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1. Introduction

Asymptotically free gauge theories have a variety of interesting possible IR phasesﬂ.
For example, they can flow to theories with a mass gap for the gauge fields and confinement,
or to theories with no mass gap and an interacting “non-Abelian Coulomb phase,” i.e. an
interacting 4d CFT. Perturbative analysis suggested the possibility of the latter phase long
ago, via the apparent weakly coupled RG fixed points in theories designed to be just barely
asymptotically free [[,]. There might have then been some lingering doubts about about
whether or not interacting 4d CFTs really existed (theoretically) at the non-perturbative
level. But, over the past decade, the study of supersymmetric gauge theories (see e.g.
B]) has provided strong evidence for the existence of a zoo of non-perturbatively exact
renormalization group fixed points.

Not only do interacting RG fixed points exist, but they are in some sense generic:
general gauge theories with enough matter fields (but not too many so as to spoil asymp-
totic freedom) are believed to flow to interacting CFTs in the IR. A well-known example of
this is ordinary (non-supersymmetric) SU(N.) gauge theory with N; fundamental flavors,
which flows to an interacting CFT in the range N}”i” < Ny < %NC, where it has been
estimated that N}m” ~ 4N, [{]. Here the conformal range is somewhat narrow, but it
becomes wider when other representations are included. We will here focus on the case of
supersymmetric theories, where there are some powerful tools available.

The vast collection of possible interacting 4d N' = 1 SCFTs and RG flows among them
remains relatively unexplored. One well-studied case is SQCD, which flows to interacting
RG fixed points when the number N; of fundamental flavors is in the range %Nc < Ny <
3N, [H].- A generalization of this is to consider theories with other matter representations;
these theories provide interesting testing grounds for exploring ideas in quantum field
theory. One idea which will be of particular interest for the present paper is the conjecture
that there is a 4d analog of Zamolodchikov’s 2d c-theorem [[]: that there exists a “central
charge,” which counts the number of degrees of freedom of a quantum field theory and
monotonically decreases along RG flows to the IR, as degrees of freedom are integrated
out. It is further conjectured [[]], with much supporting evidence e.g. [B,B,L0,[1], that an

appropriate such central charge (at least at RG fixed points) is the CoefﬁcientE “a” of a

! Non-asymptotically free theories, on the other hand, flow to free field theories in the IR (at
least when one starts the RG flow at weak coupling).

2 Unfortunately the name “a” is standard for this term. The name “c” reserved for a different

curvature-square term, which is known to not obey the 4d version of the c-theorem [B].
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certain curvature-squared term (the Euler density) of the conformal anomaly on a curved
space-time backgroundﬂ. The conjectured a-theorem is then that all RG flows satisfy
arr < ayy. We will often refer to “a-theorem predictions,” but please keep in mind that
there is presently no generally accepted proof of the a-theorem — it is a conjecture.

The superconformal algebra implies that a can be exactly computed simply in terms of
the 't Hooft anomalies for the superconformal R-symmetry, a = 3TrR? — TrR [J]. We will
here rescale our definition of a to eliminate a conventional factor of 3/32. Because 't Hooft
anomalies can be exactly computed in terms of the original UV spectrum ('t Hooft anomaly
matching), a can be exactly determined provided that the superconformal R-symmetry
is exactly determined. Determining the exact superconformal R-symmetry had been a
stumbling block in analyzing theories with more than one type of matter representation.
In [[[0] we recently showed that the superconformal U(1)z symmetry is simply determined
by “a-maximization”: letting R; be the most general trial R-symmetry (incorporating
mixing with all global flavor symmetries), the superconformal U(1)r C SU(2,2|1) is the

unique choice of R; which locally maximizes
aprial(Re) = 3TrR} — TrR;. (1.1)

The value of ayiq; at the local maximum is then the central charge a. Using this result, it
is now possible to apply the powerful constraints of the superconformal algebra to explore
these more general 4d N' = 1 SCFTs. The result also almost proves the a-theorem for
SCFTS, up to some caveats [[(]. For a brief review of the a-maximization procedure, see
Appendix B.

In 7], Kutasov, Parnachev, and Sahakyan applied and extended the method of [[[(]
to study N' =1 SQCD with N; fundamentals, @; and @i, and N, = 1 additional adjoint
chiral superfield X. Our work here was inspired by their detailed analysis of the various
possible RG fixed points and flows, and the many striking ways in which the conjectured
a-theorem was found to be indeed always satisfied: for every RG flow, ajg < apy. An
important part of the analysis of [I[]] was determining when gauge invariant chiral primary

operators M appear to violate the unitarity bound R(M) = 2A(M) > 2. The belief

3 There is another quantity which has been conjectured to always decrease in the IR: the

thermal c-function of [[J). We will not dicuss this latter proposal here, because supersymmetry
does not provide a known way to exactly compute the thermal c-function at interacting RG fixed

points (there is a known general expression only for free field theories).
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B,[3,[4,1T] is that such operators are actually free fields, with R(M) corrected to be 2/3
by an accidental U(1); symmetry under which only the free field M is charged. It was
shown in [[] that the effect of any such accidental symmetries must be included in the
a-maximization method, and that they non-trivially affect the value for the superconformal
R~charges and the central charge a. This will be important in some of our examples.

In this paper, we study the larger family of RG fixed points and flows which can be
obtained from SU(N.) SQCD with Ny fundamentals together with N, = 2 adjoint matter
chiral superfields, X and Y. N, = 2 is the maximum number of adjoints compatible with
asymptotic freedomg, so this is a fairly complete study of the full family of possible RG
fixed points and flows which can be obtained via SQCD with fundamental and adjoint
representations.

The possible RG fixed points which we find and analyze can be summarized as follows:

O Wa =0

A Ws = TrY?

D W5 =TrXY?

E WE\ = TI‘Y3

Ak Wy, = Tr(X*1 +Y?2) (1.2)
Dyy2 Wby, = Tr(XFH 4+ XY?)

Eg Wg, = Tr(Y?3 + X*4)

B Wg, = Tr(Y? + Y X3)

Ly Wg, = Tr(Y? + X°).

There are additional RG fixed points associated with adding Yukawa-type superpotentials
involving the quarks; we will briefly mention some of these possibilities in a later section.
The names given to the fixed points in ([.7) are motivated by Arnold’s [[1] ADE classi-
fication of singularities, which precisely coincides with the possible relevant deformation
superpotentials, listed as Ay, Dy and Ej in (). Our method for obtaining the above
superpotentials was based on a detailed analysis of the anomalous dimensions of operators
at each of the RG fixed points, and when the associated Landau-Ginzburg superpotentials
can be relevant and drive the theory to a new RG fixed point. On the face of it, this has
no obvious connection to any of the other known ways in which Arnold’s singularities have
appeared in mathematics or physics.

The possible RG flows between the above fixed points are as shown in Figure 1. In
this terminology, the work [[L[I] studied the A fixed points and RG flows to the Ay fixed

4 Of course, there are also RG fixed points for N, = 3 adjoints and N ¢ = 0 flavors, provided
that one adds the cubic superpotential of the A = 4 theory or generalizations [[Lf].
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points, as well as RG flows from Ay, fixed points to Ay fixed points with ¥ < k. We will
extend this analysis to consider all of the RG fixed points and flows of Figure 1.

Free
Theory
/6\
D E
| A
De---17 E,

i \Ak/'
Y

Dy l £

\Ak/

Figure 1: The map of possible flows between fixed points.

Dotted lines indicate flow to a particular value of k.

The outline of this paper is as follows. In sect. 2 we discuss SU (N.) gauge theory with
Ny fundamental flavors, two adjoints, and Wy,... = 0. For all Ny in the asymptotically free
range, 0 < Ny < N, these theories flow to interacting RG fixed points in the IR. We refer
to these 4d N =1 SCFTs as 6(NC, Ny), or simply O. We obtain the exact superconformal
U(1)r charge and the exact central charge az(x) in the limit N, > 1, for arbitrary fixed
x = N./Ny. None of our methods actually depends on large N,; it is merely employed to
simplify the exact expressions. As x increases, the RG fixed point is at stronger coupling.
As might have been expected from the negative anomalous dimensions of gauge theories,
we find that the superconformal U(1)g charges are monotonically decreasing functions
of x. For all z, we find no apparent unitarity violations. Therefore it is not necessary
for there to be any free-field operators or associated accidental symmetries for the O RG
fixed points. We verify that several a-theorem predictions are indeed satisfied. Finally, we
classify and discuss all of the possible relevant superpotential deformations of the O RG
fixed point which involve only the adjoint fields X and Y. The interesting possibilities are
the superpotentials labeled 2, lA), and E in (L.2).

In sect. 3 we discuss the F SCFTs, which are the IR endpoints of an RG flow obtained
by perturbing the O SCFT by the relevant superpotential W = TrY3. We obtain the

exact superconformal R-charge and central charge az(z) of the E SCFTs. There are no
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apparent unitarity violations for all x, and thus there is no need for any free-field operators
or associated accidental symmetries. We verify the a-theorem prediction, az(x) > az (),
for all x > 1. We also classify the relevant superpotential deformations of the £ RG
fixed point which involve only the adjoint field. The possibilities are indicated in Fig. 1.
The Eg, F7, and Eg deformations are only relevant provided that x is sufficiently large:
x> P 244, x> 2P ~ 412, and x> 2" ~ 7.28, respectively.

In sect. 4 we discuss the D SCF'Ts, which are the IR endpoints of a RG flow obtained
by perturbing the O SCFT by the relevant superpotential W5 = TrX Y?2. Unlike the
O and E RG fixed points, here we do find apparent unitarity violations, indicating that
various mesons necessarily become free fields as x increases. We account for the effect of
the associated accidental symmetries by the procedure of [[]]] (reviewed in appendix B) to
obtain the exact superconformal U(1)g charges and exact central charge az(x). We verify
(numerically) the a-theorem prediction that ag(x) > az(z) for all z > 1. We also classify
and discuss the various relevant deformations of the D RG fixed point. A class of such
deformations is AW = TrX**! which, for any k, is a relevant deformation of D provided

min
Do

Dita-
and find e.g. that xgzzz — %k for k> 1.

In sect. 5 we discuss the Dyio SCFTs, which are the IR endpoints of the RG flow
starting from the D SCFT in the UV, upon perturbing Wz by AW = TrX**1 The Dy o

SCFT exists if z > :c’BiZZ, when AW is a relevant D deformation. The superconformal

that z is sufficiently large: x > x We discuss how to compute the lower bounds x

U(1)r charges at the Dy, fixed point are determined by Wp, ,, and it is thus seen
that a variety of mesons apparently violate the unitarity bound and hence must be free.
The central charge ap,,(x) must be corrected, as in [ff], to account for the free mesons.

min

We numerically verify the a-theorem prediction, az(z) > ap,,(z) for all z > zT"

plotting the example of az(z) > ap,(z). At the Dkig RG fixed point there is a relevant
deformation by AW = Ter/H, for k' < k, which leads to the RG flow Do — Dy/yo.
We discuss this flow in Section 5 and the a-theorem prediction that ap, ,,(x) > ap,,,, ()
for all ¥’ < k and z > x’i’;‘ﬁQ. There are apparent violations of the a-theorem, but we verify
that they always occur for x < rh" which is outside of the range of validity needed for
the Di1o RG fixed point to exist.

In sect. 6 we discuss a magnetic dual description of the Dy, o SCFTs due to Brodie
[[§]. We determine the exact superconformal R-charges and central charge ap, ,(z) in
the magnetic dual. Our analysis sheds light on the meaning of this duality, and when the

various terms in the magnetic superpotential are or are not relevant. We show that for all &
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there is a conformal window a:’gziz <z< 3]6—55’3222 where the Dy 2 RG fixed point is fully
interacting, with the full Wp,  , present in both the electric and magnetic descriptions.
For large k this conformal window is approximately given by %k: <z < (2.062)k.

In sect. 7 we discuss the Eg, E7, and Eg SCFTs, which arise as the IR limits of
relevant deformations of the £ SCFTs upon perturbing the E theory by the superpotentials
AW = TrX*, AW = TrY X3, and AW = TrX?®, respectively. These SCFTs only exist if x
is sufficiently large: x > x’ﬁg" ~ 244, v > xg;” ~ 4.12, and x > 93’581" ~ 7.28, respectively,
as mentioned above. There are also RG flows between these theories: Fg — FE7, Fs — Fg,
E7 — Eg. Thus the a-theorem prediction is ax(z) > ap,(x) > ap.(z) > agy(z), at least
for the range of x where each RG fixed point exists. We find that there are apparent
violations of some of these a-theorem predictions for some ranges of z, but these ranges
are always outside of the range of validity « > 2™ required for the UV SCFT to exist.

In sect. 8 we briefly discuss additional RG flows and fixed points which can be obtained
from those of ([L.2) by perturbing by Yukawa-type interactions.

In sect. 9 we discuss the possibility that our procedure which led to ([.), starting at
the O SCFT and branching out to new SCFTs, as in fig. 1, could miss some additional
SCFTs. This could happen if these hypothetical new SCFTs do not have O in their domain
of attraction. As a concrete example, we consider the theory with W = ATrY**+! for k > 2.
For small A, this superpotential is an irrelevant deformation of O and does not lead to a
new SCFT. But perhaps there is nevertheless an RG fixed point for some large critical
value of A\,. We find this to be unlikely but, anyway, discuss the properties that such
hypothetical new SCFTs should have, in order that their RG flows down to our other
SCFTs in ([[.9) be compatible with the a-theorem conjecture.

In sect. 10 we make some closing comments.

Finally, we have several appendices. In appendix A, we discuss the 6, ﬁ, E, and Dy
RG fixed points in the perturbative regime, where the theory is just barely asymptotically
free: x = 1+4¢, with 0 < € < 1. In appendix B, we review a-maximization [[[(] and the
necessary modification when there are accidental symmetries associated with operators
becoming free fields [[[1]. In appendix C, we discuss baryon operators and whether or not
they ever potentially violate the unitarity bound in our various SCFTs. In appendix D, we
discuss the magnetic duals of the Dy 9 RG fixed points in an asymptotic regime in order to
determine the upper bound for the Dy o interacting conformal window: %k <z < (2.062)k

for large k.



2. The O RG fixed points: W(X,Y) = 0.

The theories with W.ee = 0 are expectedE to flow to an interacting RG fixed point,
which we call 5, for all Ny in the asymptotically free range: 0 < Ny < N..

To simplify the formulae of this paper, we take N, large, with = N./N fixed. Large
N, is not essential to any of the methods, it just simplifies the expressions for the results.
It would be straightforward, though tedious, to work with arbitrary N..

In the limit where the theory is just barely asymptotically free, = 1 + € with
0 < e <1, the O RG fixed point is at weak coupling; B(g.) = 0 for g2N < 1. The 9)
SCFT can then be analyzed in perturbation theory, as will be done in appendix A. As we
increase x, the O RG fixed point is at stronger and stronger coupling. Powerful methods
associated with supersymmetry will be used to obtain exact results for all x.

In the extreme case of Ny = 0, where x — 0o, the Lagrangian has a unique candidate
superconformal R-symmetry which is anomaly free and commutes with the flavor sym-
metries: R(X) = R(Y) = % The true superconformal R-symmetry could potentially be
modified by accidental symmetries, though there are no unitarity bound violations which
would require this to happen. For the case N, = 2, this RG fixed point has known electric,
magnetic, and dyonic dual descriptions [B0,2I]. We might expect analogous dual descrip-
tions for higher N., corresponding to the various Zy x Zy electric and magnetic center

phases, but this is not presently known.

2.1. The chiral ring of operators

The set of “observables” of SCFTs is the spectrum of gauge invariant operators and
their correlation functions. A special set of such operators for SCFT's are the chiral primary
operators, whose dimension is related to their R-charge by A = %R.

In our theories, the microscopic chiral fields are the two adjoints X and Y, the quarks
@; in the fundamental and @; in the anti-fundamental, and the chiral gauge field strength
W,. The chiral ring of operators is the set of all gauge invariant composites of these fields.
For example, we can form

011...In :TI‘le ...X[n, (2.1)

> An argument [[[J] for this is to deform the theory by W = mTrY 2+ X > Tr@iXQ,-, making
the IR theory N = 2 SQCD. That theory has a moduli space with massless monopoles and dyons
at various places. Upon taking m — 0 and A — 0, the massless monopole and dyon locations all
collapse to the origin of the moduli space. The presence of massless fields which are not mutually

local at the origin is believed to signify the presence of an interacting RG fixed point [19].
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where I; = 1,2 labels the two adjoints, which we also call X and Y. We can form arbitrary
such products of operators, with n arbitrarily large, though there will be some relations
among them for n of order N.: the space of expectation values of these operators, subject
to their classical relations, parameterize the N2 — 1 dimensional classical moduli space of
vacua where X and Y have D-flat expectation values, with (Q;) = <C§Z) = 0, along which
SU(N,) is completely Higgsed.

Another class of gauge invariant operators is the set of generalized “mesons”

(M, 1) = Q: X1, ... X1,Q;. (2.2)

Finally, there is another class of operators, the generalized baryons, which can be formed

from the various dressed quarks:

(Quy...1,y)i = (X1, ... X1,Q);. (2.3)
We make baryons by contracting N, dressed quarks with the SU(N,.) epsilon tensor:

. NIy Ing) A1 Ingy) n(KlA.AI,Lk)
B_Q(Il...lnl) Q(Jl...an) "'Q(Kl...K,Lk)’ (2 4)

with N, = N(Ly.dny) T T (KK, ) and all N(L..0p,) < Ny.

2.2. Finding the exact superconformal U(1)r by a-mazimization

The theory with Ny = 2 fundamentals and N, = 2 adjoints has an SU(Ny)xSU(Ny) x
U(l)p x SU(2), x U(1)x x U(1)r global flavor symmetry. As reviewed in Appendix B,
we find the superconformal U(1)z symmetry by maximizing the combination of 't Hooft
anomalies ([[.T) using a general trial R-symmetry. We’ll parameterize the general anomaly-

free trial R-symmetry as

- (2.5)

with = N./Ny. a-maximization always yields a superconformal R-symmetry which
commutes with all non-Abelian flavor symmetries, as well as charge conjugation [[[J]. Thus,
we could have restricted our trial U(1)g (.5) to commute with SU(2),, i.e. R(X) = R(Y)
and hence z = 1(1+ (1 — y)/x), at the outset. We chose to not impose this condition in

(B3) for later reference, when we deform by superpotential terms which break SU(2),.
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Computing asriq; ([J]) with the R-charges (B.5) yields (taking N, large, x fixed)

1_ 3
% =222 + 32%(z — 1) + 322 (_y — z) —2%(z—1)
Nz x
X (2.6)
—932( ;y —z) +6z(y —1)% — 2z(y — 1).
Maximizing this with respect to y and z yields
~ 3x — 2xv2622% — 1
R =R = =1 2.7
(@) = R(Q) = y(x) = 1+ Z (27)
and
1 —3+2v2622 — 1
X)=R(Y) = =—1|1 . 2.
Plugging these R-charges back into the central charge gives
ag(r)  2z? (18 4 648z* — 2v/2622 — 1 + 2%(—279 + 522622 — 1))
NZ 9(1 — 82)2 : (2.9)
f (1 —8z2)
Both y(x) and z(z) are strictly decreasing functions of z. In the limit x — oo,
26
y(r — o00) = 1 — 1—\/2_ ~ 0.575, z(z — 00) = 1. (2.10)

We have plotted these functions in fig. 2 and fig. 3, respectively.

0.675

0. 65
0.625
@ 0.6
0. 575

0. 55

0. 525

Figure 2: y(x) = R(Q) for the O theory.
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Figure 3: z(x) = R(Y) = R(X) for the O theory.

In fig. 4 we plot Nf_2a5(a:), given by (B.9), along with that of the g = 0 gauge coupling

free field theory, where R(Q) = R(Q) = R(X) = R(Y) = 2:

= —z° + —x. (2.11)

Because RG flow connects the free theory in the UV to the O SCFT in the IR, the
conjectured a-theorem prediction is a5(z) < afree(z) for all x > 1; as seen from fig. 4,

%)
this is indeed satisfied.

6000
5000
4000
@ 3000
2000
1000

0 10 20 30 40 50
X

Figure 4: a/N7 for the free UV (top, blue) and 9) (bottom, red) theories.

Because the y(z) and z(z) which we have found satisfy y(z) > 1 and z(z) > 3 for all
x > 1, all gauge invariant chiral operators O in the chiral ring satisfy the unitarity bound
R(O) > 2/3. There is thus no reason to doubt the validity of the above expressions for any
x. Had there been apparent unitarity violations, we would have had to correct the above
formulae to account for accidental symmetries, as in [[1]] and reviewed in Appendix B. It

is still possible that there are actually some unseen accidental symmetries for sufficiently
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large x (large coupling) which would modify the above results. But we will see that our
results are consistent with various checks, such as the conjectured a-theorem, for all x > 1,
without any such modifications. So we will tentatively propose that the above expressions
are exactly correct as given for all 1 < x < oo.

One can easily generalize the above analysis to all SU(N), SO(N), and Sp(N)
gauge theories, with Ny fundamentals and N, matter fields in a representation hav-
ing quadratic index of order N (e.g. for SU(N) we could replace each adjoint with a
IN(N+1) +W) As long as N, = 2, in all such cases the unitarity bound is

found to be satisfied, without any need for accidental symmetries.

2.3. Some checks of the conjectured a theorem

Let’s do some more checks of the conjectured a-theorem, ayy > argr, in these exam-
ples. Let aa(Nc,Nf) be the central charge of the O RG fixed point for general N, and
Ny, which is given by (B.9) in our limit of large N, and Ny with z = N./Ny fixed.

The a-theorem conjecture requires
ag(Ne, Ng) > ag5(Ne, Ny — 1) and ag(Ne,Ng) > ag5(Ne — 1, Ny +1). (2.12)

The first comes from the RG flow associated with giving a mass to one of the fundamental
quarks, AW = mQn, (:j Ny, and integrating it out. The second prediction in (E-T2) comes
from Higgsing, going along a flat direction where we give a vev to one of the fundamental
flavors, or to some components of either adjoint. When we Higgs SU(N,.) to SU(N,. — 1),
Ny — Ny—1+2, with one fundamental eaten, but two more coming from the two adjoints.

In the limit of large N, and Ny, we write the flow of the first prediction in (R.12) as

2 1
2 2 £ L
Nf —>Nf (1—|—Nf), x— x(1+ f). (2.13)

Then the first case in (B.12) can be written as:

_ya5()

2
Ny

T must be a monotonically decreasing function of z. (2.14)

Likewise, the flow of the second prediction in (.19) is

_ _ 2
Nf2—>Nf2(1—Ff), e ] @ pp— (2.15)
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The second prediction in (B.12) is then

_a5()
2
N

T must be a monotonically increasing function of x. (2.16)
Both of these predictions are indeed satisfied by our expression (B.9) for all x > 1.
Another a-theorem prediction is obtained by Higgsing SU(N) — U(1)"7! x
[Ti_, SU(N;), for arbitrary n and N; such that > | N; = N, by an (X) adjoint vev.
Each SU(N;) theory has two adjoints and Ny fundamentals, much as the original theory.
But, in addition, there is a bi-fundamental flavor in the (Nj, N;) 4 (Nj, N;) for every pair
of gauge groups SU(N;) and SU(N;), which come from decomposing Y (the corresponding
components of X are eaten). With so many bi-fundamentals, the SU(NV;) theories gener-
ally are not asymptotically free; SU(N;) is asymptotically free only if Ny + i Nj < Ni,
which generally is not satisfied, e.g. if all N; are of the same order. When the SU(N;) are
not asymptotically free in the UV, they are free in the IR, and then a;g is simply given

in terms of the free-field contributions:

CL[R(Z‘) B 16 9 4 9 4

where z; = N;/Ny. As an example, we check the a-theorem prediction, that aa(as) >

arr(x), for the special case N; = N./l, where

CL[R(.%) 1 16 2 4
=— |4+ — —. 2.18
N2 9( + K + 5" (2.18)

Comparing (R.9) and (B.1§), we see that a5(z) > arr(z) is indeed satisfied for all z > 1.

Figure 5 shows the result for the case [ = 2.

80
60
© 40

20

Figure 5: N;Qafree(m) (top, blue), N;Qaa(x) (middle, green), and | = 2 broken N;QaIR(x) (bottom, red) theories.
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2.4. Relevant superpotential deformations of the 9] fixed points

We now classify the relevant superpotential deformations of the O RG fixed points,
of the form W = TrX"YP. This is relevant if A(W) < 3, i.e. if R(W) = (n +p)z(z) < 2.
Because z(z) is a monotonically decreasing function of z, asymptoting to z(z — c0) — 3,
the only relevant possibilities for all x > 1 are quadratic and cubic superpotentials. The

only such independent relevant deformations are

W=TrXY: O — SQCD,
W=TrY?: O— A,
W=TrXY%: O — D,
W=TrY>: O E.

(2.19)

All of these are relevant for all x in the range 1 < z < oo. The deformation W = TrXY
gives a mass to both adjoints, taking the theory to SQCD with no adjoints (which does
not lead to any RG fixed point in the x > 1 range). The deformation W = TrY? gives a
mass to one of the adjoints, driving the theory to the A RG fixed points of SQCD with
one adjoint X and W(X) = 0; this A RG fixed point was analyzed in detail in [[T]. The
remaining relevant deformations in (Z19) drive the O RG fixed points to new RG fixed

points, which we name D and E and discuss further in the following sections.

3. The E RG fixed points: W5 = TrY?

We have seen that W = TrY3 is a relevant deformation of the O SCFTs for all z > 1,
driving O to some new RG fixed points which we name E. The E SCFTs exist for all
x > 1. When the theory is just barely asymptotically free, x = 1 4 € with 0 < e < 1, the
O — E RG flow can be analyzed perturbatively; this is discussed in Appendix A. Upon
increasing = the coupling of these SCFTs becomes stronger. We use a-maximization to

find the exact superconformal U(1)g symmetry for all x > 1.

3.1. The chiral ring of the E theory.

The gauge invariant chiral operators of the E theory are a subset of those of the 9)
theory, where we impose chiral ring relations coming from the superpotential W = TrY3.

For U(N), this yields Y2 = 0 in the chiral ring, while for SU(N) it gives Y? = al; « is
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a Lagrange multiplier used to set TrY = 0. For convenience, we’ll consider the simpler
U(N) ring relation; for large N there isn’t much difference in any case.

Imposing Y? = 0 in the ring, we can form operators such as

O]l___]n = TI'XIl . -X] (31)

n?

where, I;=1,2 labels the two adjoints, as long as no two adjacent (including via trace
cyclicity) adjoints are Y’s. Such operators can still have many net Y’s, e.g. Tr(XY)%3.
Similarly, the meson and baryon operators are the subset of those in sect. 2. for which
there are no two adjacent Y's, e.g. @gY(XY)QgQi.

3.2. Finding the superconformal U(1)g via a-maximization

At the eventual IR fixed point controlled by the superpotential W = TrY 3, we impose

z =2 in (27), to ensure R(W) = 2, yiclding the 1-parameter family

~ 14z —y

RY)=3, R@=RQ=y R(X) -2 (3.2)

€T

The superconformal U(1)g is determined by maximizing the central charge a, given by

(B-8) with z = 2/3, with respect to y; the result is

z(2 — V1022 — 1)

=1 3.3
This result is monotonically decreasing with x, with asymptotic value as x — oo
V10 1
y(r — 00) = 1 — - & 4730, R(X) — 3 (3.4)

In figs. 6 and 7, we plot y(x) and R(X)(z) for this theory.
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Figure 6: y(z) for the E theory.
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Figure 7: R(X)(x) for the E theory.

Since y > 0.47 and R(X) > 1/3 for all z, no gauge invariant chiral operator ever
violates the unitarity bound R > 2/3 (aside from TrX and TrY in the U(V) version, but
they make negligible contribution for large N and Ny.) So unitarity does not require any
accidental symmetries, and we tentatively propose that the above results are correct as
they stand for all x > 1. Again, it is possible that for sufficiently large z the strongly
coupled theory actually does have some accidental symmetries. But we do not see any

indication of this possibility in our results.

Plugging y(z) given by (B-J) and z = 2/3 into the expression (B.§) yields

agp(x)  222(17 + 362 — 6622 + (1022 — 1))
NF 9(1 — 222)2 ’

(3.5)

which we have plotted in fig. 8, together with the N, 2a5(33) found in the previous section.
Since perturbing 9 by W induces the RG flow O—FE , the conjectured a-theorem predic-
tion is ag(x) > az(x) for all z; this is indeed seen to be satisfied in fig. 8. We could have
anticipated this because ag(x) involved maximizing with respect to z, whereas in a;()
it was constrained to z = % (though one must generally be careful with this argument,

because the maxima are only local ones) [IJ].
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Figure 8: a/N7} for the O (top, blue) and E (bottom, red) theories.

3.3. Relevant deformations of the E RG fixed points

We consider deforming the superpotential as W = TrY? — W = TrY3 + AW, with
AW of the general form AW = TrX"Y? (allowing for various inequivalent X and Y
orderings). This AW will be relevant, and can then lead to new SCFTs, if

mAwuavwm:%§+n<%+£%?ﬁ)<2. (3.6)

Since R(X) is monotonically decreasing, the highest possible p and n are found by consid-

ering the z — oo limit of (B:), where R(X) — 3:
2p+n <6. (3.7)

This leads to the several possibilities, which we now discuss.
First, any quadratic AW superpotential is relevant. The possibilities, and where they
drive the E SCFTs, are
AW =TrY?: E — A,
AW =TrX?%: E — Ay, (3.8)
AW = TrXY : E — SQCD.

These flows are all consistent with the a-theorem; e.g. in fig. 9 we see that az(z) > ay(z)

is satisfied.
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Figure 9: a/N7} for the E (top, blue) and A (bottom, red) theories.

At the level of cubic AW, the only independent, relevant possibility is
AW =TrX?Y : E — Dy, (3.9)

in the terminology of ([.2). Deforming TrY? by AW = TrX? is equivalent to (B-9) via a
change of variables, and TrXY? is eliminated by the E chiral ring relation. Using (B-8)
and the results of the previous subsection, we can see that TrX?2Y is relevant for all z > 1
(since y(z) > 1 — 2z for all z > 1). Though AW = TrX?Y is relevant, we do not expect
that it ever wins out over the original W = TrY? term; both are important in determining
the eventual RG fixed point. This will be further discussed in Appendix A.

Finally, we have the higher-degree AW solutions of (B.6]). These are only relevant if
x is sufficiently large, and the independent possibilities (easily seen from (B.7)) for W =
W5+ AW are:

E—FEs: Wg, =Tr(Y3+ X% if z>a8™ ~2.55 (3.10)
E—Er: We,=T(Y3+YX% if z>a25"~4.12 (3.11)
E— BEy: Wg, =Tr(Y3+ X%  if z>a3" ~7.28. (3.12)

The values of x%”;”, x%’f”, and x%bsm are obtained by plotting, as in fig. 10, the R-charge
(B-6) of the corresponding deformation, AWg, = TrX* AWg, = TrY X3 and AWg, =
TrX?°, at the E RG fixed point, and seeing when R(AW) just drops below R = 2, i.e.

when the inequality in (B.f) is saturated.
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Fig. 10: R(AWEgy) (top,blue), R(AWE.) (middle, green), and R(AWEg,) (bottom, red), in the E theory.

If x > xﬁ”; ,» these AW drive E to new SCFTs, which we call Eg, E7, and Eg and

will analyze further in sect. 7.

4. The D RG fixed points, W5 = TrXY?

We have seen that W5 = TrX Y2 is a relevant deformation of the O SCFTs, driving
them to new SCFTs, which we name D, for all x > 1. When the theory is just barely
asymptotically free, + = 1 + € with 0 < € < 1, the flow from the O RG fixed points to
the D RG fixed points can be studied in perturbation theory, as will be done in Appendix
A. For larger x the D SCFT becomes more and more strongly coupled. In this section we

exactly determine the superconformal R-charges and central charge a for all z.

4.1. The chiral ring for the D theory

The chiral ring of gauge invariant operators is now subject to the relations coming
from the W5 EOM. For U(N,) these are Oy W5 = {X,Y} = 0 and OxWp5 = Y? = 0;
again, for SU(N,.) there would be Lagrange multipler unit matrices on the RHS, which we
ignore in any case. The relation {X,Y} = 0 in the chiral ring is particularly convenient,
since it allows us to freely re-order X and Y superfields (up to a minus sign). Using these

ring relations, the only non-zero operators of the form (2.])) are
TrXx!, 1>0, (4.1)

(for U(N) we also should include TrY"). Note that TrX"Y = 0 using {X,Y} = 0 and

cyclicity of the trace. The non-zero mesons are
M, ; = @;XeYjQi for ¢>0, j=0,1. (4.2)

18



The non-zero baryons are

Qo) Qo) Qi) Qo) @y Q) (43)
where
Quy =X'Y'Q, 1>0, j=0,1, (4.4)
and
l k
E:Wﬂn+§:mhnzﬁb nag) < Ny, Lk=>0 (4.5)
§=0 j=0

4.2. a-maximization, this time with accidental symmetries

At the D RG fixed point, by W5 = TrX Y2, there is a one-parameter family of
anomaly free R-charges satisfying R(WB) =2

R(Q)=R(Q) =y, R(Y)=

T T

Plugging these into ([[-])), we see that y is determined by maximizing

(0)

a=’ () ~1\° 22 ’

D = 222 + 322 (y_) +3x2< y—l)
x

2
Nf 4 (4.7)
-1 2—2
—a:2<y )—x2< y—1>—|—6m(y—1)3—2x(y—1).
T T
This is maximized for .
12 — /11
yOz) =1+ el + 38 ) (4.8)

3(222 — 7)

The superscript on a(?) and y(©) will be explained presently.

Unlike the previous cases, now we do see that 3 (z), as given by (), would lead
to a unitarity bound violation if it were extrapolated to large x. Indeed, y®(z) (EJ)
approaches a negative number at large x: y©(z — o) — 1 — %\/% ~ —0.027. The
expressions (.7) and ([L.§) are correct only in the range of z given by 1 < x < x1, where
x1 is where R(@Q) =2y = %, where the first meson crosses the unitarity bound. x is thus
the solution of y(©)(z1) = 1/3, giving z; ~ 3.67. For > z1, we need to re-work the above
procedure, taking into account the free meson M and corresponding accidental symmetry;
how to do this was found in [[I] (in the context of the A SCFTs) and is reviewed in

appendix B.
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As we continue to increase z, more and more generalized mesons, (M,q)! =
@7X P=1Q;, hit the unitarity bound and then become free fields. Mesons involving the
operator Y, M, 1 = @X P=1Y' @ never violate the unitarity bound since, as seen from ([£§),
R(Y) is always rather large: R(Y) > 1 and R(X) > 0, with R(Y) — 1 for + — oo. As
will be shown in appendix C, for all xz, no baryons ever hit the unitarity bound. The
chiral ring elements (1)) will hit the unitarity bound and become free, but we can ig-
nore their contribution in the large N limit, since they are down by a factor of NJ% as
compared with the meson contributions. So, for all z, we only need to account for the
mesons (Mp)g = @7X P=1(Q); hitting the unitarity bound and becoming free; this happens
successively in p as we increase x.

Let x,, be the value of x where the N]% mesons M, = @X P=1Q hit the unitarity bound:

2-2y(z,) 2

2y(xp) + (p — 1)7 =3 (4.9)

For z in the range x, < < 11, the mesons M, with £ = 1...p are free fields, while
those with ¢ > p are interacting. We account for the accidental symmetries of the free

mesons M ... M, by using the modified central charge a® | which is given as in L] by

(p)

a=’(x) ~1\* 22 ’
N =2x2+3x2<y—) -1—33:2( y—1)
N T

f _x2<y%1)_x2<%_1)+6x(y—1)3—2x(y—1) (4.10)
+%§[2—3<2y+j2;2y>r{5—3<2y+j2;2y>].
i=0

Maximizing the function (f.10) with respect to y yields the function y®) ().
The R-charge R(Q) = y(x) is given by patching together these various functions:

y(z) =y (z) for Tp < T < Tpt1 (4.11)
and the central charge is given by patching together the maximal values of the ([L.10):

agp(z) a%)(x)

2 - 2
Ny Ny

for Tp <X < Tpy. (4.12)

When we solve for x,, we use () with y(x,) = y®~1)(z,), and iterate this procedure to all
z. The functions y(z) and as(z) defined by (f.11) and ({.12) are continuous and smooth,
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as in [[[I], despite the patching. We plot the resulting y(z) and N ; 2aﬁ(a:) (obtained

numerically) in figs. 11 and 12. In fig. 12, we plot Nf_QaB(aj) along with Nf_2a5(a;) SO

that one may verify that the a-theorem is satisfied: ag(z) > ay(z) for all z > 1.
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Figure 11: y(z) for the D theory.
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Figure 12: aa/N)% (top, blue) and aB/N)% (bottom, red).

We can analytically solve for the asymptotic > 1 behavior of the y(x) obtained by
this procedure (in analogy with the A case in []). In the large x limit, we can replace

the sum over j with an integral over v, defined by

v:2—3(2y+(j—1)2_x2y). (4.13)

In the > 1 limit (where v becomes a continuous variable), this yields

() 2-6 2
ap(@.y) 5 () / v w3+ 0) 3 2 3
~ """ g (6(y— 1) —19(y — 1)+ =(1-3
(4.14)
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which is maximized for

y(x — o0) = —1/8. (4.15)
The asymptotic value for the central charge is then

as(T 1931
l])\f(% ) ~ Tad r~ 1341z for large x.

4.3. Relevant deformations

In the limit  — oo, we see from (f.6) and (£.15) that R(X) — 0. Thus a deforming
superpotential AW = TrX**1 of the D RG fixed point will be relevant for any k, provided

that x is chosen sufficiently large. This is because

1—
R(X™) =2(k + 1)w <2 (4.16)
x
will always be satisfied for x larger than some critical value xgzzz where the inequality
(E16) is saturated. Thus
AW =TeX"' D = Dyyn if x> a2 (4.17)

The superpotential TrX**! for the case k = 2 is a relevant deformation of the D
SCFTs, driving them to the Dy, SCFT for all x > 1. In particular, this flow can be
analyzed in the perturbative regime x = 1+¢, with 0 < € < 1, as is discussed in Appendix
A. Increasing k leads to larger and larger values of x%”z’;, so we need to be careful to use
the appropriate y(P)(z), determined via ([EI0), in (£1G). E.g. for k sufficiently small so

that :C’Bz” is below the value 1 ~ 3.67 where the meson @Q becomes free, we can use
(E.8). This gives

min V10 — 34k + 19k2

rp, = 373 for k <5. (4.18)

The first few are
it =209, 2P =314, 2" =424, 2P" =537, (4.19)

for k = 3,4,5,6.
For large k, the zp, ,, become large and we can use the asymptotic value y(z — o0) =
—1/8 to get

min 9

LD, = §k for k> 1. (4.20)
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Also (in analogy with the Ay case discussed in [[[1]]), we have the general inequality

T, B
4.21
k+2 E+1° ( )

which follows from ([16), which gives 23" /(k+1) = 1—y(2" ), together with the fact

+

that y(z) is monotonically decreasing in x. Using y(z — c0) = —1/8 we get the inequality
x’ﬁ;ﬁ ) 9
— <1 — == 4.22

which is saturated ([.20) for k& — oo. Even for low k, this estimate isn’t too far off, e.g. it

would give for k = 6: x5’ < 7.875, which isn’t so far off from ({.19).

5. The Dy.2 RG fixed points: W = Tr(X**! + XY?).

Consider deforming the O RG fixed points by the superpotential
W= M\TrX 4+ MWTrX Y2 (5.1)

If we were to start with Ay = 0, we have already seen that the \; deformation would only
be relevant for £ < 2. But if we take Ay # 0, the theory first flows to be near the D RG
fixed point. Then, starting at the D RG fixed point, we have seen in the previous section
that TrX*+! is relevant for all k, provided that = > x’ﬁi@. When x > m’gzzz we thus

expect that the RG flow is as in Fig. 13. If z < x?jé’iz the flow is instead as in Fig. 14.

A1
Dk+2
® Ao
/\
OT D
Figure 13: RG flow in the A1 — A2 plane when x > a;gﬁZ.
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Figure 14: RG flow in the A1 — A2 plane when x < g;gﬁz.

At the Dy4o SCFT fixed point, A\ — A1x and Ay — Aa.. We will rescale X and Y to
absorb these coefficients into the Kahler potential, taking Wp, ,, as in ([.2).

5.1. The chiral ring, and the stability bound

As before, the classical chiral ring is that of the 9) theory, subject to the additional
relations coming from the EOM of Wp,,,: {X,Y} = 0 and X" +Y? = 0 in the chiral
ring. The result for k odd is very different from the k even case.

For k odd, these imply that Y3 = 0 in the chiral ring. To see this (see also [I§,29)),
multiply the second equation of motion by Y on the left and add this to the same equation
multiplied by Y on the right, to get YX* + X¥Y = —2Y3. Anticommuting all Y fields
to the right then gives ((—1)* + 1)X*Y = —2Y3 and hence Y3 = 0 for k odd. The

independent non-zero products of X and Y are then truncated to
Xt-lyi—t (=1...k, j=1...3, (5.2)

where the order of X and Y does not matter because of the chiral ring relation {X,Y} = 0.
When we take the traces to form gauge invariant operators, the only non-zero ones (due

to {X,Y} = 0 and cyclicity of the trace) are the k + 2+ 1 (k — 1) operators

X1 (for 0=1...k), TrY, TrY?, TrX?*Y? (forn=1... %(k —1)).

We can also form the 3kNJ% mesons
My =QX'7YI71Q; 1=1,---,k j=1,2,3, (5.4)
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and the baryons

k 3
B(n1»17n2»17"'7nk’3) — ?11’711) ... Q?ki??) Z and = Nc; nl,j S Nf (55)
=1 j=1

formed from the dressed quarks
Q(l,j) :Xl_lyj_lQ; l = 177k7 j — 1;273~ (56)

We saw already that the Dyio SCFTs can only exist if x > azgz’;. It turns out that

these SCFTs, at least for k£ odd, also have an upper bound on the allowed value of x:
r <zpr, =3k (5.7)

(For Ay, theories the analogous stability condition is z < 277 = k [[3,[4].) For z > 2577,
the theory is rendered unstable by developing a dynamically generated superpotential,
which will spoil conformal invariance and drive the theory away from the origin of the
moduli space of vacua. The previously discussed RG fixed point theories, 5, lA), and E, as
well as ,Z, are stable for all z, so for those SCFTs there is no upper bound on x.

The stability bound is related to the truncation to the 3k independent products in

(B.2). To see the stability bound, deform Wp, , by lower order terms, e.g. to
W = Tr(Fp1(X) + XY? 4+ aY), (5.8)

where Fj1(X) is a degree k 4+ 1 polynomial in X. The classical chiral ring relations are
the EOM
XY+YX=-a and Y?’+F (X)=0. (5.9)

The irreducible representations of this algebra were actually discussed recently in [R]
in the context of string theory realizations of related SUSY gauge theories. The first
relation in (f.9) implies that X2 and Y? are Casimirs, [X?,Y] = 0 and [Y?, X] = 0,
so we write X2 = 221 and Y? = y?1. It is then seen [PJ] that the second equation in
(B.9), for k odd, admits k + 2 different one-dimensional representations, with X = x and

Y = y for k + 2 different values of x and y. There are also %(k — 1) two dimensional
representations of the form X = (2 8) and Y = (2 8) This is seen by writing
F/1(X) = XP(X?)+Q(X?), with the 2d reps specified by the 3(k—1) roots of P(ab) = 0.
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The (X) and (Y) vacua solutions of (B.9) can have N; copies of the i-th one-

dimensional representation, for ¢ = 1...k 4 2, and M,, copies of the n-th two-dimensional

representation forn =1... %(k —1). In such a vacuum the gauge group is Higgsed as

k42 %(k—l) k+2 k—1
UN) = [Juwv) [] v(Mn)  with Y N;+ > 2M, = N.. (5.10)
i=1 n=1 i=1 n=1

Each U(N;) factor in (B.10) has Ny flavors, while each U(M,,) factor has 2N flavors. (It’s
2Ny because U(M,,) = U(My)diag C U(My) x U(M,) C U(N.); the U(M,) x U(M,)
part is related to an example considered in [P3[I§].). All of the adjoint matter fields get
a mass for the generic deforming superpotential (f.§). Since each of these low-energy
theories is SQCD, the stability condition is that there is at least one choice of the N; and
M,, such that they all satisfy N; < Ny and M,, < 2Ny. For this to be the case requires
A S S SEia
bound (p.7).

The above chiral ring truncation and stability bound were for k odd. Classically,

2M; < (k+2)Ny+1(k—1)2(2Ny) = 3kN;. This is the stability

there is no such truncation or bound for k even. Though the classical vacua and chiral
ring analysis differ for k£ even vs odd, we expect that k even and k£ odd are actually
qualitatively similar at the quantum level. For example, we expect that the Dy;o SCFTs
for even k have a stability bound similar to (5.7). The reason is that we can RG flow from
Dy, o fixed points in the UV to Dy 4o fixed points in the IR, for k' < k, by deforming the
Wp, ., superpotential by AW = TrX*+1 in particular we can flow from k odd to k' even.

On general grounds, we expect that RG flows always reduce the stability bound:
TIRY < xpv s (5.11)

because the added tree-level superpotential terms of the IR theory can only make it easier
to form a dynamically generated superpotential which could destabilize the origin of the
moduli space of vacua. So we must have x’ﬁ:,i , < TP, for any k' < k. In particular, if
we take k odd and £’ even, we see that the Dy o theory does have a stability bound. The
simplest possibility compatible with (5-17)) is if (5-7) applies for all k. For what follows we
will mostly specialize to the case of k odd but, for the reason described above, we expect

the k even case to be qualitatively similar at the quantum level.
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5.2. Computing the central charge ap, ,(x)

We now compute the central charge a for the Dy o theories. There is no need to
employ a-maximization to determine the superconformal R-charges; they are entirely fixed
by the superpotential Wp, ., to be

2 k ~ T

= k—'i‘l; R(Y) = k'—-l-l; R(Q)=R(Q) =1 (5.12)

R(X) k41

As in the Ay case we do, however, still need to account for the effect of apparent unitarity
violations and the associated free fields in computing the central charge a. Since (p.13)
implies that R(Q) < 0 for z > k + 1, we will clearly need to take into account accidental
symmetries for the mesons. It naively appears that baryons could also violate the unitarity
bound for sufficently large x; in appendix C we show that, much as in the A case [, no
baryons ever actually violate this bound.

Computing a is straightforward but tedious. Since all mesons will acquire negative
R-charges for large enough x, we must figure out where each of the Sk:NJ% mesons (p-4)
hits the unitarity bound. Since the R-charges are fixed, this is easily done: The R charge

of the meson M;; = QX'"1Y771(Q is given by

x 2 k
Mp)=2({1— —— —1)—— ) —1)—— 1
ROty =2 (1= 25 ) - D+ G- D (5,13
and this equals 2/3 when
1 .
r =1 = 6<_2 + k + 60 + 3kj). (5.14)

As one can see, the meson with the largest R-charge, M}3, becomes free at

8k —1

< 3k = z/po (5.15)

Tk3 = Dk+27

so, as x increases in the range z'}'" < x < 5% eventually all of these mesons become
k42 k+2

free and we must account for their accidental symmetries.

As an example, consider the k = 3 case, with superpotential W = TrX* 4+ TrXY?2.
From our results in Section 4.2, we know that in the range x < x’g;" ~ 2.09, the X* term is
not relevant, and we should use our results for the D theory. At the point :L'gé” ~ 2.09, the
X* becomes relevant, and we can use (F-19) for the R-charges. We can then compute the

central charge a, being careful to account for the accidental symmetries. We have plotted
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a for the D and D5 theories in Figure 15. The two curves touch exactly at the point 93’32”

as they must, since the central charge is a continuous function of x.

80
60
T 40

20

0

0 2 4 6 8
X

Figure 15: The central charge a for D (top, blue) and Ds (bottom, red). The curves touch at x}'jé” ~ 2.09.

5.8. Flow from Dyio to Dy yo

We now add a term X**+1 with ¥’ < k to the Dy, 1o superpotential. If z > x%”z’;, this

is clearly a relevant deformation, since we then use the R-charges in (p.139) to get

K +1

R(XF+Y =2
( ) k41

< 2. (5.16)

Ifzx < xgzzz the X**1 term is not relevant, so the X**1 is a deformation of the D theory.

min

As such, it is only relevant if x > LR again driving the theory to the Dy o SCFT.
For x < zp,, o both terms are irrelevant and the theory flows back to the D SCFT.
As in [BI]], there is a range of x for which the a-theorem is potentially violated:

ap,.,(t) <ap,, ,(x) for 1<z <win(k+2,k" +2). (5.17)

For several pairs (k + 2, k" 4+ 2), we have computed this value of x;,+(k + 2, k" + 2):

3.23 (5.18)

However, as in the Ay, cases [L1], in no case is the a-theorem ever actually violated, because
all of the above potential violations occur for x outside of the range where the Dy,o SCFT

exists. Recall from Section 4.2 that Wp, ., is only relevant for z > m’BiL with
it =209, 2P =314, 2" =424, 2P" =537 (5.19)
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Since all of the apparent violations (b.1§) occur for < X (k + 2, k" + 2) with ;. (k +
2,k +2) < x’gig none of them should be taken seriously: since the Dy42 RG fixed point
does not exist for this range of x, there is no a-theorem violating RG flow after all. In
Figure 16, we have plotted what the central charges would have been if Dg and D5 were
relevant for small x; one can see that the a-theorem would potentially be violated for
x < 2.56, but the Dg RG fixed point exists only for = > x?j;” ~ 3.14.
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Figure 16: The central charge a for D¢ (blue) and Ds (red).
The potential violation of the a-theorem is for 1 < x < 2.56.

6. Duality for the Dy, theories.

A magnetic dual description of the Dy 5 theories was proposed in [[§. We will here
discuss and clarify the meaning of this duality. We also use the duality to determine
the behavior of the Dyi2 RG fixed points at large x, where there are some accidental
symmetries which are not manifest in the strongly coupled electric description but are
more easily seen in the weakly coupled magnetic dual.

The magnetic dual [I§ of the Djyo RG fixed point is an SU(3kN; — N.) gauge
theory with adjoints X and 17, Ny magnetic quarks ¢; and c}%, and 31{:NJ% singlets (ng)z;,
t=1...k, 57 =1,2,3, with the tree-level superpotential

k3
W=TeXF 4+ TeXY? 4+ > > MygX =y, (6.1)
=1 j=1
where we omit the RG fixed point coefficients in front of the various terms in (B.1]). We
will define Ny; = ¢X t=1yi—1q, which are the magnetic mesons. The superpotential (6.0)
implies that
Mp; <> Niy1-0,3—; (6.2)
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are Legendre-transform conjugate variables. Thus, provided that the corresponding term
in (B.1) is relevant at the RG fixed point, we should include either M;; or Nyyi_¢3—; in
the spectrum of independent operators at the RG fixed point, but not both.

The phases of the electric and magnetic theories can be summarized as

<1 frge electric
l<z<ap”, D electric
xgzzz <.x < 3k — Egzzz Dy 4o Ci)nformal window (6.3)
3k—zp", <z <3k-1 D magnetic
3k—1<z free magnetic.

For z <1 the electric theory is not asymptotically free, so it flows to a free theory in the
IR. In this case, we should definitely use the free-electric description! To see the analogous
free-magnetic phase of the magnetic dual, it’s useful to introduce a dual variable to x:
fE%:gk—x. (6.4)
The magnetic theory is asymptotically free if x > 1. When the magnetic theory is not
asymptotically free, i.e. * <1 and thus x > 3k — 1, the magnetic theory becomes free in
the IR. In this case, we should definitely use the magnetic descrption. Within the range
1 <z < 3k — 1, where both electric and magnetic theories are asymptotically free, we still
have three possibilities. If 1 < z < xgzzz the TrX**1 on the electric side is irrelevant, and
the electric theory flows back to the D SCFT. In this case the electric description is again
definitely better, since it is easier to see the enhanced symmetries associated with the fact
that TrX**+1 is irrelevant. Likewise, in the magnetic theory, the TrXk+1 superpotential
is irrelevant if T < a?g;ﬁz (quantities which we’ll discuss shortly) and the magnetic theory
then flows to a magnetic version of the D SCFT. In this case, the magnetic description
is definitely better, since it’s easier there to see the enhanced symmetries associated with
the fact that part of W, is irrelevant. Finally, there is a “conformal window,” where

min

Drras and TrX**! is relevant on the magnetic

TrX*+1 is relevant on the electric side, x > z
side, x > 55’5};22. In the conformal window, both the electric and the magnetic theories
flow to the same Djy,o SCFT. Either the electric or the magnetic description is a useful
description in the conformal window.

The computation of the R-charges for the magnetic theory proceeds similarly to the
analogous computation in [I7]], although here it is complicated somewhat by the presence

of additional fields M,;. We consider first the situation where =1+ ¢, with 0 < € < 1,
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so that the magnetic dual is just barely asymptotically free. The magnetic dual theory is
then very weakly coupled and is a very useful description of the IR physics. In this small
Z limit only the cubic terms in (p.]]), TrXY?2 + My3qq are relevant; all of the other terms
in (B.1)) are irrelevant and can be ignored in the far IR limit. In particular, for k > 2, the
TrX*+1 term in (6.1) is irrelevant, so the magnetic theory actually flows to a D RG fixed
point rather than a Dy RG fixed point in the IR.

So for Z not too far above 1, the superconformal U(1) g charge is given by the magnetic

analog of the D results (E9):
~ g1 - 297

Rq)=R@=7. RY)="=—+1, RX)=-"~. (6.5)

The (3k — 1)N)% fields M;; for all | < k and j < 3, except for M3 are all decoupled
free fields, with R(M;;) = 2/3. The NJ% fields Mjs couple via the relevant term in the
superpotential (B.1]) and are the Legendre transform conjugate variable to Ni; = qq; the
superpotential (p.1]) then fixes R(My3) = 2 — 2¥.

As we continue to increase x from 1, until we reach some upper bound z, the only
relevant terms in (p.])) are TrX2Y + M3Gq. We thus compute

a(© j—1\° 2-25  \°
a—2:252+3z2<y~ ) +352< Ny—l)
N T x

-7 (g;) - (2;@—1) + 67 — 1) - 25(5 — 1) (6.6)

+ 512 = 3R(NI)(5 — 3R(Nu)] + 5 (3K — 2),

NeRi

where we define N; ; = gq to be the magnetic meson which is Legendre transform dual
to the interacting meson Mz, and R(Ny;) = 2y. The first two lines in (f.6) are simply
the magnetic version of N Qa%)) (z,y), found in (f7). The last line in (6.6) includes
the additional contributions of the (3k — 1)NJ% free field mesons, i.e. all My; aside from
M3y, each of which contributes 2/9 to a, along with the contribution of the interacting
meson Mys, with R-charge 2 — 2y. The first term on the last line looks similar to how
we would correct a if the meson Ni; were a free field, but that is a fake: we actually
should not even include the magnetic meson Nj; as an independent field, because the
relevant term in (6.J]) makes it the Legendre transform of Mys. It just happens that
the My; contributions can be written in this similar form to the electric side, though the
interpretation is different. We now maximize (B.6) with respect to 7 to obtain y(®)(x) and

the central charge Nf_zii(o)(i) = NJIQZZ(O)(E, 70(2)).
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As we continue to increase x, more of the previously irrelevant terms in

k3
S5 My gxtyeig (6.7)
1=1 j=1

eventually become relevant. We continue by an iterative procedure. We compute
N, 25(55, @(p_l) for the theory where p such terms are relevant, with the remaining 3k — p
irrelevant. The M;; entering the relevant terms have R-charge determined by the super-

potential to be

R(M;) =2 —2R(q) — (k = )R(X) — (3= j)R(Y)
_ 9 7 6.8
:2—2g—(k—l)<2 ~2y)—(3—j)(y§1+1), (68)

T

while the M ; for which the term in (B.7) is irrelevant are free fields, with R(M;;) = 2/3.
We then maximize the corresponding Nf_22i(5§, 7)P~1) with respect to 7 to to find g~ ()
and Nf_z'ci(p_l)(%).

These results for =1 (z) and a?»~1) (%) are applicable until & > ¥,, where the next

previously irrelevant term in (p.7) becomes relevant, which is when the corresponding

R(Niy1-13-;) =25+ (k—1) (2 _;37) +(3-9) <?7; Ly 1) = % (6.9)

(using 7 = g~V (z)) for some new values of (¢,5). When this happens, we switch to

A R )
NF N7 *

(2= 3R(Nier 155))2(5 — 3R(Nip115-5)] — 5, (6.10)

1
5
which accounts for the newly interacting field My; having R-charge given by (B.§) rather
than the free-field value R(Mj;) = 2/3. We then maximize Nf_QZi(p)(i, 7) to obtain 7P (7)
and Nf_QZi(p)(E) in this next Z range, T < z < Zz(®*t1 . Note that by the time any of the
magnetic mesons Nyj1_3-_; = Zj)?k_gi}?’_jq hit their unitarity bound R(Ngt1-r3-;) =
2/3, the term involving them in (B.7) is already relevant, so Njy1_g3—; should not be
included as an independent operator, it is to be already be eliminated in favor of its
Legendre transform field Mp;.

As we continue to increase Z, eventually we hit Z = 22" , where the term Tr X F+1

Dy 4o

becomes relevant: ( , )
2 _ 2~ xmzn
(k+1) AT Dita

o = 2. (6.11)
ka-q-z
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The R-charges are then determined without any need for a-maximization, as in (p.13).
One must still watch out for when mesons become interacting, since their R-charges are
now linearly increasing functions of x. In fig. 17, we have plotted the central charges
for the magnetic D5 theory, for both relevant X* and irrelevant X*. They touch at the
point EE’L”)’L;” ~ 1.86; for z < 1.86 the term TrX? is irrelevant, while for z > 1.86 it is
relevant. Recall that, in the electric Dj theory, we found ([L19) that TrX* is relevant for
T > x’ﬁi’iz ~ 2.09, so we see that the critical value for the superpotential to become relevant

differs between the electric and magnetic theories, 75" # ™" with the magnetic value

i
k4 Dy

of fﬁi’iz somewhat smaller; they are a little different because the magnetic theory contains

the extra singlet fields My; and the additional superpotential terms.
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Figure 17: The central charge for irrelevant (top, blue) and relevant (bottom, red) X4

We can get an upper bound on E’BZZ as in (£.22), by using the fact that the y(7)
obtained by the above procedure is a monotonically decreasing function of z. This implies

~min

Dk+2 ~
—= <1 — Yusump =~ 1.1038. 6.12
E 1 < Yasymp ( )

Here Yqsymp is the value that y plateaus at for a while, when z is large but still below
E’BiL. We compute Jasymp in Appendix D. From (B.13), we can then calculate a?g;ﬁz in
the large k limit:

Tpn, A~ 1.1038k. (6.13)

Again, we see that a?g;ﬁz (6-13) of the magnetic theory is slightly smaller than that of the
corresponding electric theory ([£.20).
Figure 18 shows, for the magnetic D5 example, the R-charges R[q] = y(Z) as computed

by the above a-maximization procedure. Though it was obtained by patching together
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the 7(P)(Z), it is continuous. In fig. 19 we plot R[X] for this same theory, given as in
(63).- TrX* becomes relevant when R(X) — £, which is found from fig. 19 to occur for

T > Tp" ~ 1.86.
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Figure 18: y(z) = R(q) for magnetic Ds.
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Figure 19: R()Af) for magnetic Ds.

We see (as in the Ay, case discussed in [[I]]) that there is a conformal window in which

the Dy, o superpotential Tr(X*+2 4 XY 2) and its magnetic analog are both relevant:
ap, <x <3k —THN. (6.14)

For example, for k = 3, xgbj” ~ 2.09 and 5’32” ~ 1.86. For the case of large k, we can use
our results ({.20) and (f.13) to show that this window always exists:

9 min ~min
§k =z, <z <3k—-7p", ~2.062k. (6.15)

Within this window the central charges agree, as they should:
a’(z) = a™(3k — x). (6.16)
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Outside the window, the charges do not agree. Indeed they should not have been expected
to agree, because one or the other side does not readily exhibit the accidental symmetries
of the IR theory. In fig. 20, we have plotted the difference between the (numerically
computed) electric and magnetic central charges for the Ds theory and its dual. As one
can see, they agree in the range 2.09 < z < 9 — 1.86 = 7.14 but disagree outside. The
correct a to use is the larger of a® or a™%9, and it’s larger because of maximizing a over

a bigger symmetry group.

0.2
0.15
0.1
0. 05

-0.05
-0.1
-0.15

4
X

Figure 20: af_(z)/N} — apt (9 —x)/N7.

7. The E¢ 73 RG fixed point theories
7.1. Chiral rings and stability bounds

Before discussing the Fs 7 8 RG fixed points in detail, we make some general comments
about their chiral rings and the possible existence of a stability bound. We’ll consider the
FE example; the E; and Eg cases are similar.

The superpotential Wg, = Tr(Y? + X*) leads to the chiral ring relations
OxWg, =X3=0, OyWg,=Y?=0. (7.1)

(For simplicity we consider U () to avoid having to impose tracelessness). These do not
truncate the chiral ring; e.g. they do not allow us to eliminate (XY)™ for arbitrary n.
The stability bound is related to the counting of vacua upon deformation, which is

max

related to the number of independent products in the chiral ring. Roughly = equals the
number of independent products of X and Y in the chiral ring. To be more precise, upon
deforming the superpotential by the generic, lower order terms, the equations of motion

will have representations of various dimensions. In the Ay case, the chiral ring reps are all
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one dimensional, because we can diagonalize the single adjoint. For the Dy o case we saw,
following [BJ], that the deformed ring relations (5.9) have k + 2 different one-dimensional
reps and %(k — 1) different two-dimensional representations.

More generally, suppose that some deformed superpotential has n, different d-
dimensional representations, for d = 1,2,3.... We can take the adjoints to have Ng;,
copies of the i4’th d-dimensional representation, with ¢4 = 1...n4, breaking the gauge
group as

ng ng
UN) =[] T] UWas,),  with Ne=>Y" > dNg,. (7.2)
d ig=1 d ig=1
The U(Ng,i,) theory has dNy massless flavors and no massless adjoints, and will be stable

if we can find a solution such that all Ng;, < dNy. It thus follows that

o0
N, < andsz, ie. ™M = andQ. (7.3)
d d=1

For the Ay, Dy42, and Eg7g Landau-Ginzburg superpotentials, the number of 1d
representations is always the rank of the corresponding ADE group, i.e. ng—; = r. In
particular, for Fg, we have ny = 6, which would be the dimension of the chiral ring if X
and Y were not matrices. From ([.3) it follows that ™% > r, e.g. for Fj, et > 6. We
can see that if the chiral ring does not truncate, corresponding to having arbitrarily many
different representations of the deformed superpotential EOM, then the sum in ([7.3) will

max

be infinite and so x = 00, i.e. no stability bound. This is what our classical analysis

(F.D)) suggests for the Eg SCFT: an infinite classical result for 2%

But perhaps the Ejg chiral ring truncates at the quantum level, as we already suggested
should be the case for the even k case of the Dy o chiral ring. In this case, there would
be a quantum stability bound z** which is finite. Our numerical analysis of this section,
combined with our belief in the a-theorem, suggest that there is indeed a finite quantum
stability bound ™" for the Eg, and F7 and Eg RG fixed points (where, similar to the Eg
case, the classical ring relations do not suffice to truncate the ring).

Finally, as we discussed in (b.11]), we expect that RG flows always reduce the stability

bound z7x* <z, E.g. we can flow from Eg to Ds, so we expect 7" > x5 = 9.
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7.2. Eg: W = Tr(X*+Y3)

As seen in sect. 3.2, for x > x5’ ~ 2.55, there is a new RG fixed point associated
with W = A\ TrX* + M\, TrY3. Starting e.g. near the O RG fixed point and perturbing by
this superpotential, the A1 term is initially irrelevant while the Ay term is relevant, driving
the theory near the E RG fixed point. Then, for z > x%”;”, the A1 term becomes relevant
and drives the theory to the new Eg RG fixed point. The flow picture is analogous to
fig. 13. The superconformal U(1)g charges at the Fg fixed point are determined by the

superpotential and the anomaly free condition to be
x
RQ)=RQ)=1-¢, RX)=5 RY)=3. (7.4)

We can compute the central charge a(z), using the R-charges ([.4), correcting it to
account for the gauge invariant operators which hit the unitarity bound and then become
free fields. This procedure is straightforward (but tedious). In addition to the mesons
which hit the unitarity bound, we will argue in Appendix C that baryons would also hit
the unitarity bound if we continued to x sufficiently large. For the present discussion it
suffices to take x < 14, for which one can check that no baryon has yet hit the unitarity
bound. So we only need to account for the mesons which hit the bound, along with their
multiplicities; e.g. one must account for the fact the two mesons @X Y@ and @YX Q are
distinct. Accounting for all this, we numerically obtained the central charge ag,(z) for
r < 14.

A prediction of the a-theorem is that a should monotonically decrease as a function
of Ny, for fixed N.. As discussed in sect. 2.3, this implies that a(az)x_sz_z must be a
strictly decreasing function of . We plotted CLEG(.’E)Nf_QIZJ_z in fig. 21
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Figure 21: cz(a:)‘7872Nf_2 for the E¢ theory.
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Contrary to the a-theorem prediction for a monotonically decreasing function, the curve

in fig. 21 flattens out at x ~ 13.80. There is a similar flattening out for the Dy 5 theories

max

bt = 3k. Since we, by now, have much faith in the
+2

right above the stability bound x
a-conjecture, and we also suspected anyway that the Fg RG fixed point might have a
quantum truncated chiral ring and stability bound, this is what we think the flattening in
fig. 21 is showing: that there is indeed a quantum stability bound at 25%* < 13.80 (which
is, fortunately, consistent with our earlier statements that %;** > 6 and, via the RG flow

max

to D5, 25" > 9). We leave a deeper understanding of the quantum stability bounds such

mazx
as {ZJEG

as an open question for future work.
We verified the a-theorem prediction that az(z) > agg(z) for all z in the range where

the Eg fixed point exists: z > 2" ~ 2.55. One can see this behavior in fig. 22.
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Figure 22: G“E/NJ% (top, blue) and agg /N7 (bottom, red). The curves touch at zH." ~ 2.55.

Because there is a relevant AW deformation taking Fg — Ds, the a-theorem predicts that
aps(x) > ap,(x) for the range of z, x > 2’7" where both RG fixed points exist. We have
plotted a/N)% for both D5 and Fg in Figure 23. The a-theorem is potentially violated in
the region x < 1.50, but is indeed satisfied in the entire region z > 27" ~ 2.55, where the
Eg SCFT actually exists.
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Figure 23: ap,/N; (top, blue) and ap, /N7 (bottom, red). The curves cross at z ~ 1.50.

7.8. BEr: W =Tr(Y X3 +Y?)

Starting with W = A\ TrY X3 + A\ TrY3, we have a RG flow that goes first to the
vicinity of the E fixed point and then, provided that x > :z:’g:” ~ 4.12, the \; term takes
over and drives the theory to the new E7; RG fixed point. At the F; RG fixed point the

superconformal R-charges are determined to be

RQ=R@ =15, R(X)=g5 R(¥)= (7.5)

2
3"

In computing the central charge ag.(x), we must account for all of the independent
mesons and baryons which hit the unitarity bound. Again, doing so is quite tedious, so
we only carried out the analysis to relatively low x. In the range analyzed, we verified
the a-theorem predictions. For example there is a RG flow E— FE;, and we verified the

a-theorem prediction that az(z) > ag, () for all z > 2™ see fig. 24.
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Figure 24: aE/NJ% (top, blue) and ap, /N7 (bottom, red). The curves touch at zH." ~ 4.12.

At the E; RG fixed point, the superpotential AW = TrX* is relevant, since ([.5) gives
R(AW) =16/9 < 2, and it leads to the RG flow E7 — Egs. The a theorem thus requires
that ap. (x) > ag,(z) for all x > xg;” Looking at fig. 25, we see that this inequality
is indeed satisfied. Again there is an apparent violation, since ag, is larger than ag, for
x < 3.16, but actually no contradiction with the a-theorem because the E; fixed point

does not exist for x < 93’5;” ~ 4.12, so there is no a-theorem violating RG flow.
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Figure 25: ap, /N7 (blue) and ap;/N; (red). The curves cross at © ~ 3.16.

As in the Ejg case discussed above, we suspect that there is a stability bound upper

limit 23" for the E7 fixed points. Since we can RG flow from E7 — Fj, it should satisty

max max
Tt > T

7.4. Eg: W = Tr(X® + Y3)

Taking W = A\ TrX?® 4+ M\ TrY3, there is an RG flow first in Ay to the vicinity of the
E RG fixed points, and then the A\; term drives the theory to the new Fg RG fixed points

i

provided that z > 2™ ~ 7.28. At the Fg superconformal fixed point, the R-chargers are

~ x 2 2
RQ) =RQ) =12 RX) =2 RYV)=> (7.0
(We note from (p-13), (4), (), ([-G) that the Ay, Diyo and Eg7s RG fixed points
have R(Q) = R(Q) =1— 2% where h is the dual Coxeter number of the corresponding Ay,

Dy 12, or Eg 78 group.)

The central charge ag,(z) can thus be computed, where we again must account for
the accidental symmetries associated with mesons and baryons which hit the unitarity
bound. We carried out this process to x = 16. As seen in fig. 26, the a-theorem prediction

min

az(w) > apg(z) is satisfied for x > 27", where the Es fixed point exists.
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Figure 26: aE/NJ% (top, blue) and aps /N7 (bottom, red). The curves touch at zH." ~ 7.28.

Starting from the Ejg fixed point, the deformation AW = TrY X3 is relevant, leading to
the RG flow Es — E7. We can also deform the FEg fixed point by the relevant deformation
AW = TrX*, which leads to the RG flow Es — FEg. So the a-theorem predicts that
aps(z) > ap,(r) and ag,(z) > ag,(z), for all = in the range where the Eg fixed point
exists, ©r > xg;” We see from fig. 27 that the first of these inequalities is indeed satisfied;
the second works similarly. The inequality ag,(x) > ag,(z) is satisfied for z > 5.25
and the inequality ag,(r) > apg,(x) is satisfied for x > 3.79; so both are satisfied for

T > :z:’g;” R 7.28.
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Figure 27: ap,/N; (blue) and ap,/N} (red). The curves cross at x ~ 5.25.

Asin the Fg and E7 cases discussed above, we suspect that there is a quantum stability
bound upper limit 5" for the Ey fixed points. It should satisfy 27" > 59" = 15 since

we can RG flow from FEg — Dr.

8. New RG fixed points, with mesonic superpotentials

We briefly mention some new SCFTs, which can be obtained from our previously dis-
cussed ones by relevant superpotential deformations involving the meson chiral operators.
8.1. Flowing from 9)

Starting at the 9] SCFT, the mesonic gauge invariant operators (2.2), with n powers
of X or Y, will be relevant if 2y(x) + nz(xz) < 2. Using the fact that the expressions (2.7)

and (B.§) for y(z) and z(x) are monotonically decreasing with z, with asymptotic values
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(B-I0), we see that we must have 2(0.575) + 2n < 2. Thus, the only solution is n = 1, i.e.

the superpotential

AW = \Q;YQ, (8.1)

where we chose to break SU(Ny) x SU(Ny) — SU(Ny) by including all meson flavor
components diagonally. The superpotential (B.1]) is relevant for all # > 1. This relevant
deformation drives O to a new RG fixed point, which we’ll call 9] M- We expect it to flow
to an interacting SCFT by the argument outlined in footnote 5.

At the Oy SCFT, the R-charges are given by the general expression () with the
additional constraint 2y + z = 2. Using this to eliminate z, the a-maximization procedure

can be used to solve for y(x). We leave analysis of this to the interested reader.

8.2. Flowing from D

Starting at the D RG fixed point, we can see from the asymptotic values of the
R-charges ([.15) that all of the mesons (f.J) can be relevant operators:

AWi,, = Qi X'YIQ',  £20, j=0,1, (8.2)

will be relevant for any ¢ and j7 = 0,1, provided that x is sufficiently large, = > x%”” .
My

The interested reader can analyze the resulting RG fixed point theories, where the super-

conformal R-charge is completely fixed by the condition that it respect the two terms in

the superpotential.

8.3. Flowing from E
Using the asymptotic values in (B.4) for R(Q) and R(X), together with R(Y) = 2/3,
we see that the relevant mesonic deformations are

AW = Q;X'Q%, for 0<(<3, and AW =Q,XYQ". (8.3)

Again, the interested reader can analyze the resulting RG fixed point theories, where the
superconformal R-charge is completely fixed by the condition that it respect the two terms

in the superpotential.
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9. New SCFTs, with O not in their domain of attraction?

Our process of starting at O and then following RG flows to new SCFTs, as in fig. 1,
could potentially miss SCFTs, if they do not have O in their domain of attraction. As a
concrete example we ask if there might be W = TrY**! RG fixed points for k > 2.

As seen sect. 2, W = ATrY?3 is a relevant deformation of the O RG fixed point,
driving the O RG fixed points to the E RG fixed points for all Ny. We have also seen that
W = TrY*+! for k > 2 is an irrelevant deformation of the O RG fixed point. That is, if
we add W = ATrY**1 for k& > 2, then B(A\) > 0, at least for small A, and A — 0 in the IR.
We might wonder, though, if 5(\) could perhaps look like that of fig. 28, and nevertheless
have a zero at some critical value A, corresponding to some new hypothetical RG fixed

points, which we name G}, which do not have O in their domain of attraction.

BN

AQ
Figure 28: A Gy, fixed point?

Our personal prejudice is that such a hypothetical new RG fixed point, requiring large
Yukawa coupling as in fig. 28, seems unlikely. But we’ll here take an unbiased view and
see what constraints could be placed on such hypothetical additional RG fixed points.

Assuming that the superpotential W = TrY**! does control some hypothetical Gy,
RG fixed point, the anomaly free R-symmetry with R(W) = 2 is the one parameter family

2 ~ 1tz —y 2

T R(Q) = R(Q) = v, R(X) T T E+1

R(Y) (9.1)

We can now maximize the central charge a, given by (-6) with z = 2/(k+ 1), with respect
to y; the result is

z(6 — /=14 7422 + k2(—1 + 222) + k(-2 + 422))

301+ ) (=1 + 222) (9:2)

y=1+

For all k, this y is such that no gauge invariant chiral operator ever violates the unitarity
bound R > 2/3 (since y > 1/3 for all z, if £k > 2). So unitarity does not require the
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existence of accidental symmetries, and the above results could be correct as they stand,
without modification. We can now plug (P-3) back into (£-0) to get ag, (x).

We now consider the deformation of the hypothetical G fixed points by AW =
TrY X? which, if relevant, will lead to RG flows either as Gj, — ﬁ, or as Gy — Dg4o,
depending on whether AW wins over TrY**! or if both remain important in the IR,

respectively. To determine when AW is relevant, consider its superconformal R-charge:

R(YX2):2<1;y+1) _ 2z (9.3)
For x close to 1, we see from (P.3) that R(Y X?) > 2 and the deformation is irrelevant. On
the other hand, for x — oo, we get R(Y X?) — 2k/(k+1) < 2 and AW is relevant, so there
is some critical value of x where this deformation becomes relevant. We can now check if
the hypothetical G — D and G — D42 RG flows are compatible with the conjectured
a-theorem, which would require ag, (¥) > az(z), or ag,(x) > ap, ,(z) for all z such that

the RG fixed points exist.

We did some checks of this, hoping to use the conjectured a-theorem to rule out
the hypothetical G, SCFTs, or at least place some stringent bounds on them. What we
found, however, is that all potential a-theorem violations only occur for low values of x.
So, assuming the a-theorem, we can at best rule out the hypothetical G} fixed points for

low x, but we were unable to rule them out entirely.

We could, similarly, consider the possibility that our Ay, Dyyo or Eg 7 s RG fixed

points exist for values of x below the 2™ found for Ay, in [[I] and Dy, 2 and Eg 7 g here.

All of these values of ™" were based on having O in the domain of attraction. But

perhaps, for example, the Dy o RG fixed points could actually also exist for  in some

range xgz’i; <z< xgz’;, which is outside of O’s domain of attraction. If the hypothetical

mint

Dyia extended too far below the values

new lower bound for existence of the Dyo SCFT, x

for :z:’BiﬁZ found in sect. 4, we would have Dy1o — Dy4 o RG flows violating the a-theorem

conjecture, as seen e.g. in fig. 16 if :C’B;m < 2.56. Given our belief in the validity of the
a-theorem, we expect that any hypothetical Dg RG fixed points outside of O’s domain of

attraction, for example, could only exist for the  range 2.56 < a:g;'"i <z < x’ﬁé” ~ 3.14.
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10. Comments

For the a-maximization method to be useful, we must know the full symmetry group
of the IR fixed point, including all accidental symmetries. The class of such accidental
symmetries having to do with operators hitting the unitarity bound and becoming free are
easy to spot and account for, as in [[I] and the present paper. But there can be other
accidental symmetries, which (to quote [[J]]) did not have such an obvious “smoking gun”
characteristic as apparent unitarity violation. For example, in SQCD, the unitarity bound
would tell us that the meson becomes free for Ny < %NC. But we know from Seiberg
duality [f] that that’s not the whole story: the entire theory is in a free magnetic phase for
Ny < %NC. It would be nice if there were some other tractable smoking gun tests which
would reveal, even to someone who did not know about the Seiberg dual, that free mesons
alone do not suffice for Ny < %NC.

Likewise, in sect. 6, we saw that the Dy o conformal window does not extend above
x > 3k — 35732’;; knowing the dual [[§], we found that the IR theory is then governed by
the magnetic version of the D. Because we do not know the duals of any of our other
RG fixed points ([L2), we can not exclude the possibility that they too might have some
new symmetries at sufficiently large = (stronger coupling), which could be very obscure in
the original Lagrangian descriptions — but perhaps obvious in some as-yet-unknown dual
descriptions. Short of knowing such dual descriptions, it would be nice if there were a
tractable test to alert us to the possible presence of such accidental symmetries, which go
beyond those required by the unitarity bound.

It would also be nice to connect the occurrence of Arnold’s ADE singularities found
here to other ways in which the ADE series arises in physics and mathematics. E.g. in
2d N = 2 theories the ADE superpotentials were special because they led to the ¢ < 1
minimal models [P42F], which could be characterized by the requirement that all elements
of the chiral ring be relevant. Another occurrence of the ADE polynomials is via geometry,
e.g. the ALE singularities and generalizations, which could connect with our SCFTs via
string-engineering our SCFTs via D-branes at the singularities. It is indeed possible to
string-engineer some variants of our 4d Ay and Dj4o SCFTs (as well as non-conformal
variants) via 4d spacetime filling D3 branes at points (plus D5’s wrapped on cycles for the
non-conformal variants) in a suitable local Calabi-Yau geometry [R627,28R3RY]. These
constructions do not yield precisely our SCFTs, but rather these theories deformed by
the superpotential AW = @iXQi or AW = @iYQi; these are present in the string

constructions because they are based on a deformation from N = 2.
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It would also be interesting to connect our results about 4d SCFTs to properties
of these theories upon breaking conformal invariance by generic relevant superpotential
deformations, where some new techniques are available for analyzing the effective glueball
superpotentials and properties of the chiral ring e.g. [E7B0,B,B]. Perhaps there is some
generalization of some of the fascinating results in 2d A = 2 theories connecting properties
of SCFTs, such as the Poincare polynomial of superconformal R-charges, and properties
of the critical points and solitons upon massive deformations, see e.g. [BJ].
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Appendix A. Some of the RG fixed points and flows, in the perturbative regime

We can now study the 5, D and E RG fixed points of ([.3) in a perturbative regime,
along the lines of [[[,f]. To do this, we take SU(N,) with N, large and Ny such that the
theory is just barely asymptotically free. Defining = N./Ny, the asymptotic freedom
bound for the theory with N, = 2 adjoint chiral matter fields is x > 1. The perturbative
regime is x = 1 4+ ¢, with 0 < € < 1; the RG fixed point couplings will be of order ¢, and
we will here work only to leading order in €. These results should be qualitatively accurate

provided that we tune € to be sufficiently small by our choice of N. and Ny.

A.1. The O RG fized points: W = 0.

In the limit x = 1 + ¢, with 0 < € < 1, the gauge coupling beta function (g) has a
negative one loop part and a positive two loop part. This leads as in [JJ] to a perturbatively
accessible RG fixed point, with 3(g.) = 0 solved by g. small. A general expression for the
RG fixed point coupling of SUSY gauge theories in this limit is [I0]

-1

92\g| 2 -1
- m(6h—znm(ri)) an’u(rg’) ;] , (A.1)

82

with |G| the dimension of the gauge group, 2h the quadratic Casimir index of the adjoint
representation, n; the number of matter chiral superfields in representation r;, and pu(r;)

the quadratic Casimir index of r;. For our present case this yields

gchN r—1

€
~ ~ —. A2
82 1+42 4 (A-2)
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We can thus make the 't Hooft coupling arbitrarily small by our choice of €. Because the
fixed point coupling is small for sufficiently small €, we expect that perturbation theory is
a reliable indicator of the phase of the gauge theory and that the theory is indeed in the

Y

“non-Abelian Coulomb phase,” which is an interacting conformal field theory.

A.2. The E RG fixed points: W = %)\TrY?’.

In our perturbative regime x = 1+ ¢, with 0 < € < 1, the superpotential deformation
does not affect the gauge coupling beta function to leading order in € (i.e. to one-loop, but
there are higher loop effects). So the gauge coupling remains at the same fixed point value
as in the O case (&.2). The beta function for A is B(\) = 3X\(Y'), which we can compute
to leading order in €. The one-loop anomalous dimension is

92N,  N\2d?
8w2 3272

Y(A) = (A.3)

The ATrY3 interaction vertex is Ad**¢ with d®*¢ the cubic Casimir d**¢ = I Tr[T*{T?, T°}]

L1
2
(with a in the adjoint, and T* in the fundamental representation of SU(N,)). It is straight-

forward to show that

NZ —4)

dabcdbce — ( "y §ae = d25ae. (A4>

Plugging (A-3) and ([A.2) into the 8 function yields

2 2 72 2 72
BN, A2 3. N2 e
- ==\ - ). A5
872 3272 ) 2 (327T2 4) (A-5)

B = S

The negative sign of (&) for small non-zero A shows that TrY? is a relevant deformation
of the O RG fixed point theory, which drives the theory to a new RG fixed point. At this
new RG fixed point, which we name E , we can find the RG fixed point coupling for the

superpotential interaction:
\2 8m2e

(A.6)

to leading order in the ¢ < 1 expansion.
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A.3. The D RG fixed point theories: W = %)\TTXYQ

Again, the added superpotential interaction W = %)\TrX Y2 does not affect the gauge
coupling beta function to leading order in the e expansion. So to leading order in € the
RG fixed point coupling stays at the same value as in the O and E cases, (A.9). The beta
function for A is B(A) = A(37(X) 4+ 7(Y)), which we can evaluate to be

giN.  5d* ., 3¢ | 5d?

1672 T aet) =AEg

2
=+ o). (A7)

BA) = A(=3

Again, this is negative at A\ = 0, showing that W = ATrXY? is a relevant perturbation of
the O RG fixed point, which drives the theory to a new RG fixed point. At that new RG

gixed point, which we name ﬁ, the superpotential interaction has the fixed point value

2472e
N="_" A.
to leading order in the € expansion.
A.4. Combining the D and E interactions: the Dy SCFT
Consider the theory with superpotential
1 1
W = gAlTTX?’ + ixmxy? (A.9)

We have seen that either A\ or Ay zero, with the other non-zero, drives the O RG fixed
points to the D and E RG fixed points, respectively. We now consider the situation where
both A1 and Ay are taken to be non-zero. Depending on the initial values of \; and Ao, we
could study these flows by e.g. starting in the vicinity of the 6, lA), or E RG fixed points.
From all of these initial RG fixed points, the added perturbation of ([A.9) is seen to be a
relevant deformation. We expect that 6, ﬁ, and E are all in the same basin of attraction
for a theory with both terms in the superpotential ([A.9) important; we name this new RG
fixed point SCFT Dy.

We can quantify and confirm this picture in the limit where z = 1+ e with 0 < e < 1,
where perturbation theory is valid. Again, to leading order, the superpotential (A.9) does
not affect the gauge beta so the gauge coupling fixed point value remains at the value
(A.3). The interesting flow is in the couplings A\; and Ag. The beta functions for A\; and

Ao are given by
SO = 2A(X), ) = Aa(39(X) +4(Y)) (A.10)
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Computing the anomalous dimensions to one loop yields

2 2
g:N. 3d
B(A1) = Ai(=3 1672 + 6an2 (A3 +23)) (A1)
2 2 :
9 Ne d
B(Xg) = Az(—g—lw +23 (A2 +5)2)).

These lead to flows which are attracted to the RG fixed point, at

4m%e
N =)\, = pTRE (A.12)
as sketched in fig. 29.
A
De D,
A b A
@) E

Figure 29: The flow between fixed points in the \1-A2 plane.

Appendix B. a-maximization and the effect of accidental symmetries

In [[IT], we proved that the unique exact superconformal R-symmetry is the one that
(locally) maximizes the central charge a. The idea is to write the most general possible
R-symmetry, taken to be anomaly free and respected by relevant superpotential terms, as
Ry = Ry + >, 1 81J1, where Ry is an arbitrary candidate R-symmetry, J; are the various
non-R flavor symmetries, and s; are real parameters. The superconformal R-symmetry
corresponds to some particular values of the parameters, R= Ro+>;51J1, which need to

be determined. The method of [IJ] for determining R is to locally maximize the quantity

Aprial(S1) = 3TrR§’ — TrRy, (B.1)
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i.e. find the unique values of 5; where

da(s) 0%a
= . B.2
(98[ 0 and (98[88] <0 ( )

The above a-maximization proceedure requires knowing the full set of flavor symme-

tries Jy. A subset of the flavor symmetry group can be determined immediately from the
classical Lagrangian and anomaly considerations. But, if the RG fixed point is at relatively
strong coupling, it is possible that it has additional accidental flavor symmetries, which
are not easily visible in a weak coupling analysis of the Lagrangian. One situation where
such accidental flavor symmetries are known to be present is when a chiral gauge invariant
composite operator, M, appears otherwise to violate the unitarity bound R(M) > 2/3
for all chiral operators (this follows from the unitarity bound A(M) > 1). The believed
resolution is that M is actually a free field, with R(M) = 2/3. There is then an acci-
dental U(1)y; symmetry under which only the operator M is charged. U(1),; mixes with
the superconformal U(1)z symmetry to make R(M) = 2/3, without directly affecting the
superconformal R-charge of the other operators.

The a-maximization procedure, however, is non-trivially affected by such accidental
symmetries [[L[T], because the trial U(1)r symmetry should now include the possibility of
mixing with U(1)y: Ry = Ry + syJa, where Ry is the old trial U(1)g symmetry; Ry
includes mixing with U(1)ys, whereas R; did not. Jjs is the current of the accidental
U(1)p symmetry, which gives charge +1 to the composite gauge invariant operators M
(suppose that there are dim(M) of them), with all other gauge invariant operators neutral
under Jp;. The correct a-maximization procedure is to maximize the combination of 't
Hooft anomalies (B.1]) for the most general trial R-symmetry Ry, including mixing with
UV ap(sr,sp) = 3TrR, — TrRy. We can use 't Hooft anomaly matching to account
for the difference between R; and R;, which only comes from the contribution to the ’t

Hooft anomalies of the dim(M) free fields M:
ap (s1,500) = ar(s1) + dim(M) [3(Ry(M) + spr — 1)% — 3(Ry (M) — 1)?] B3)
— dim(M) [(Ry(M) + sar — 1) — (Re(M) — 1)]. '

ap(sr, sy = 0) = 3TrR} — TrRy; = ay(sy) is the trial a-function which we would have
maximized had there not been the accidental U (1)) symmetry.
Upon maximizing a:(sy, sar) in (B-J) with respect to sz, the solution 5 is immedi-

ately found to be given by
Ry (M) = Ry(M)+ sy =2/3, (B.4)

50



which is the expected result that U(1),; mixes with the superconformal U(1)z symmetry
precisely so as to make R(M) = 2/3. We can now maximize ay (sr,Sys) with respect to

the other s, to determine their values s;. Using (B.3) and (B.4), together with
B(R(M) —1)* — (R(M) — 1) = (2= 3R(M))*(5 — 3R(M)), (B.5)

O N
NeRi

the quantity which we have to maximize to find the 57, is now
~ 1.
ap(sr,sp) = ar(sy) + §dzm(M)(2 — 3R,(M))*(5 — 3R (M)). (B.6)

The presence of the second term in (B.f) leads to a different maximizing solution sy, which
non-trivially affects the result for the superconformal U(1)g charge of all fields. It also
affects the value of the central charge a (87, S)r); maximizing with respect to sy, rather
than setting s); = 0, leads to a larger value for the maximal central charge. The second
term in (B.6) vanishes when R(M) = 2/3, so the central charge is continuous when M hits
the unitarity bound and becomes free.

More generally, as in [[[1]], the quantity to maximize will be as in (B.6), but with a

sum over every operator M which is a free field.

Appendix C. Baryons and the unitarity bound

In our large N, limit, baryons can only potentially violate the unitarity bound R(B) >
2/3 when y(z) = R(Q) is zero or negative for some z. This is the case for the D, Dy,
and Fg 7 g RG fixed points. We discuss each of these now. If our results had led to baryons
violating the unitarity bound, we would have concluded that those baryons are free fields,

which would modify our results for the R-charges and central charge a.

C.1. D: no baryons violate the unitarity bound

For large x, y becomes negative and one might worry about baryons thus having
negative R-charge. The worst-case scenario in terms of potentially violating the unitarity

bound is a baryon of the form
[z]—1

[T x‘Q)™

=0

51



where, to minimize the R-charge, we put in as few X’s as possible and no Y’s, bearing in
mind that we need [z] = N./Ny different dressed quarks to antisymmetrize the N, gauge
indices. The R-charge of the above baryon is

[z]—1

Ney+ Ny > i
=1

2 -2y

— N+ 8y (22 el - 1) %

with the terms involving y canceling in the large = limit. So no baryons actually ever

violate the unitarity bound.

C.2. Dygyo: again no baryons violate the unitarity bound.

The R-charges of the baryons (b.§) are given by

k3

R(BMamks)y — %H ~N.(1+ )+ ; ; ny; (204 kj) | - (C.1)
We need to show that this is positive in the range k+1 < z < 3k; for x < k+1 the baryons
certainly do not violate unitarity (all R-charges in (p.I13) are positive), and for x > 3k the
baryons do not exist (moreover, there is no stable vacuum).

The baryon with smallest R-charge (the worst-case scenario for unitarity violation) is
obtained by minimizing Zle Zj’:l ni; (20 + kj) in (Cd]), subject to the constraint that
Zle n;; = Ne and n;; < Ny. This is achieved by taking n; ; = Ny for the [z] different
choices of [ and j for which 2/ + kj is as small as possible, with the other n; ; zero. The
ordered list of possibilities for 21 + kj is as follows:

k+2, k+4, k+6, ..., 2k-1, 2k+1  takingl=1...1(k+1) with j =1

2l+kj = < 2k+2,2k+3, 2k+4, ..., 4k, 4k+1 from the others (C.2)
4k+3, 4k+5, 4k+7, ...5k-2, 5k from | = 3(k+3)...k with j = 3.

We thus have for our worst-case scenerio

E 3 %(k'i‘l) min([m]—%(kﬂ),zk)
SO @ ki) = Y0 Np(2i+k)+ 3 Np(2k+1+19)
I=1j=1 i=1 i=1
1 (C.3)
[z] =5 (5k+1)
+ Ny¢(4k + 1 + 2i),

i=1

where the last line of (C33) is included only if [z] > 1(5k + 1). Since [z] > k + 1 in our
range of interest, we must use all of the 1 (k+1) terms in the first row of (C:3)and at least

52



some of the second row, which yield the first two sums in (C:3). If [z] > 3 (5k + 1) then
the second row of ([C.9) is also used up, and we need to use the third, giving the last line
of (C3). Doing the sums ([C.3) and plugging into ([C.1]) yields the minimal R-charge of a
baryon. The result is a complicated function of z, which starts off positive at x = k + 1,
initially increases with x, and then monotonically decreases until it reaches 0 at x = 3k.
Thus no baryons ever violate the unitarity bound for the lA?;H_g theories, at least for k odd.
We expect k even to be qualitatively similar, since we can flow from k odd to a lower value

of K/, which could be even by adding a superpotential deformation.

C.3. Eg: baryons would violate the unitarity bound for large x.

We now discuss the Eg case; the F; and Fg cases can be similarly analyzed. As we
have seen, at the classical level the chiral ring does not appear to truncate and it is unclear

whether or not there is an upper stability bound on z, z < 7

*. If we ignore the possible
quantum truncation of the chiral ring, along with the possible stability bound upper limit
on x, we can see that there will be baryons which hit the unitarity bound, and thus become
free fields, for sufficiently large x. We would then have to correct the a to be maximized,
along the lines of the general discussion in [[[T], by terms analogous to the additional term
in (B.q), but for the baryons.

However, our numerical evidence in sect. 7.1, along with assuming the a-theorem
conjecture is correct, suggests that there is actually a quantum stability bound requiring
r < o5 ~ 13.80. And it can be verified that no baryons have yet hit the unitarity bound
if x < 13.80. So, if there is indeed such a stability bound, the discussion of this subsection
is a moot point.

To see that baryons would hit the unitarity bound for x sufficiently large (ignoring

the possible stability bound mentioned above), consider the 2" Ny dressed fundamentals
XYy Xy . X"y X™YQ;, (C.4)

where each 7; = 1 or 2. Forming a baryon from these, we require [z] types of such dressed

n

quarks, with n ranging from zero to ¢, given by > ¢_, 2" = [z], i.e. ¢ ~ log, « for large z.

The R-charge of such a baryon is

Nf n=1 n=1i=0 U
:x<1_§)+gin2n+lin n (2+n) (C5>
6 3n:1 2n:l 1=0 ‘ ,
2
= (1- %) + 5 2+ (= D27) + 53+ 3(q - 1)27),
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Taking x large for simplicity, this gives ¢ ~ log, x, and then ([C.]) yields

R(B)  2* 1Txlogx
N, 6 12logz T (C.6)

which becomes negative for x > 55 (a slight overestimate, due to our approximations).

Appendix D. Magnetic Asymptotics

As at the end of Section 4.1, we can compute the asymptotic value of y for the
magnetic dual of the Dy, o theory. For large k, 55’5&2 also becomes large, and y(x) flattens
out before the X**! term becomes relevant; it is this asymptotic value of ¥ we wish to
compute. The situation is complicated here by the preponderance of mesons, 3k in all. It
is convenient to divide these into 3 groups of k, each with different powers of Y.

The central charge a for this theory can then be written as

5Dk;@f§’ W _ aﬁj(é’ 9, % : [(2 = BR(Nn))*(5 — 3BR(Nu))] + %(k —2py)
+ % li [(2 = 3R(Ni2))%(5 — 3R(Ni2))] + gﬂc —2p2) (D.1)
+ % : [(2 = 3R(Ni3))2(5 — 3R(Ni))] + S(k — 2p3),
where
R(Ny) :2§+(l—1)2_§2g+(]’—1) (?H) (D.2)

and a5(7,y) /NJ% is the same as in ([7]). The sums run over the Legendre-transform
partners IV;; of the interacting mesons M} 1_;3_;, and we have split the sum over the
remaining free mesons into three parts; the total number of free mesons is 3k —p; —p2 — p3.

We would now like to approximate these sums by integrals. However, it is not imme-
diately clear which sums we should include. We know that the meson Mg is interacting
for all z > 1, so we should definitely include the p; sum. But it is not obvious whether or
not to include the ps and ps sums. We use a self-consistency check to give us the answer:
The upper limit of the sums is the value at which the meson with the smallest R-charge
becomes interacting,

2g+(pj—1)<2_;g)+(j—1) <g;1+1):§. (D.3)
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(Note: This looks like it describes when the Legendre-transform partner with the largest
possible R-charge N;; becomes free, except for the 4/3 on the RHS.) Since we expect y to

approach a constant, we can easily solve this for p; in the large = limit:

= (3-i-) (2. D

To approximate these sums by integrals, we can integrate over the variable

tj:2g7+(l—1)<2_~237)+(j—1) <g;1+1); (D.5)

T

the limits of integration on the nth sum will be from 2y +n — 1 to 4/3. Performing these
integrals and substituing the answer back into (D.J]) gives an expression for a which may
be maximized as a function of .

The self-consistency argument is easily done: First, assume that only the p; sum
contributes. Including its contribution to ¢ and maximizing yields a number for y which
may then be substituted into (D.4). Doing so yields positive values for both p; and po,
which is inconsistent with our assumption that only the first sum contributes. One may
then perform this procedure for any combination of the sums; the only self-consistent
answer turns out to be that one must include both the p; and ps sum, but not the p3 sum.
Maximizing @ with these two sums (and, of course, their accompanying sums over the free

mesons) gives the asymptotic value for y
Yasymp ~ —0.1038. (D.6)

One may then easily compute the asymptotic value of the central charge

ap,, . (T) _ 6k
% ~ 13.1186% + n (D.7)

and also where the X**1 term becomes relevant,

TR, ~ 1.1038k. (D.8)
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