,

r∗ := 6(j − j̄) + 2(R1 − R2) . (4.9)

Note that, as in the N = 4 case, there are no contributions to AN=3
O,− from multiplets

satisfying shortening conditions with respect to both chiral and anti-chiral supercharges.

Indeed, up to CPT, the multiplets in AN=3
O,− only satisfy shortening conditions with respect

to the chiral N = 3 supercharges. Therefore, we have a version of Theorem 9 that applies

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

Theorem 12: Subject to the assumption that the extra Q′
α and Q̄′

α̇ N = 3 supercharges

have minimal non-zero magnitude U(1)F3
charge, AN=3

O,− exists and takes the form in (4.9).

Moreover, AN=3
O,− does not contain N = 3 irreps housing N = 2 Coulomb branch or Schur

multiplets. In particular, the latter statement implies that AN=3
O,− does not contribute states

to the associated 2d VOA.

29We 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 I symmetry plays in providing universal

selection rules for the local operator algebra and n-point functions of 4d N = 2 SCFTs.

For example, we have argued that it gives important constraints on the Coulomb branch

operator algebra, AC, (and related contributions to n-point functions of Ē and E multiplets)

and helps explain certain phenomena in the 4d/2d correspondence of [16].

We suspect that better understanding the I 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 I symmetry and various related symmetries (like the Î 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:

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

operator algebra

ACS := AC ×ASchur . (5.1)

What we mean by the above expression is the operator algebra generated by the

Coulomb branch multiplets and the Schur multiplets.31 This combined operator al-

gebra characterizes many important properties of 4d N = 2 SCFTs.32 In particular,

it would be interesting to understand when this combined algebra saturates the local

operator algebra of the SCFT, ACS = AO (i.e., when the Coulomb branch and Schur

sector operators generate the local operator algebra).33 Note that this algebra is sen-

sitive to the continuous flavor symmetries of 4d N = 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 AO.

As a final note regarding (5.1), we observe that it is natural to relate ACS 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, ASchur < 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).

• 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)R < 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)R 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 (2.23) is

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

• In the case of N = 4 SYM theories, we saw that I acted faithfully on the local

operator algebra but that we could deform I by mixing with Z(SU(2)F ) to produce

an unfaithful Î 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 N = 2

SU(2n + 1) SQCD we have a faithful I action on baryons, but we can mix with

ZB
2 < U(1)B to produce a symmetry IB := Diag(I × ZB

2 ) that acts unfaithfully on

the local operators. In general, such deformations are unlikely to exist (e.g., see

the examples in [11]), but, in strongly coupled SCFTs, it is challenging (and model-

dependent) to find the full spectrum of discrete symmetries.

• As discussed briefly in the introduction, there is an interesting connection between

unfaithful I (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 [13–15] 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 I 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 I we are considering here

can also be placed on more general manifolds,34 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 [14, 15]).
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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 I (and its mixings) and also what theories we can obtain by gauging I

(when it is possible to do so).

We hope to return to some of these questions soon.
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