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Abstract: We study the short multiplet spectrum in 4d N = 2 superconformal theories of

low rank using the full superconformal indices and the selection rules from the superconformal

representation theory. We find a universal expression for the leading terms for the supercon-

formal index of rank one H0, H1, H2, D4, E6, E7 theories. From this result, we argue that

certain short multiplets appear in the operator product expansions involving stress-tensor,

conserved current, and Coulomb branch operator vanish. We also apply the same proce-

dure to 5d superconformal theories and find that E1 theory has vanishing short multiplets

analogous to that of the H1 theory.
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1 Introduction and Summary

Superconformal field theories (SCFT) have been a fruitful arena to discover new aspects of

strongly-coupled quantum field theories. Moreover, a high degree of symmetry often allows

us to develop novel tools to improve our quantitative understanding. In general, SCFTs

may not have known Lagrangian descriptions, as in the case of the class S theories [1, 2] or

Argyres-Douglas type theories [3–5].

In this paper, we focus on four-dimensional N = 2 superconformal theories of rank 1,

labeled by Deligne-Cvitanovich exceptional series H0 ⊂ H1 ⊂ H2 ⊂ D4 ⊂ E6 ⊂ E7 ⊂ E8.

Here the rank is defined as the dimension of the Coulomb branch the theory has. These

theories are also referred to as F-theory SCFTs since they are easily realized by a single D3-

brane probing F-theory singularities labeled by the Kodaira classification [6, 7].1 Following

the widely believed conjecture that there is no rank zero N = 2 SCFT, they qualify as the

simplest theories among the possible N = 2 theories in 4d. Most notably, the original H0

Argyres-Douglas theory saturates the lower bound on the central charge c [15]. Under the

SCFT/VOA correspondence [16], the H0 theory is mapped to the Yang-Lee minimal model,

which is the simplest non-unitary chiral algebra. It has been further noticed that Argyres-

Douglas (AD) theory and its generalizations have rather simple corresponding chiral algebras

1All possible rank 1 theories are classified via its Seiberg-Witten geometry [8–13]. See also [14] for another

F-theoretic realization.
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[17–38], which suggests that they can be regarded as a natural analog of minimal models

in 4d. Therefore they serve as a natural target for the superconformal bootstrap program

[39–42].

In the paper [29, 43], it was demonstrated that by combining the information of the Schur

or Macdonald index (both of which can be obtained via associated VOA) and the selection

rule for the OPE that can be obtained via superconformal characters (which was possible

thanks to the work of [44, 45]), one could argue that certain OPE coefficients vanish for

various generalized AD theories (see also [46]). It was also known that the rank 1 SCFTs,

including the Minahan-Nemeschansky En theories, also have the property of vanishing of

OPE coefficients [16]. This analysis was possible since Macdonald indices for these theories

were available, without which there would be ambiguity on interpreting each term in the

index. However, the Schur sector does not capture operators in the Coulomb branch or any

possible mixed OPE between the Higgs and the Coulomb branch operators. In the current

paper, we would like to expand the previous analysis beyond the Schur sector so that we have

access to the other universal part in the N = 2 SCFT, namely the Coulomb branch.

Apart from the D4 theory, all the rank 1 SCFTs (including the ones that are not in the

exceptional series) do not have a Lagrangian description with manifest N = 2 supersymme-

try, which posed a challenge to compute the superconformal index beyond the Schur sector.

However, it has been found that there exist N = 1 Lagrangian theories that flows to some

of the rank 1 SCFTs, namely H0, H1, H2, E6, E7 [47–52].2 This allows us to compute the full

superconformal indices for these theories. We would like to combine the explicit expression

for the index with the OPE selection rules involving universal short multiplets in N = 2

theory, namely stress-tensor (T ), conserved current (J ), and the Coulomb branch (or N = 2

chiral) multiplet (E). We find that the leading terms for the superconformal indices of rank 1

SCFTs H1, H2, D4, E6, E7 have the following universal expression in terms of the pletheystic

exponential (PE):

Irank 1 = PE
[
T + Ē−∆ + χadjJ − B̂2χI2

− B̄1,−2∆+1(0,0) − χadjB̄1,−∆(0,0) − C̄ 1
2
,−∆+ 1

2
( 1
2
,0) − χadjĈ1(0,0) + . . .

] (1.1)

Here each symbol represents the indices for the corresponding short multiplets: for example,

T and J denote the indices for the stress-tensor multiplet and the conserved-current multiplet

respectively. The Ēr denotes the index for the N = 2 chiral multiplet, which contains the

Coulomb branch operator of dimension ∆ = −r. (See table 2.) And χR denotes the character

of the representation R of the flavor symmetry gF . Here I2 is given by the relation

Sym2(adj) = (2 · adj)⊕ I2 , (1.2)

where (2 · adj) refers to the representation with the Dynkin label being twice as those of

the adjoint representation of the flavor symmetry gF . We are not able to check whether the

2N = 1 Lagrangian description for other non-Lagrangian N ≥ 2 theories are given in [53–58].
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H0 H1 H2 D4 E6 E7 E8

∆ 6
5

4
3

3
2 2 3 4 6

gF ∅ su2 su3 so8 e6 e7 e8

dim(adj) · 3 8 28 78 133 248

dim(I2) · 1 9 106 651 1540 3876

Table 1: Data for the rank 1 N = 2 ‘exceptional’ superconformal theories. Here ∆ is the

dimension of the Coulomb branch operator and gF is the flavor symmetry.

expression (1.1) holds for the E8 theory, since the full superconformal index for this theory is

unknown. However, given the universality of this expression, we expect it to be true for the

E8 theory as well.

From the full superconformal index and the selection rules for the OPE of short multiplets,

we claim that the following OPE coefficients vanish for the rank 1 SCFTsH1, H2, D4, E6, E7, E8:

λ[J ,J , B̂2]
∣∣∣
I2

= 0 ,

λ[E∆, E∆,B1,2∆−1(0,0)] = 0 ,

λ[E∆,J ,B1,∆(0,0)] = 0 ,

λ[E∆, T , C 1
2
,∆− 1

2
(0, 1

2
)] = 0 ,

λ[T ,J , Ĉ1(0,0)] = 0 ,

(1.3)

and also for their complex conjugates. The ∆ denotes the dimension of the Coulomb branch

operator. The first relation above is a well-known consequence of the Joseph relation for the

1-instanton moduli space.

For the case of the H0 theory, all the terms involving the conserved current multiplet J
do not appear, so that we have a simpler form

IH0 = PE
[
T + Ē−∆ − B̄1,−2∆+1(0,0) − C̄ 1

2
,−∆+ 1

2
( 1
2
,0) + . . .

]
, (1.4)

with ∆ = 6
5 . It can be thought of as the same universal form as (1.1) upon removing all the

flavor dependent terms. From the index and the OPE selection rules for E ×T and E ×E , we

find that the following OPE coefficients vanish in the H0 theory:

λ[E∆, T , C 1
2
,∆− 1

2
(0, 1

2
)] = 0 ,

λ[E∆, E∆,B1,2∆−1(0,0)] = 0 ,
(1.5)

which is simply a subset of the relation (1.3).

In the rest of the paper, we explain the procedure to determine the vanishing OPE

coefficients from combining the superconformal index and the OPE selection rule. In section

2, we compute the full superconformal indices for the rank 1 SCFTs labeled by the Deligne-

Cvitanovich exceptional series and find the vanishing short multiplets and show that our
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universal expressions (1.1) and (1.3) hold. In section 3, we also apply our method to 5d

N = 1 SCFT and show that certain short multiplets vanish for the E1 theory, very similar

to that of the 4d H1 theory. This hints that E1 theory (UV fixed point of the SU(2)0 SYM

theory) is the direct 5d analog of the 4d H1 Argyres-Douglas theory.

Note added: While the author was preparing the current paper, a very interesting paper

[59] appeared on ArXiv, which has overlapping results with the current paper. The current

paper covers additional vanishing short multiplets coming from the mixed OPEs, in addition

to the rank 1 SCFTs that are not of Argyres-Douglas type. The paper of [59] covers higher-

rank AD theories as well as their N = 1 deformations. Part of the results in the current

paper was announced at the APCTP workshop on Strings, Branes, and Gauge Theories 2020.

2 Vanishing short multiplets in rank 1 SCFTs

In this section, we compute the superconformal indices for the 4d N = 2 rank 1 SCFTs. We

will mostly use two different representations of the indices, one of which is given in terms of

fugacities (p, q, t) as

I(p, q, t) = Tr(−1)F pj1+j2+ r
2 qj2−j1+ r

2 tR−
r
2 , (2.1)

where j1,2 denotes Cartans for the Lorentz group SU(2)1 × SU(2)2 and R, r denote the

Cartans for the SU(2)R × U(1)r. The index gets contributions from the states satisfying

∆ ≡ E − 2j2 − 2R− r/2 = 0 and the fugacities satisfy

|p| < 1, |q| < 1, |t| < 1,
∣∣∣pq
t

∣∣∣ < 1 . (2.2)

We sometimes use an alternative parametrization

p = t3y , q = t3/y , t = t4/v , (2.3)

with |y| = |v| = 1 and |t| < 1, which is useful when expanding the index as a power series of

t. Then the trace formula for the index can be written as

I(t, y, v) = Tr(−1)F t2(E+j2)y2j1v−R+ r
2 . (2.4)

One can take a simplification limit p → 0 to obtain the Macdonald index, which counts the

operators in the so-called Schur sector [60]. One can further take t → q to obtain the Schur

index, which is identical to the (vacuum) character of the associated vertex operator algebra

(VOA) [16]. One can also take p, q → 0 to obtain the Hall-Littlewood index or the Higgs

branch index. For the rank one theories we consider, it computes the Hilbert series of the

Higgs branch, which is identical to the (centered) one-instanton moduli space. It is given by

a universal expression [61–63]

IHL(t;~a) =
∑
n

χ(n·adj)(~a)tn , (2.5)

where (n·adj) denotes the irreducible representation labelled using the Dynkin label of adjoint

representation multiplied by n.
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DO CDI comment

CR,r(j1,j2) A`L̄[j1; j2](R;r)

BR,r(0,j) B1L̄[0; j](R>0,r)

Er(0,j) B1L̄[0; j](0;r) Er ≡ Er(0,0)

ĈR(j1,j2) A`Ā¯̀[j1; j2](R;j1−j2) T ≡ Ĉ0(0,0)

DR(0,j) B1Ā¯̀[0; j](R;−j−2)

B̂R B1B̄1[0; 0](R;0) J ≡ B1

Table 2: Short multiplets of 4d N = 2 SCFTs in Dolan-Osborn (DO) and Cordova-

Dumitrescu-Intriligator (CDI) notations.

2.1 Indices and the selection rules for the short multiplets

The superconformal index counts the degeneracies of short multiplets up to recombination

[64, 65]. Therefore for a given index, it is not always possible to extract the true short multiplet

spectrum. On the other hand, we know the existence of certain universal multiplets such as

stress-tensor (T ), conserved-current (J ), Coulomb branch (Er) and their OPE selection rules.

Combining both information (sometimes with a plausible assumption), we are able to show

that certain short multiplets are absent in the theory.

The procedure we take is as follows [15, 20, 43]: Suppose we find the index of the form

I = PE [I(A) + I(B)− I(C) + . . .] , (2.6)

where I(A), I(B), I(C) denotes the index for the short multiplets A,B,C, respectively (it

may include a possibly minus sign). The multiplets A or B can be taken as universal ones

such as stress-tensor, Coulomb branch, or conserved current. For this case, the contribution

to the index is unambiguously coming from such universal multiplets. On the other hand, it

is not uniquely specified which short multiplet contribute to I(C) in general. This term may

come from the vanishing of C multiplet or come from another multiplet C ′ that contributes

to I(C ′) = −I(C). However, if we once figure out the selection rules for the products of A

and B’s, such as A × A, A × B, B × B or products of powers of A and B, one may look

for the multiplet C among these OPEs. Among the short multiplets that appear in these

OPEs, if we find a unique multiplet C that gives rise to I(C), we can confidently claim that

C should disappear in the theory.3 It does not completely rule out the possibility of having

both multiplets C and C ′ so that we reproduce the index. However, it yields additional

multiplets that contribute to higher-order with even larger cancellations. Therefore we claim

the C multiplet vanishes in this case, which is supported by the bootstrap results.

Instead of computing the full selection rules for the OPEs, we take a short-cut by comput-

ing superconformal characters for the superconformal multiplets, say χ(A) and χ(B). Then

3One may find such C only at a multiple product of A and B, for example n-fold product An = A×· · ·×A.

Indeed, such phenomenon happens for higher-rank theories [43]. In such cases, one finds that the operator C

cannot appear in Ai for i < n.
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we take the product χ(A) × χ(B) and decompose it into a sum over superconformal char-

acters: χ(A) × χ(B) =
∑

p χ(p) where p collectively denotes the quantum numbers for the

superconformal multiplets. This is not the full selection rule for the OPE for the product of

two local operators in A and B multiplets, since it misses contributions from singular pieces.

Nevertheless, it turns out this is sufficient for us since what we need to find is an existence of

certain multiplets in the OPE that can potentially contribute to the index. One may worry

that singular contribution might give rise to additional short multiplet that might contribute

to the same index, but this does not happen generically since it changes the scaling dimension.

This does not fully justify our method, but we find our method agrees with the analysis based

on OPE whenever the OPE for the supermultiplets are available.

Indices for the short multiplets Various short multiplets in 4d N = 2 superconformal

theories have been classified in [44, 45] (see table 2) and their superconformal indices were

computed in [60]. Let us summarize the result here.

• Index for the C multiplet is given as

IC̄R,r(j1,j2)
= (−1)2j1+2j2+1t1+R+j2

(pq
t

)j2−r (1− pq
t )(t− p)(t− q)χ2j1+1

(√
p
q

)
(1− p)(1− q)

, (2.7)

where χ2j+1(x) denotes SU(2) character for the spin-j representation, given as χ2j+1(x) =∑2j
m=0 x

2j−m.

• Index for the Ĉ multiplet is given as

IĈR(j1,j2)
= (−1)2j1+2j2tj2+R+ 3

2

(pq
t

)j1+ 1
2

(
1− pq

t

) (
χ2j1+2(

√
p
q )−

√
pq
t χ2j1+1(

√
p
q )
)

(1− p)(1− q)
.

(2.8)

• Index for the B multiplet is given as

IB̄R,r(j1,0)
= IC̄

R− 1
2 ,r+1

2 (j1,−
1
2 )
. (2.9)

• Index for the B̂R multiplet is given as

IB̂R =
tR − pqtR−1

(1− p)(1− q)
. (2.10)

• Index for the Êr(0,0) multiplet is given as

IĒr(0,0) =
(pq
t

)−r−1 (t− p)(t− q)
t(1− p)(1− q)

. (2.11)
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Selection rules for the OPE of short multiplets Let us summarize the selection rules

for the OPE of universal short multiplets that we utilize in this paper.

• OPE of two stress tensors [15] [43]:

Ĉ0(0,0) × Ĉ0(0,0) ∼ I + Ĉ0( `
2
, `
2

) + Ĉ1( `
2
, `
2

) + . . . (2.12)

Here we sum over all possible positive integer `’s.

• OPE of chiral (Coulomb branch) multiplets [39, 40]:

Er1 × Er2 ∼ Er1+r2 + B1,r1+r2−1(0,0) + C 1
2
,r1+r2− 3

2
(j− 1

2
,j)

+ B 1
2
,r1+r2− 1

2
(0, 1

2
) + C0,r1+r2−1(j−1,j) + . . .

(2.13)

Here we sum over all half-integer and integer j’s.

• OPE of two conserved current multiplets:

J × J = B̂1 × B̂1 ∼ I + B̂1 + B̂2 + Ĉ0(j,j) + Ĉ1(j,j) + . . . (2.14)

Here we sum over all half-integer and integer j’s.

• OPE of chiral multiplet and conserved current multiplet [42]4:

Er × J ∼ B1,r(0,0) + C 1
2
,r− 1

2
( `−1

2
, `
2

) + . . . (2.15)

Here we sum over all possible positive integer `’s.

• The OPE of chiral and stress-tensor multiplet (E ×T ) and the OPE of stress-tensor and

conserved current multiplets (T × J ) are worked out in [66], but our superconformal

character computation does not seem to be compatible with the result of [66]. Instead,

we work out the leading order in the superconformal character to deduce the short-

multiplets in these OPEs in the spirit of [43].

2.2 H0 theory

The full index of the H0 theory can be computed using the N = 1 gauge theory description

given as SU(2) gauge theory with 1 adjoint (φ) and 2 fundamental (q, q′) and 2 gauge-singlet

(M,X) chiral multiplets with the superpotential [31, 49, 50, 67]

W = Xφ2 +Mq′φq′ + φqq , (2.16)

4There is an earlier work [66] who worked out the OPE, but had an error which is fixed by [42]. We also

confirmed the result by computing superconformal characters.
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where we omitted gauge indices. From this matter content and the interaction superpotential,

one can obtain the contour integral expression for the superconformal index, which is given

as

IH0 =
Γ((pqt )

6
5 )

Γ((pqt )
2
5 )

κ

2

∮
|z|=1

dz

2πi

Γ(z±2,0(pqt )
1
5 )Γ(z±(pqt )

2
5 t

1
2 )Γ(z±(pqt )−

1
5 t

1
2 )

Γ(z±2)
, (2.17)

where we used the abbreviation f(z±) ≡ f(z)f(z−1) and f(z±2,0) ≡ f(z2)f(z−2)f(z0). Here

κ ≡ (p; p)(q; q) with (z; q) =
∏

n≥0(1− zqn) and G(z) is the elliptic gamma function defined

as

Γ(z) ≡ Γ(z; p, q) =
∏

m,n≥0

1− z−1pm+1qn+1

1− zpmqn
. (2.18)

As usual, we assume the fugacities to be |p| < 1, |q| < 1, |t| < 1 and |pq/t| < 1.

We find that the leading term of the resulting index can be rewritten in terms as

IH0 = PE
[
T + Ē− 6

5
− B̄1,− 7

5
(0,0) − C̄ 1

2
,− 7

10
( 1
2
,0)

]
+O(t

51
5 ) , (2.19)

where the expansion parameter t is defined via the relation p = t3y, q = t3/y, t = t4/v. The

product of the superconformal characters for the Coulomb branch and stress-tensor multiplet

can be decomposed into

χE 6
5

× χT ∼ χC
0, 65 (0,0)

+ χC
0, 65 ( 12 , 12 )

+ χC
0, 65 (1,1)

+ χC
0, 65 ( 32 , 32 )

+ χC 1
2 , 7

10 (0, 12 )
+ χC 1

2 , 7
10 ( 12 ,0)

+ χC 1
2 , 7

10 ( 12 ,1)
+ χC 1

2 , 7
10 (1, 12 )

+ χC 1
2 , 7

10 (1, 32 )
+ χC 1

2 , 7
10 ( 32 ,1)

+ χC 1
2 , 7

10 ( 32 ,2)
+ · · · ,

(2.20)

where we omitted the long multiplets. The boxed short multiplet should appear in general in

the OPE of Coulomb branch and stress tensor multiplets. However, the minus sign in front of

C̄ 1
2
,− 7

10
( 1
2
,0) inside the PE of the index (2.19) implies that such multiplet (and also its complex

conjugate) should not appear in the theory. Had we just known the information from the

index, one cannot discern which multiplet contributes to this particular term. But the OPE

selection rule tells us that this is the unique choice.

The product of the character for the two Coulomb branch operators decompose into

χE 6
5

× χE 6
5

∼ χE 12
5 (0,0)

+ χB 1
2 , 1910 (0, 12 )

+ χB
1, 75 (0,0)

+ χC
0, 75 (0,1)

+ χC
0, 75 ( 12 , 32 )

+ χC
0, 75 (1,2)

+ χC
0, 75 ( 32 , 52 )

+ χC 1
2 , 9

10 (0, 12 )
+ χC 1

2 , 9
10 ( 12 ,1)

+ χC 1
2 , 9

10 (1, 32 )
+ χC 1

2 , 9
10 ( 32 ,2)

+ · · · .
(2.21)

Combining the information from the index (2.19), we see that the boxed operator above is

the one that are absent in the H0 theory. Therefore the vanishing OPE coefficients for the

H0 theory are

λ
[
E 6

5
, T , C 1

2
, 7
10

( 1
2
,0)

]
= 0 , (2.22)

λ
[
E 6

5
, E 6

5
,B1, 7

5
(0,0)

]
= 0 . (2.23)
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It is also known that the following OPE vanishes:

λ
[
T , T , Ĉ1( 1

2
, 1
2

)

]
= 0 . (2.24)

It can be obtained from the Macdonald index [20] and is the condition for the central charge

c to saturate the bound c ≥ 11
30 [15].

2.3 H1 theory

The full index for the H1 theory can be obtained by considering N = 1 gauge theory de-

scription given as the SU(2) gauge theory with 1 adjoint (φ) and 2 fundamentals (q, q′) and

2 gauge-singlets (M,X) with the superpotential [50, 51, 53]5

W = Xφ2 +Mqq′ . (2.25)

The full superconformal index can be obtained via evaluating the following integral:

IH1 =
Γ((pqt )

4
3 )

Γ((pqt )
2
3 )

κ

2

∮
|z|=1

dz

2πi

Γ(z±2,0(pqt )
1
3 )Γ(z±a(pqt )−

1
6 t

1
2 )Γ(z±a−1(pqt )−

1
6 t

1
2 )

Γ(z±2)
. (2.26)

Here a is the fugacity for the SU(2) flavor symmetry. We find that the above index can be

written in terms of plethystic exponential as

IH1 = PE
[
χadjJ + Ē− 4

3
+ T − B̂2 − B̄1,− 5

3
(0,0)

− χadjB̄1,− 4
3

(0,0) − C̄ 1
2
,− 5

6
( 1
2
,0) − Ĉ1(0,0)χadj +O(t10)

]
.

(2.27)

One might wonder why we have the stress-tensor (T ) as a separate generator since it can

appear in the OPE of J × J . Indeed, in the associated VOA, the (2d) stress tensor is given

by the Sugawara construction so that there is no independent T . However, we find that the

index cannot be written in terms of PE without separate T contribution. This can be already

seen by taking the Macdonald limit p→ 0, which yields

IH1 = PE

[
qTχadj + q2(T − T 2)− q3T 2χadj

1− q
+O(q4)

]
, (2.28)

where t = qT . The qT and q2T terms come from the conserved current and stress-tensor

multiplets respectively. The terms q2T 2 and q3T 2 come from B̂2 and Ĉ1(0,0) respectively.

Notice that only after taking the Schur limit T → 1, the q2 term vanishes.

5This theory has two dual N = 1 Lagrangian descriptions coming from the fact H1 = (A1, A3) = (A1, D3).

We utilize the (A1, A3) description here.

– 9 –



We obtain the following selection rules involving mixed OPE of Coulomb branch operator

and stress tensor or conserved current from the superconformal character decomposition:

χE 4
3

× χT ∼ χC
0, 43 (0,0)

+ χC 1
2 , 56 (0, 12 )

+ χC
0, 43 ( 12 , 12 )

+ χC 1
2 , 56 ( 12 ,1)

+ χC 1
2 , 56 ( 12 ,0)

+ χC
0, 43 (1,1)

+ χC 1
2 , 56 (1, 32 )

+ χC 1
2 , 56 (1, 12 )

+ χC
0, 43 ( 32 , 32 )

+ χC 1
2 , 56 ( 32 ,2)

+ χC 1
2 , 56 ( 32 ,1)

+ . . .
(2.29)

χE 4
3

× χJ ∼ χB
1, 43 (0,0)

+ χC 1
2 , 56 (0, 12 )

+ χC 1
2 , 56 ( 12 ,1)

+ χC 1
2 , 56 (1, 32 )

+ χC 1
2 , 56 ( 32 ,2)

+ . . . (2.30)

χT × χJ ∼ χĈ1(0,0)
+ χĈ

1( 12 , 12 )
+ χĈ1(1,1)

+ χĈ
1( 32 , 32 )

+ χĈ1(2,2)
+ χC 1

2 , 12 ( 12 ,0)
+ . . . (2.31)

The boxed short multiplets are the ones that are vanishing. Here we also need to take the

flavor part of the index into account, in order to obtain the correct vanishing condition.

The relevant OPE selection rules for us are given as

B̂2 ∈ J × J ,

B̄1,− 5
3

(0,0) ∈ Ē− 4
3
× Ē− 4

3
,

B̄1,− 4
3

(0,0) ∈ Ē− 4
3
× J ,

C̄ 1
2
,− 5

6
( 1
2
,0) ∈ Ē− 4

3
× T ,

Ĉ1(0,0) ∈ T × J ,

(2.32)

and also their complex conjugates. From the expression for the index and the selection rule

above, we find that the following OPE coefficients vanish in the H1 theory:

λ
[
J ,J , B̂2

] ∣∣∣
I2

= 0

λ
[
E 4

3
, E 4

3
,B1, 5

3
(0,0)

]
= 0

λ
[
E 4

3
,J ,B1, 4

3
(0,0)

]
= 0

λ
[
E 4

3
,J , C1, 5

6
(0, 1

2
)

]
= 0

λ
[
T ,J , Ĉ1(0,0)

]
= 0

(2.33)

For the H1 theory with SU(2) flavor symmetry, I2 simply consists of the flavor singlet since

Sym2(adj) = 5⊕ 1 in SU(2).

2.4 H2 theory

We can compute the full index for the H2 theory using the N = 1 Lagrangian description

given by SU(2) gauge theory with 1 adjoint (φ) and 4 fundamentals (q1, q̃1, q2, q̃2) and 2

singlets (M,X) with the superpotential [51, 53]:

W = Xφ2 +Mq1q̃1 + q2φq̃2 (2.34)
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The Lagrangian only has SU(2) × U(1) as its manifest flavor symmetry, but it enhances to

SU(3) in the IR upon RG flow. Now, the index can be computed as

IH2 =
Γ((pqt )

3
2 )

Γ((pqt ))

κ

2

∮
|z|=1

dz

2πi

Γ(z±2,0(pqt )
1
2 )
∏

i=± Γ(z±xi(
pq
t )

1
4 t

1
2 )Γ(z±yi(

pq
t )−

1
4 t

1
2 )

Γ(z±2)
, (2.35)

where x± = (a1a
3
2)±1, y± = (a1a

−1
2 )±1 with a1, a2 being SU(3) flavor fugacities. Upon

evaluating the index, we find the following expression:

IH2 = PE
[
χadj(a)J + Ē− 3

2
+ T − B̂2(1 + χadj(a))− B̄1,−2(0,0)

− χadj(a)B̄1,− 3
2

(0,0) − C̄ 1
2
,−1( 1

2
,0) − Ĉ1(0,0)χadj(a) +O(t11)

] (2.36)

Repeating the same procedure, we find the relevant OPEs to be The relevant OPE selection

rules for us are given as

B̂2 ∈ J × J ,

B̄1,−2(0,0) ∈ Ē− 3
2
× Ē− 3

2
,

B̄1,− 3
2

(0,0) ∈ Ē− 3
2
× J ,

C̄ 1
2
,−1( 1

2
,0) ∈ Ē− 3

2
× T ,

Ĉ1(0,0) ∈ T × J ,

(2.37)

and their complex conjugates as well. Combining the information from the index and the

selection rule, we find the following OPE coefficients (and their complex conjugates) vanish

in the H2 theory:

λ [J ,J ,B2]
∣∣∣
I2

= 0

λ
[
E 3

2
, E 3

2
,B1,2(0,0)

]
= 0

λ
[
E 3

2
,J ,B1, 3

2
(0,0)

]
= 0

λ
[
E 3

2
,J , C 1

2
,1(0, 1

2
)

]
= 0

λ
[
T ,J , Ĉ1(0,0)

]
= 0

(2.38)

Here I2 = 8⊕ 1 for SU(3).

2.5 D4 theory

The D4 theory is a Lagrangian superconformal gauge theory of SU(2) with 4 fundamental

hypermultiplets. The index can be computed using the following integral:

ID4 =
κ

2

∮
|z|=1

dz

2πi

Γ
(pq

t z
±2,0

)∏4
i=1 Γ(z±ait

1
2 )Γ(z±a−1

i t
1
2 )

Γ(z±2)
(2.39)
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Here ai=1,2,3,4 are the fugacities for the SO(8) flavor symmetry. We find that the index can

be written as

ID4 = PE
[
Ē−2 + T + Jχadj − B̂2χI2 − B̄1,−2(0,0)χadj(~a)

− B̄1,−3(0,0) − Ĉ1(0,0)χadj − C̄ 1
2
,− 3

2
( 1
2
,0) +O(t12)

] (2.40)

where I2 = 35v ⊕ 35c ⊕ 35s ⊕ 1. The relevant OPE selection rules for us are given as

B̂2 ∈ J × J ,

B̄1,−3(0,0) ∈ Ē−2 × Ē−2 ,

B̄1,−2(0,0) ∈ Ē−2 × J ,

C̄ 1
2
,− 3

2
( 1
2
,0) ∈ Ē−2 × T ,

Ĉ1(0,0) ∈ T × J ,

(2.41)

and their complex conjugates as well. From the index and the selection rules, we find that

the following OPE coefficients vanish:

λ
[
J ,J , B̂2

] ∣∣∣
I2

= 0

λ
[
E2, E2,B1,3(0,0)

]
= 0

λ
[
E2,J ,B1,2(0,0)

]
= 0

λ
[
E2,J , C 1

2
, 3
2

(0, 1
2

)

]
= 0

λ
[
T ,J , Ĉ1(0,0)

]
= 0

(2.42)

2.6 E6 theory

The full index is computed in [47] utilizing Argyres-Seiberg duality between partially gauged

E6 theory and SU(3) Nf = 6 SQCD. It can be also understood as an N = 1 (singular)

Lagrangian description for the E6 theory [48]. This yields the integral expression for the

index to be

IE6 =
κ

2
Γ(tw±2)Γ(pqt)

∮
Cw

ds

2πis

Γ(t−
1
2 s±1w±1)

Γ(s±2)
ISU(3)(s,~a) , (2.43)

where the integration contour Cw is almost a unit circle but deformed so that it includes the

poles at s = w±1t−
1
2 but not the ones at s = w±1t

1
2 . The index for the SU(N) theory is

given as

ISU(N)(s,~a) =
(κΓ(pqt ))N−1

N !

∮ N∏
i=1

dzi
2πi

∏N
i=1

∏2N
f=1 Γ(t

1
2 (s

1
N ziaf )±1)

∏
i 6=j Γ(pqt

zi
zj

)∏
i 6=j Γ( zi

zj
)

. (2.44)
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Upon evaluating the integral, we find the index for the E6 Minahan-Nemeschansky theory

can be written in terms of PE as

IE6 = PE
[
Ē−3 + T + Jχadj − B̂2χI2 − B̄1,−3(0,0)χadj − Ĉ1(0,0)χadj

− C̄ 1
2
,− 5

2
( 1
2
,0) + 12376B̂3 +

t13

v
χ2(y)− B̄1,−5(0,0) +O(t14)

]
,

(2.45)

where I2 = 650 ⊕ 1 and χ2(y) = y + 1/y is the character for the angular momentum. The

term proportional to B̂3 is present so that the Hall-Littlewood limit of the index at order t3

has the coefficient χ3·adj. For example, the Hall-Littlewood index for the E7 theory can be

written as

IHL
E6 (t) =

∑
n

χn·adjt
n = 1 + 78t+ 2430t2 + 43758t3 +O(t4)

= PE
[
78t− 651t2 + 12376t3 + . . .

]
.

(2.46)

The extra term present at this order is due to the fact that C̄ 1
2
,− 5

2
( 1
2
,0) is of order t13. The index

for the B̄1,−5(0,0) is of O(t14) and we indeed find that our expression is consistent with the

universal form (1.1). But there exists another terms at this order that we do skip identifying

with particular short multiplets. It does not alter our general claim of the vanishing OPE

coefficients. We again find the following OPE coefficients vanish:

λ
[
J ,J , B̂2

] ∣∣∣
I2

= 0

λ
[
E3, E3,B1,5(0,0)

]
= 0

λ
[
E3,J ,B1,3(0,0)

]
= 0

λ
[
E3,J , C 1

2
, 5
2

(0, 1
2

)

]
= 0

λ
[
T ,J , Ĉ1(0,0)

]
= 0

(2.47)

2.7 E7 theory

The full index is computed in [52] utilizing anN = 1 Lagrangian description, which generalizes

the E6 theory case by considering the S-duality of SU(4) Nf = 8 SQCD [68] and a partial

Higgsing. This yields the integral expression for the index to be

IE7 =
κ

2
Γ(t2)Γ(pqt)Γ

(pq
t

)∮
Cs

ds

2πis

Γ(s±1)Γ(t−1s±1)

Γ(s±2)
ISU(4)(s) , (2.48)

where the integration contour Cs is almost a unit circle but deformed in such a way to include

the poles at s = t−1 but not s = t1. The index ISU(4) for the SU(4) SQCD is given in (2.44).

Upon evaluating the integral, we find the leading order expression can be written as

IE7 = PE
[
Ē−4 + T + Jχadj − B̂2(χ1539 + χ1)− Ĉ1(0,0)χadj

− B̄1,−4(0,0)χadj + 42427B̂3 − C̄ 1
2
,− 7

2
( 1
2
,0) − B̄1,−5(0,0) +O(t13)

]
.

(2.49)
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Once again the coefficient in front of B̂3 makes the Hall-Littlewood limit of the index at order

t3 to be of the form χn·adj:

IHL
E7 (t) =

∑
n

χn·adjt
n = 1 + 133t+ 7371t2 + 238602t3 +O(t4)

= PE
[
133t− 1540t2 + 42427t3 + . . .

]
.

(2.50)

The index for the short multiplets C̄ 1
2
,− 7

2
( 1
2
,0) and B̄1,−5(0,0) is of order O(t15) and O(t18),

respectively. Therefore we have many more terms contributing to the index at this order.

However, we do find that the universal form of the index is consistent with (1.1) apart from

superfluous terms coming from other short multiplets that we do not identify with. Therefore,

we find the following OPE coefficients vanish:

λ
[
J ,J , B̂2

] ∣∣∣
I2

= 0

λ
[
E4, E4,B1,7(0,0)

]
= 0

λ
[
E4,J ,B1,4(0,0)

]
= 0

λ
[
E4,J , C 1

2
, 7
2

(0, 1
2

)

]
= 0

λ
[
T ,J , Ĉ1(0,0)

]
= 0

(2.51)

Given the universality of the index so far, we claim that the form of the full index (1.1) and

the vanishing OPE (1.3) to be true for the E8 theory, even though we are not able to explicitly

compute the full index. It is tempting to ask if this relation is true for other rank one SCFTs

that do not realize one instanton moduli space as its Higgs branch. They do not satisfy the

condition λ
[
J ,J , B̂2

] ∣∣∣
I2

= 0, but it still remains to be seen if any other relations hold in

such cases as well.

3 Vanishing short multiplets in 5d E1 theory

3.1 Superconformal index in 5d

Superconformal index for five-dimensional N = 1 superconformal theory was first defined in

[65] and computed for a number of UV fixed points of supersymmetric gauge theories using

localization in [69]. It is defined as

I(x, y) = Tr(−1)Fx2j1+Ry2j2
∏
i

ai
Fi , (3.1)

where j1, j2 are the Cartans for the Lorentz group SU(1)1×SU(2)2 ⊂ Sp(2) and R being the

Cartan of the SU(2)R symmetry. The Fi’s denotes the Cartans for the flavor symmetry group.

The trace gets non-vanishing contributions only from the states with ∆ ≡ E − 2j1 − 3R = 0.

Short multiplets in 5d SCFT are classified by Cordova-Dumitrescu-Intriligator (CDI)

[45] and also by Buican-Hayling-Papageorgakis (BHP) [70]. The superconformal index for
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the conserved current (J = C1[0, 0]
(2)
3 in the CDI notation and J = D[0, 0; 2] in the BHP

notation) and the stress-tensor (T = B2[0, 0]
(0)
3 in CDI and T = B[0, 0; 0] in BHP) multiplets

are given as [70]

IJ = ID[0,0;2] =
x2

(1− xy)(1− x/y)
, IT = IB[0,0;0] =

x3χ2(y)

(1− xy)(1− x/y)
, (3.2)

where χn(y) denotes the character for the n-dimensional representation of SU(2). The de-

nominator comes from the conformal descendants generated by derivatives. We summarize

the indices for the short multiplets below.

• The A-type (BHP)/A-type (CDI) multiplets:

IA[d1,d2;R] = (−1)d2+1 xd1+d2+R+4

(1− xy)(1− x/y)
χd1+1(y) (3.3)

Here d1, d2 are the Dynkin labels for the SU(2) representations, which are twice as that

of the spins (di = 2ji).

• The B-type (BHP)/B-type (CDI) multiplets:

IB[d1,0;R] =
xd1+R+3

(1− xy)(1− x/y)
χd1+2(y) (3.4)

• The D-type (BHP)/C-type (CDI) multipets:

ID[0,0;R] =
xR

(1− xy)(1− x/y)
(3.5)

We can follow the same procedure as in the case of 4d theory, namely combining the infor-

mation from the index and the selection rules to deduce the vanishing OPE coefficients. As

far as the author is aware, unlike the case of 4d N = 2 theories, the (mixed) OPEs in 5d

superconformal theories are still not carried out in detail. (See [71–73] for the work on 5d

superconformal blocks and bootstrap.) Here we resort to a simple group theory argument,

which is sufficient for our purpose.

3.2 E1 theory

The five-dimensional rank 1 superconformal theories are discovered by Seiberg [74], which are

realized as UV fixed points of SU(2) gauge theory of Nf ≤ 7 fundamental hypermultiplets.

They are known to exhibit enhanced global symmetry of ENf+1 and such an enhancement of

symmetry is verified using the superconformal index [69, 75, 76] and via study of the instanton

operators [77].

Here, let us focus on the minimal case of Nf = 0. The leading terms in the superconformal

index of the E1 theory can be written as

IE1 = PE

[
χ3(a)x2 + χ2(y)x3 − x4 − χ3(a)χ2(y)x5 − (χ3(a) + 1 + χ3(y))x6 + . . .

(1− xy)(1− x/y)

]
. (3.6)
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We see that the first two terms of the index comes from the conserved current (x2) and the

stress-tensor (x3) multiplets. From the x4, x5, x6 terms, we see that certain short multiplets

that appear in J × J , J × T and T × T should disappear.

The −x4 term in (3.6) can be reproduced by the absence of the D[0, 0; 4] multiplet which

is generally present in the OPE of J × J = D[0, 0; 2] × D[0, 0; 2]. Therefore, we have the

following OPE coefficient vanish:

D[0, 0; 4] ∈ J × J −→ λ [J ,J ,D[0, 0; 4]]
∣∣∣
I2

= 0 , (3.7)

where I2 = 1 is the singlet of the SU(2) flavor.

The −x5χ3(a)χ2(y) term can be obtained either by the absence of the B[0, 0; 2] multiplet

or an extra SU(2) triplet of A[1, 0; 0] multiplet. But we find that B[0, 0; 2] multiplet exists

in the OPE of T × J = B[0, 0; 0] × D[0, 0; 2] but not A[1, 0; 0], the short multiplet B[0, 0; 2]

should vanish in this theory. Hence, we have

B[0, 0; 2] ∈ T × J , A[1, 0; 0] /∈ T × J −→ λ [T ,J ,B[0, 0; 2]] = 0 . (3.8)

The terms at order x6 has two parts: One from J 3 and the other from T 2. The J 3 =

D[0, 0; 2]3 part arises from D[0, 0; 4]×D[0, 0; 4] which includes D[0, 0; 6], and this is the only

short multiplet that gives rise to −χ3(a)x6. Therefore, the following OPE coefficients should

vanish

D[0, 0; 6] ∈ J 3 −→ λ [J ,D[0, 0; 4],D[0, 0; 6]]
∣∣∣
adj

= 0 . (3.9)

The term −χ3(y)x6 can be obtained from two short multiplets: vanishing of B[1, 0; 2] or

addition of A[2, 0; 0] multiplet. The former appears in the OPE of T ×T , but the latter does

not. Therefore, we find the vanishing OPE

B[1, 0; 2] ∈ T × T , A[2, 0; 0] /∈ T × T −→ λ [T , T ,B[1, 0; 2]] = 0 . (3.10)

The singlet term −x6 can come from the vanishing of A[0, 1; 1] or addition of A[0, 0; 2] or

addition of A[0, 2; 0]. However among them only A[0, 1; 1] multiplet can appear in T × T .

Therefore, we have

A[0, 1; 1] ∈ T × T −→ λ [T , T ,A[0, 1; 1]] = 0 . (3.11)

The vanishing structure is quite similar to that of the 4d rank one theories we considered.

It would be interesting to see whether we have some kind of universality for other 5d rank

one SCFTs. Let us notice that we also have J 3
∣∣
adj
∼ 0, which is identical to that of the H1

theory in 4d. In fact, a similar relation J 2n+1
∣∣
adj
∼ 0 holds for all the (A1, D2n+1) AD theory,

which has exactly SU(2) flavor symmetry [43]. It would be interesting to find a 5d analog

of such AD theories. One natural candidate would be SU(N)N pure YM theory, which has

exactly SU(2) flavor symmetry [77, 78].
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