
QMUL-PH-22-35

Argyres-Douglas Avatars of

Coulomb Branch Physics

Chinmaya Bhargava,♠,1 Matthew Buican,♦,1,2,3 and Hongliang Jiang♣,1

1CTP and Department of Physics and Astronomy

Queen Mary University of London, London E1 4NS, UK

2Simons Center for Geometry and Physics, SUNY, Stony Brook, NY 11794, USA

3School of Natural Sciences, Institute for Advanced Study, Princeton, NJ 08540, USA

We study ultraviolet (UV) incarnations of deep infrared (IR) physics on the Coulomb branch

of the simplest interacting 4D N = 2 superconformal field theory: the minimal Argyres-

Douglas (MAD) theory. One of the most basic properties of the Coulomb branch is an
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emergent complex higher-spin symmetry on the Coulomb branch. Moreover, we show that
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1. Introduction

One of the most important and difficult open problems in theoretical physics is to exactly

solve an interacting quantum field theory (QFT) in d > 2 spacetime dimensions. Such

a QFT will likely be highly supersymmetric, and the solution will probably involve an

interplay between ultraviolet (UV) interactions and a moduli space of vacua in the infrared

(IR). In the context of d = 4, the most universal moduli space of vacua for an interacting

theory with extended supersymmetry is the Coulomb branch, where various non-perturbative

results have been extracted, starting with the classic works of Seiberg and Witten [1].1

One of the most basic properties of the Coulomb branch is the existence of an emergent

infinite-dimensional higher-spin symmetry in the deep IR. The emergence of this symmetry

goes hand-in-hand with our ability to solve the theory in this regime.

1In the case of 4D N = 4 super-Yang-Mills theory (and various close cousins), integrability, holography,

and techniques from scattering amplitudes have been used to extract highly non-trivial parts of the spectrum

and dynamics (e.g., see [2] and references therein). Our approach here, by contrast, will be to focus on an

even simpler (albeit less immediately accessible) isolated interacting theory.
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While UV interactions along a renormalization group (RG) flow to the Coulomb branch

spoil the higher-spin symmetry at non-zero energies [3], it is natural to wonder if one can

“see” aspects of the higher spin symmetries in the UV operator content. Understanding this

spectral imprint may then help in solving the theory at all energy scales.2

In this paper, we consider the example of the minimal Argyres-Douglas (MAD) theory

[5,6] and the flow onto its one-complex-dimensional Coulomb branch (e.g., see [7]). There are

various reasons to consider this system when studying emergence of higher-spin symmetry

and the resulting Noether currents:

• From the perspective of effective field theory, the MAD SCFT is particularly simple:

it can be understood as an interacting SCFT that emerges at special points on the

Coulomb branch of certain low-rank N = 2 gauge theories [5,6]. Close to these points,

the MAD theory can roughly be thought of as an abelian gauge multiplet coupled to

two massless hypermultiplets with mutually non-local electromagnetic charges. These

massless degrees of freedom therefore constitute the “simplest” possible ingredients

for an interacting N = 2 theory in 4D.

• More abstractly, certain sectors of the MAD operator algebra are as simple as possible

for a unitary theory with a Coulomb branch [8, 9].

• Infinitely many OPE coefficients agree between the MAD theory and the free N = 2

Maxwell theory (i.e., the theory at generic points on the Coulomb branch) [8].

Therefore, given the simplicity of the MAD SCFT and its “closeness” to the Coulomb

branch theory, it is natural to study the UV origins of higher spin symmetry in this system.

The higher-spin symmetries of the theory at generic points on the Coulomb branch can

be organized into three infinite sets: two complex sets of higher-spin current multiplets that

are conjugates of each other, along with a set of real higher-spin current multiplets (see

section 2 for details). In this note we focus on the complex current multiplets, the simplest

of which are housed in so-called Ĉ0(1,0) multiplets3 whose superconformal primary (SCP)

takes the form

Oαβ := εijλ
i
αλ

j
β + κφFαβ ∈ Ĉ0(1,0) . (1.1)

2These ideas are similar in spirit to the question of studying continuum limits of integrable lattice models

(e.g., see the recent discussion and references in [4]).
3We mainly follow the conventions of [10] (up to the sign of U(1)r charge). See also [11] for related

discussions in different conventions.
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Here λiα are the gauginos (i = 1, 2 is an SU(2)R index, while α, β = ± are spinor indices), φ

is the scalar primary of the vector multiplet, Fαβ is the field strength, and κ is a constant

that can be determined by demanding that Oαβ is an SCP. The higher-spin currents are

superconformal descendants of this operator, and their conservation equations correspond

to the simultaneous shortening conditions (along with those obtained by SU(2)R lowering)

Q1αOαβ = 0 , (Q̄1)2Oαβ = 0 . (1.2)

To understand what happens to the Ĉ0(1,0) multiplet when we flow back up to the UV,

let us, for simplicity, suppose we are near a point on the MAD Coulomb branch where a

charged hypermultiplet couples (marginally irrelevantly) to the gauge multiplet through

the superpotential term (as described in [7], we should turn on a VEV and a relevant

prepotential deformation in the UV theory to reach this point)4

W = gφqq̃ , (1.3)

where q, q̃ are the hypermultiplet fields, and g is the gauge coupling. In the presence of this

coupling, it is straightforward to check that the second equation in (1.2) is still obeyed5

(Q̄1)2Oαβ = 0 , (1.4)

but the first equation is not6

Q1αOαβ 6= 0 . (1.5)

Physically, (1.5) is a consequence of the fact that interactions break higher-spin symmetry.

More interestingly for us in what follows, a multiplet satisfying the preserved equation (1.4)

obeys the shortening conditions of a so-called C̄ multiplet

Oαβ ∈ Ĉ Free
0(1,0)

// Oαβ ∈ C̄0,r(1,0) , (1.6)

where r > 1 is a U(1)r charge.

So far, our discussion has been in the deep IR effective theory of the MAD Coulomb

branch. However, we are more interested in what happens to the C̄0,r(1,0) multiplet as we

go into the deep UV and reach the interacting SCFT. Intuitively, we expect that the map

4We thank Z. Komargodski for a discussion of these points.
5This statement follows from the fact that Q̄1

α̇φ = 0 and so Q̄1
α̇λ

1
β = (Q̄1)2λ2

α = (Q̄1)2Fαβ = 0.
6This fact can be understood from the observation that Q1αFαβ ∼ Q2

βF ∼ ḡQ2
β(q̄ ¯̃q) is the only term in

Q1αOαβ that contains hypermultiplet fermions. Note that in this derivation, F = −∂φ̄W is a component of

the auxiliary field of the free vector.
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in (1.6) (appropriately defined) is robust and that we need only determine r (which is

broken in the flow to the IR). One reason is that higher spin symmetry is sensitive only to

interactions and not to the breaking of conformal symmetry (the theory of a free massive

field still has higher-spin symmetry). More technically, we expect that corrections to the

operator (1.1) involve the prepotential and other holomorphic quantities.

In fact, we argue that the map in (1.6) extends to the MAD theory itself if we set

r = 7/5. Reversing the order of UV and IR in (1.6) we have a one-to-one correspondence7

C̄MAD
0,7/5(1,0) −→ Ĉ Free

0(1,0) . (1.7)

We can then repeat the above logic for all complex higher-spin symmetry multiplets on

the Coulomb branch. For any of these symmetries, we find the following one-to-one

correspondence

C̄MAD
0, 7

5
(k,k−1)

−→ Ĉ Free
0(k,k−1) , k ∈ Z≥1 . (1.8)

But the story above is just a “small” (albeit infinite) piece of a larger correspondence.

A unifying property of the IR operators involved is that they appear as certain non-singular

(but non-chiral8) terms in the following (n+ p+ 1)-fold OPEs9

D̄×(n+p+1)
0(0,0) 3 C̄ Free

p
2
,n+ p

2
(k,k−1− p

2
) , Ĉ

Free
p
2

(k,k−1− p
2

) , n ∈ Z≥1 , p ∈ Z≥0 , (1.9)

where the higher-spin currents sit in Ĉ p
2

(k,k−1− p
2

) multiplets for p = 0, and D̄0(0,0) is the

chiral part of the IR vector multiplet (i.e., its SCP is φ and is annihilated by all the Q̄i
α̇).

In the UV, the D̄0(0,0) multiplet descends from the well-known dimension 6/5 N = 2 chiral

multiplet of the MAD theory,10 Ē6/5 (like φ, the corresponding SCP is annihilated by all

the Q̄i
α̇). In terms of these degrees of freedom, we argue that the UV version of (1.9) is

Ē×(n+p+1)
6/5 3 C̄MAD

p
2
, 1
10

(2+12n+7p)(k,k−1− p
2

)
, n ∈ Z≥1 , p ∈ Z≥0 . (1.10)

Note that the operators appearing on the RHS of (1.9) and (1.10) satisfy the following

relation

sO := RO + j̄O − jO = −1 , (1.11)

7In section 3.1, we will explain a precise sense in which the operator on the LHS of (3.10) flows to the

operator on the RHS.
8Here we have in mind “non-chiral” in both the N = 2 and N = 1 senses of the word. See appendix A

of [9] for an explanation of why the multiplets on the RHS of (1.9) are non-chiral.
9The two-fold OPE is the usual OPE. The three-fold OPE is the OPE of D̄0(0,0) with all terms appearing

on the RHS of the two-fold OPE. One can then define the N -fold OPE, for all N > 3, by recursion.
10The scaling dimension of the primary can be read off from the Seiberg-Witten solution.
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where O is the SCP of the multiplet in question.11 The subset of operators in (1.10) with

p = 0 and k = 1 appeared in [9] (along with an infinite family of sO = 0 multiplets whose

generalization we do not study here).

As we will discuss below, the operators appearing in the UV and IR OPEs are subject

to the following one-to-one relations

C̄MAD
p
2
, 1
10

(2+12n+7p)(k,k−1− p
2

)
−→ C̄ Free

p
2
,n+ p

2
(k,k−1− p

2
) , n ∈ Z>1 , (1.12)

and, for n = 1

C̄MAD
p
2
, 7
10

(2+p)(k,k−1− p
2

)
−→ Ĉ Free

p
2

(k,k−1− p
2

) . (1.13)

The map involving IR higher spin currents in (1.8) is then the special case corresponding

to p = 0.

Purely from the IR perspective, inspired by the logic below (1.2) and its generalization

for all complex higher-spin multiplets, combined with the explicit form of the C̄ and Ĉ
multiplets alluded to in (1.9) (see section 2 for details), it is tempting to suggest that (up to

U(1)r charge assignments) the map in (1.12) and (1.13) holds for all p and n. In particular,

we are motivated to find C̄ UV multiplets with the matching R, j and j̄ quantum numbers

and to ignore other multiplets. Moreover, since the operators on the RHS of (1.12) and

(1.13) appear as non-singular terms of the OPEs in (1.9), it is natural to use the UV/IR

N = 2 chiral multiplet map to construct the UV operators on the LHS of (1.12) and (1.13).

In section 3.1 we will describe this map in more detail and see that it is consistent, in a

highly non-trivial fashion, with the MAD superconformal index.

A remaining question is to understand if there can be additional UV multiplets of the

type appearing in (1.12) and (1.13) that are not detected by the index and that flow to

zero in the IR.12 We conjecture that such UV operator decoupling does not occur, and we

give the following non-trivial pieces of evidence to substantiate this claim:

• As is well-known from the Seiberg-Witten construction, no Ē operators in the MAD

theory flow to zero. Similarly, the results of [8] strongly suggest that Ĉ multiplets in

11There are also sO > −1 C̄ multiplets appearing in the OPEs described in (1.9) and (1.10), but we leave

an analysis of these additional multiplets for future work [12].
12A priori, one might imagine that such additional multiplets could also flow to long multiplets in the IR.

However, we can rule out this possibility by starting in the MAD theory and turning on a vev of an N = 2

chiral operator to spontaneously break U(1)r and flow onto the Coulomb branch while preserving N = 2

SUSY. In this case, all the vanishing supercharge actions on operators in a UV C̄ multiplet are preserved. This

observation implies that the C̄ multiplets cannot lengthen in the IR (however, they are allowed to shorten;

indeed, precisely this situation occurs in (1.13)).
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the MAD theory flow to Ĉ multiplets in the IR (note that Ĉ multiplets in the MAD

theory always have the same left and right spins, so they cannot appear in (1.12) and

(1.13)).13 Moreover, in [9] we used the N = 1→ N = 2 RG flow of [13] to prove that

none of the C̄0,r(j,0) multiplets flow to zero. This set of multiplets includes the C̄0,r(1,0)

multiplets that form a subset (with p = 0 and k = 1) of the multiplets appearing

in (1.12) and (1.13). Our present claim extends these results to the broader set of

related multiplets with p ≥ 0 and k ≥ 1.

• In [8] and [9] we saw that the Ē sector, the Ĉ sector, and the parts of the C̄ sector we

were able to study were as simple as possible for a unitary theory with a Coulomb

branch. Our above discussion extends these statements to the operators in (1.12)

and (1.13) (which generalize a subset of operators studied in [9] and described in the

previous bullet).

• In [9], we found highly non-trivial evidence that the local operator algebra of the

MAD theory is generated by the (n,m)-fold Ē×n6/5 × E
×m
−6/5 OPEs.14 Our results here

are compatible with and reinforce this conjecture. For the case of multiplets with the

quantum numbers of those on the RHS of (1.12) and (1.13), it is natural that they

must appear in non-singular pieces of the OPEs in (1.10) (otherwise, we would expect

an inconsistency with IR OPEs). As we will see below, our construction gives the

maximal number of such operators and so there is no room for additional multiplets

to appear.

• As we will see in section 3.1, by fixing the mapping of two degrees of freedom, we

can explain the structure of the sO = −1 contributions of the MAD superconformal

index. The simplicity and predictiveness of this map suggests that our construction

is correct. Although the index can in principle suffer from cancellations, we will see

that operators of the form on the LHS of (1.12) and (1.13) cannot cancel amongst

themselves in the UV index (note that the operators on the RHS do cancel in the

index of the IR Coulomb branch theory). This fact is a confirmation of the robustness

13This latter statement is highly non-trivial and is typically violated in N = 2 SCFTs. For example,

consider the case of the simplest N = 2 SCFT with SU(2) flavor symmetry, the so-called (A1, A3) theory

originally constructed in [6]. In that case, flows to the Coulomb branch decouple infinitely many Ĉ (and B̂)

multiplets. By the results of [8], this statement holds more generally anytime a theory has a non-trivial Higgs

branch.
14Recall that the energy momentum tensor multiplet appears in the Ē6/5 × E−6/5 OPE (see footnote 34

of [9]).
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of our approach.

From the above discussion, and using the fact that the operators on the RHS of (1.12)

and (1.13) are the only operators in the IR C̄ multiplets satisfying (1.11), we are led to the

following central claim / conjecture:

Claim: The spectrum of C̄ p
2
,r(k,k−1− p

2
) multiplets in the MAD theory is given by

NC̄MAD
p
2 ,r(k,k−1− p

2 )
=


∑p

i=0(−1)i
[
N
(
p− i, n+ i, k − i

2

)
−N

(
p− i, n+ i, k − i

2
− 1

2

) ]
, r = r(n, p) ,

0 , otherwise ,
(1.14)

where

N(p, n, k) :=

qmax∑
q=1

2k−q−p∑
`=0

(−1)q+1R(`, q + p)S(2k − q − p− `, n− q + 1) ,

r(n, p) :=
1

10
(2 + 12n+ 7p) , n ∈ Z≥1 , p ∈ Z≥0 . (1.15)

Here S(n, k) is the number of partitions of n into k non-negative integers, and R(n, k) is

the number of partitions of n into k distinct non-negative integers. See Appendix A for

details on these partitions and their generating functions. Finally, we define qmax to be the

largest q such that R(2k − q − p, q + p) 6= 0. By CPT, the multiplicities of the conjugate

C p
2
,−r(k−1− p

2
,k) multiplets are also given by (1.14).

Indeed, we will see in section 2 that the RHS of the above equations match the multiplicities

in the IR theory under the maps in (1.12) and (1.13).

We conclude by briefly summarizing the rest of the paper. In the next section, we

develop a theory of Coulomb branch counting that allows us to compute the spectrum of IR

multiplets in (1.12) and (1.13). To arrive at these results, we develop a relevant notion of

cohomology and prove that it is trivial. This picture also gives a geometrical construction

for the IR multiplets of interest. Then, in section 3.1, we extend these results to the MAD

theory and check compatibility with the superconformal index. We conclude with a series

of open questions and avenues for future work. Finally, we include two appendices with

additional details and perspectives.

2. The free vector: the deep IR of the Coulomb branch

In this section we begin by discussing the complex higher-spin symmetry multiplets in (1.8)

that are present at generic points in the deep IR of the MAD Coulomb branch. We then

7



generalize these operators and give the full spectrum of IR multiplets appearing on the

RHS of (1.12) and (1.13). In order to complete this spectral analysis, we introduce a notion

of cohomology and solve it in subsection 2.4. As we will see, this discussion also leads to a

geometrical construction of the operators of interest.

2.1. Higher-spin symmetry on the Coulomb branch

The complex higher-spin symmetry multiplets house corresponding Noether currents and

therefore must be quadratic in the Maxwell fields. On general grounds, higher-spin current

multiplets are of type Ĉ0(j,j̄) (e.g., see [14]). These are examples of so-called “Schur”

multiplets housing “Schur” operators sitting as (conformal primary) level-two superconformal

Q1
+Q̄

1
+̇

descendants with highest SU(2)R and Lorentz weight [14,15]. In the case of the free

vector theory, the Schur operators are generated as a ring by λ1
+, λ̄1

+̇
, and ∂++̇.

Since we are interested in complex higher-spin current multiplets, we should build the

Schur operators in our multiplets of interest from two λ1
+’s and arbitrarily many ∂++̇’s (we

also obtain conjugate multiplets via λ1
+ ↔ λ̄1

+̇
). In particular, we can associate each possible

Schur operator with a pair of integers, (n,m), as follows

(n,m)←→ ∂n++̇λ
1
+∂

m
++̇λ

1
+ , n+m = K , (2.1)

where, without loss of generality, we may take n < m (for n = m, the operator vanishes by

Fermi statistics). If K is odd, then there are bK/2c+ 1 = (K + 1)/2 such operators. When

K is even there are K/2 such operators. The number of primaries with K odd is then

(K + 1)/2− (K − 1)/2 = 1, while the number of primaries with K even is K/2−K/2 = 0.

Therefore, we see that the spectrum of complex higher-spin multiplets is15

NĈ0(k,k−1)
=

1 , k = (K + 1)/2 ∈ Z>0 ,

0 , otherwise .
. (2.4)

15By similar logic, for the complex conjugate multiplets obtained by interchanging λ1
+ ↔ λ̄1

+̇
, we have

NĈ0(k−1,k)
=

1 , k = (K + 1)/2 ∈ Z>0 ,

0 , otherwise .
. (2.2)

Although we won’t discuss them here, there are also real higher-spin multiplets involving Schur operators of

the form ∂n
++̇
λ1

+∂
m
++̇
λ̄1

+̇
. One can check that the spectrum of these multiplets is

NĈ0(k,k)
= 1 , k =

1

2
, 1,

3

2
, 2, · · · . (2.3)

8



Let us now consider various natural generalizations of the above higher-spin multiplets.

Although these multiplets are clearly not chiral (multiplets housing chiral operators in

both the N = 1 and N = 2 senses coincide for the free vector [9] and have SCPs with

j = j̄ = 0), it is clear they are built from operators in the free vector chiral multiplet, D̄0(0,0)

with primary φ (and highest SU(2)R and Lorentz weight level-one descendant λ1
+). Said

differently, these multiplets appear in the OPE of chiral multiplets

D̄×2
0(0,0) := D̄0(0,0) × D̄0(0,0) 3 Ĉ0(k,k−1) . (2.5)

2.2. The quasi-chiral sector

It is then natural to consider short multiplets appearing in the N -fold D̄×N0(0,0) OPEs. Such

multiplets must be built from normal-ordered products of fields in D̄0(0,0) and derivatives.

In addition to the multiplets in (2.4), other multiplets in this sector include D̄0(0,0) itself

and the chiral Ēn := D̄n0(0,0) multiplets for n > 1 (here Ē1 = D̄0(0,0)).
16

δ = −2 Q̄1
+̇

δ = 0 Q1
α Q̄1

−̇ Q̄2
+̇

λ1
α φ ∂α+̇ F̄+̇+̇ λ̄1

+̇

δ = 2 Q2
α Q̄2

−̇ λ2
α Fαβ ∂α−̇ φ̄ F̄−̇+̇ λ̄1

−̇ λ̄2
+̇

δ = 4 F̄−̇−̇ λ̄2
−̇

Table 1: δ quantum numbers of the N = 2 Poincaré supercharges and fields in the free

vector multiplet, D̄0(0,0) ⊕D0(0,0).

On general grounds, the remaining multiplets must be of type ĈR(j,j̄) and C̄R,r(j,j̄) (see [9]

for an explanation).17 We would like to understand the subset of these multiplets appearing

in the N -fold D̄×N0(0,0) OPE. To that end, note that all Ĉ and C̄ multiplets have highest

SU(2)R and Lorentz-weight primaries, O, satisfying

δO := ∆O − (2RO + 2j̄O + rO) = 2 . (2.6)

Since these multiplets obey (semi) shortening conditions, they also contribute to the

superconformal index. In fact, the index itself is only sensitive to the subspace of local

operators with δ = 0.

16D̄n0(0,0) denotes taking the nth power of the D̄0(0,0) primary and applying Poincaré supercharges to

complete the multiplet. This product should be distinguished from the n-fold OPE, D̄×n0(0,0).

17We also have multiplets conjugate to those we have introduced.
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Fig. 1: A portion of a C̄R,r(j,j̄) multiplet, with conformal primaries having δ = 0 states

emphasized in black. As described in the main text, these states can be obtained by acting

with Q̄1
+̇

along with non-vanishing combinations of Q1
α and Q̄2

+̇
. As we will explain in

our counting discussion below, for our particular operators of interest, we can focus on

supercharges with “+” and “+̇” Lorentz weights. Hence, we have only included the action

of Q1
+, Q̄1

+̇
, and Q̄2

+̇
. Note that in the case of ĈR(j,j̄), some of the above states are absent

due to additional shortening conditions. Of the emphasized states in the figure, there is an

(R + 1)(j− 1
2
,j̄+ 1

2
) and an (R + 1

2
)(j− 1

2
,j̄+1) state missing for Ĉ relative to C̄.

Therefore, we can rephrase our problem as one of finding operators satisfying δ = 0 built

out of products of fields in the chiral part of the vector multiplet. From table 1, we see

that we can only use the fields φ, λ1
α, and ∂α+̇ (the anti-holomorphic fields cannot appear in

D̄×N0(0,0)). Moreover, from table 1, we can see that if such operators sit in Ĉ or C̄ multiplets,

they must be descendants involving the action of Q̄1
+̇

on the primary (so as to obtain δ = 0)

possibly accompanied by any non-vanishing combination of the δ = 0 supercharges, Q1
α, Q̄1

−̇,

and Q̄2
+̇

(see figure 1 for a diagrammatic representation of the δ = 0 operators). Note that

the C̄ and Ĉ shortening conditions imply that acting with Q̄1
−̇ (along with Q̄1

+̇
) does not

yield a new operator, and we can discard it.18

We define the above set of operators and their multiplets to constitute the “quasi-chiral”

sector of the free vector multiplet (note that in this definition, the chiral sector is a subset

18In the case of D̄ and Ē multiplets, the primary and the various Q1
α descendants have δ = 0.
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s = −1 Q̄2
−̇ Q2

+ λ2
+ F++ ∂+−̇ λ̄2

−̇ F̄−̇−̇

s = 0 Q̄2
+̇

Q2
− Q̄1

−̇ Q1
+ λ2

− λ1
+ F−+ φ ∂++̇ ∂−−̇ φ̄ λ̄2

+̇
λ̄1
−̇ F̄−̇+̇

s = 1 Q̄1
+̇

Q1
− λ1

− F−− ∂−+̇ λ̄1
+̇

F̄+̇+̇

Table 2: s quantum numbers of the N = 2 Poincaré supercharges and fields in the free

vector multiplet, D̄0(0,0) ⊕D0(0,0).

of the “quasi-chiral” sector). These operators are the full set of short multiplets appearing

in the D̄×N0(0,0) OPEs.

We will restrict our analysis to the s = −1 part of the quasi-chiral sector, where

sO := RO + j̄O − jO = −1 , (2.7)

for the highest SU(2)R and Lorentz-weight primary, O. Such multiplets are of the form

C̄ p
2
,n+ p

2
(k,k−1− p

2
) , Ĉ p

2
(k,k−1− p

2
) , n ∈ Z>1 , p ∈ Z≥0 . (2.8)

These degrees of freedom include all the complex higher-spin multiplets (the Ĉ multiplets in

(2.8) with p = 0), but also include infinitely many more. As we will see, these multiplets take

part in a particularly simple complex geometrical construction that extends the Coulomb

branch to an infinite-dimensional space.

At the level of the δ = 0 descendant operators of the multiplets in (2.8), we must have

δ = s = 0 (this statement follows from the supercharge quantum numbers in tables 1 and

2). As a result, all operators in the multiplets of (2.8) that contribute to the index must

be built from

φ , λ1
+ ∼ Q1

+φ , ∂++̇ . (2.9)

In the IR, this sector is quite closely related to the Schur sector. The difference is that we

swap λ̄1
+̇

for φ. Since the MAD theory is essentially a “Coulombic” theory, this maneuver

yields considerable information.

This logic also shows that the C̄ and Ĉ multiplets with s = −1 in (2.8) arising from the

quasi-chiral sector are exhaustive. The reason is that, to find such a multiplet outside the

quasi-chiral sector, we would need to use fields in the anti-chiral D0(0,0) multiplet having

δ = s = 0. However, a quick glance at tables 1 and 2 reveals there are no such fields.

Upshot: At generic points on the Coulomb branch of the MAD theory, the full set of

multiplets with quantum numbers in (2.8) appear in the n+ p+ 1-fold OPE, D̄×(n+p+1)
0(0,0) , i.e.

D̄×(n+p+1)
0(0,0) 3 C̄ p

2
,n+ p

2
(k,k−1− p

2
) , Ĉ p

2
(k,k−1− p

2
) , n ∈ Z>1 , p ∈ Z≥0 . (2.10)
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2.3. Counting the multiplicities of quasi-chiral multiplets

Let us now proceed to find the spectrum of multiplets in (2.8). To that end, let us focus on

their level-one Q̄1
+̇
δ = 0 descendants. The above discussion implies that such an operator,

X, takes the general form

X =
∑
`,a

x`,a∂
`1
++̇
λ1

+∂
`2
++̇
λ1

+ · · · ∂
`p+1

++̇
λ1

+∂
a1

++̇
φ∂a2

++̇
φ · · · ∂an

++̇
φ , (2.11)

with coefficients x`,a ∈ C and quantum numbers

RX = p+1
2

, rX =
p+ 1

2
+ n ,

jX = k = 1
2

(
p+ 1 +

∑
`j +

∑
ai

)
, j̄X =

1

2

(∑
`j +

∑
ai

)
= k − p+ 1

2
. (2.12)

To count the number of corresponding multiplets, we need to ensure that X is a

conformal primary and that it is not a Q1
+ or Q̄2

+̇
descendant. In particular

KµX(0) = 0 , X 6= Q1
+Yp,−1 , X 6= Q̄2

+̇Xp,2 . (2.13)

The last two conditions imply that X is the δ = 0 state at level-one. Note that we need

not impose conditions involving the other δ = 0 supercharge, Q1
−, because its action cannot

generate an operator of the form (2.11) with all +̇ indices.

2.3.1. The p = 0 case

Let us begin by studying the X operators for p = 0. The general expression in (2.11)

becomes

X =
∑
`,a

x`,a∂
`
++̇λ

1
+∂

a1

++̇
φ∂a2

++̇
φ · · · ∂an

++̇
φ , x`,a ∈ C , (2.14)

with quantum numbers

R =
1

2
, j = k =

1

2

(
1 + `+

∑
ai

)
, j̄ = k − 1

2
, r =

1

2
+ n . (2.15)

In this case, the conditions in (2.13) simplify

KµX(0) = 0 , X 6= Q̄2
+̇X2 , (2.16)

where we have defined X2 := X0,2. Indeed, we can drop the constraint X 6= Q1
+Y−1 (where

Y−1 := Y0,−1) since X has R = 1/2. On the other hand, in a C̄ or Ĉ multiplet, a δ = 0

conformal primary of the form Q1
+Y−1 necessarily has Y−1 = Q̄1

+̇
O, where O is the highest

12



SU(2)R and Lorentz weight primary (see figure 1).19 Therefore, Q1
+Y−1 has R ≥ 1, which is

a contradiction.

Neglecting for a moment the constraints in (2.16), the number of X operators in (2.14)

is clearly

NX(n, k) =
2k−1∑
`=0

S(2k − 1− `, n) . (2.17)

Here we define S(2k − 1 − `, n) to be the number of ways to partition 2k − 1 − ` into

n non-negative integers. For more details on the corresponding generating function, see

Appendix A.

To implement the Q̄2
+̇

constraint in (2.16), we need to subtract operators of the form

Q̄2
+̇
X2 with

X2 =
∑
`,a

x2,`,a∂
`1
++̇
λ1

+∂
`2
++̇
λ1

+∂
a1

++̇
φ∂a2

++̇
φ · · · ∂an−1

++̇
φ ,

∑
aj +

∑
`j = 2k − 2 . (2.18)

From the space of operators in (2.18), we will also need to subtract operators satisfying

Q̄2
+̇
X2 = 0. As we will show in section 2.4, the Q̄2

+̇
cohomology on the space of δ = 0

operators in C̄ and Ĉ multiplets is trivial. As a result, we must subtract operators of the

form X2 = Q̄2
+̇
X3 for

X3 =
∑
`,a

x3,`,a∂
`1
++̇
λ1

+∂
`2
++̇
λ1

+∂
`3
++̇
λ1

+∂
a1

++̇
φ∂a2

++̇
φ · · · ∂an−2

++̇
φ ,

∑
aj +

∑
`j = 2k − 3 .

(2.19)

Again, from the space of X3 operators, we should subtract Q̄2
+̇

-closed operators. By the

discussion in section 2.4, the corresponding cohomology turns out to be trivial and so we

must subtract operators of the form X3 = Q̄2
+̇
X4 and so on. Defining

Xq =
∑
`,a

xq,`,a∂
`1
++̇
λ1

+ · · · ∂
`q
++̇
λ1

+∂
a1

++̇
φ∂a2

++̇
φ · · · ∂an−q+1

++̇
φ ,

∑
aj+

∑
`j = 2k−q , (2.20)

and denoting the set of such operators as Ξq, we find the following exact sequence (with

qmax a finite upper bound we will specify in more detail below)

0
Q̄2

+̇−−→ Ξqmax

Q̄2
+̇−−→ Ξqmax−1

Q̄2
+̇−−→ · · ·

Q̄2
+̇−−→ Ξ2

Q̄2
+̇−−→ Ξ1

Q̄2
+̇−−→ Ξ0

Q̄2
+̇−−→ 0 , Xi ∈ Ξi , (2.21)

Note that X ≡ X1 ∈ Ξ1, and let us define NXi := dimC(Ξi) with NX1 = NX . Then, we have

NXq(n, k) =
2k−2∑
`1=0

`1−1∑
`2=0

· · ·
`q−1−1∑
`q=0

S(2k − q − `1 − `2 − · · · − `q, n− q + 1) . (2.22)

19One may also consider the δ = 0 state Q1
+Q̄

2
+̇
Q̄1

+̇
O. However, this state differs from one of the form

Q̄2
+̇
Q1

+Q̄
1
+̇
O by a total derivative and therefore may be neglected in the counting of conformal primaries (see

figure 1).
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From this discussion, we see that, after imposing the constraint X 6= Q̄2
+̇
X2, the number

of X operators is

N(p = 0, n, k) =

qmax∑
q=1

(−1)q+1NXq(n, k) =

qmax∑
q=1

2k−q∑
`=0

(−1)q+1R(`, q)S(2k − q − `, n− q + 1) ,

(2.23)

where R(`, q) is the number of partitions of ` into q distinct non-negative integers. See

appendix A for more details. Here we have defined qmax to be the maximal value of q such

that R(2k − q, q) 6= 0.

Finally, we should impose the condition that X is a primary. Doing so we find that the

total number of such primaries, and therefore the total number of C̄0,n(k,k−1) and Ĉ0(k,k−1)

multiplets, is

NC̄0,n(k,k−1)
= N(0, n, k)−N(0, n, k − 1/2) , n ∈ Z>1 ,

NĈ0,(k,k−1)
= N(0, 1, k)−N(0, 1, k − 1/2) =

1 , k ∈ Z>0 ,

0 , otherwise ,
(2.24)

where we have used the fact that conformal descendants are total derivatives.

In the next section, we generalize the above results to the case of p > 0 and subsequently

prove that the Q̄2
+̇

cohomology discussed above is indeed trivial.

2.3.2. The general case

Let us now consider the general case with p ≥ 0. For p > 0, we must also impose the

X 6= Q1
+Yp,−1 constraint in (2.13). Indeed, the logic below (2.16) no longer holds since now

X has R ≥ 1.

Let us define the following generalization of (2.20)

Xp,q =
∑
`,a

xp,q,`,a∂
`1
++̇
λ1

+ · · · ∂
`q+p
++̇

λ1
+∂

a1

++̇
φ∂a2

++̇
φ · · · ∂an−q+1

++̇
φ ,

∑
aj +

∑
`j = 2k − q − p ,

(2.25)

and denote the space of such operators as Ξp,q. Note that Xq in (2.20) is now X0,q.

Imposing the constraint X 6= Q̄2
+̇
Xp,2 and counting solutions as before leads to the following

generalization of (2.23)

N(p, n, k) =

qmax∑
q=1

2k−q−p∑
`=0

(−1)q+1R(`, q + p)S(2k − q − p− `, n− q + 1) , (2.26)

where qmax is defined as the largest q such that R(2k − q − p, q + p) 6= 0. This expression

counts the number of operators of interest prior to imposing the conformal primary constraint

14



and prior to imposing the X 6= Q1
+Yp,−1 constraint. As in the p = 0 case discussed in the

previous subsection, we again assume the triviality of the Q̄2
+̇

cohomology on the space of

δ = 0 operators in C̄ and Ĉ multiplets. As indicated above, this assumption will be justified

in section 2.4.

To understand the imposition of the remaining constraints, let us consider p = 1. In

this case, we have to subtract operators of the form Q1
+Y1,−1, where Y1,−1 = Q̄1

+̇
O. Here O

has quantum numbers R = 0, j = k − 1/2, j̄ = k − 3/2, and r = n+ 1. These are precisely

the p = 0 operators we encountered in the previous subsection. As a result, the number of

X operators after imposing X 6= Q̄2
+̇
X3 and X 6= Q1

+Y1,−1 is

N ′(1, n, k) = N(1, n, k)−N(0, n+ 1, k − 1/2) . (2.27)

For any p > 0, we easily find the following generalization of (2.27) (assuming the

triviality of the Q1
+ cohomology on the space of C̄ and Ĉ multiplets)

N ′(p, n, k) =

p∑
i=0

(−1)iN(p− i, n+ i, k − i/2) . (2.28)

Finally, imposing the condition of being a conformal primary yields the following spectrum

NC̄ p
2 ,n+

p
2 (k,k−1− p

2 )
= N ′(p, n, k)−N ′(p, n, k − 1/2) , n ∈ Z>1 ,

NĈ p
2 ,(k,k−1− p

2 )
= N ′(p, 1, k)−N ′(p, 1, k − 1/2) . (2.29)

The same results can also be obtained from a double complex that we describe in Appendix B.

One feature of this spectrum is that, for fixed R, j, and j̄, the number of multiplets

eventually becomes constant as we increase the U(1)r charge (we say that the spectrum

“stabilizes”). Said differently, beyond a particular value of the U(1)r charge (i.e., for

r ≥ rk,p = nk,p + p
2
) the SCPs of the C̄ multiplets in (2.29) factorize as follows

Ork,p+m = Ork,pφm , Or ∈ C̄ p
2
,r(k,k−1− p

2
) , m ∈ N . (2.30)

In other words, the spectrum factorizes in the large-r limit.

To explicitly see the above stabilization and factorization of the spectrum, we note that

for b ≥ a, S(a, b) = P (a), where P (a) is the number of ways to partition the integer a

into arbitrary positive integers. Therefore, taking r ≥ rk,p = 2k − 1− p/2 or, equivalently,

n ≥ nk,p = 2k − 1− p, (2.26) becomes

N(p, n ≥ nk,p, k) =

qmax∑
q=1

2k−q−p∑
`=0

(−1)q+1R(`, q + p)P (2k − q − p− `) . (2.31)
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In particular, we see that N(p, n ≥ nk,p, k) is independent of n. Moreover, N ′(p, n ≥ nk,p, k)

and N ′(p, n ≥ nk,p, k − 1/2) are also independent of n. Therefore,

NC̄ p
2 ,n+

p
2 (k,k−1− p

2 )
= NC̄ p

2 ,nk,p+
p
2 (k,k−1− p

2 )
, ∀ n ≥ nk,p = 2k − 1− p . (2.32)

Note that in the particular case of p = 0, the formulae can be further simplified

N(p = 0, n ≥ 2k − 1, k) =

qmax∑
q=1

2k−q∑
`=0

(−1)q+1R(`, q)P (2k − q − `) = P (2k)− δk,0 , (2.33)

where we use the identity (A.14). As a result,

NC̄0,n(k,k−1)
= P (2k)− P (2k − 1) , n ≥ 2k − 1 , k ≥ 1 . (2.34)

More generally, we expect a similar stabilization and factorization discussed above to

hold for all C̄R,r(j,j̄) multiplets in the free vector theory for fixed R, j, and j̄ and sufficiently

large r (although the particular U(1)r threshold for different classes of multiplets will be

different). The reason is that fixing R does not allow us to increase the number of gauginos

in our δ = 0 operators (recall from table 1 that all λ2
α and λ̄2

α̇ gauginos have δ > 0).

Therefore, to increase r, we must increase the number of φ’s. Moreover, from table 1 we

also see that any right-handed spinor index contractions increase δ. As a result, we cannot

increase the number of derivatives or F̄+̇+̇ operators for fixed spin, and we are led to a

factorization of the form (2.30) if we multiply by sufficiently many φ.

Let us conclude by reminding the reader that our construction of the spectrum in (2.29)

depended on the triviality of the Q1
+ and Q̄2

+̇
cohomologies. In the next subsection we give

a proof of this statement along with a geometrical construction of the multiplets in (2.29).

2.4. Triviality of the Q̄2
+̇

and Q1
+ cohomologies

In our arguments leading up to (2.29), we assumed that the Q̄2
+̇

and Q1
+ cohomologies were

trivial when acting on the space of δ = 0 operators in C̄ and Ĉ multiplets. In particular, we

have the following exact sequence

0
Q̄2

+̇−−→ Ξp,qmax

Q̄2
+̇−−→ Ξp,qmax−1

Q̄2
+̇−−→ · · ·

Q̄2
+̇−−→ Ξp,2

Q̄2
+̇−−→ Ξp,1

Q̄2
+̇−−→ Ξp,0

Q̄2
+̇−−→ 0 , Xp,i ∈ Ξp,i , (2.35)

where the level-one Q̄1
+̇

descendant of a multiplet in (2.29) satisfies X ∈ Ξp,1. Note that

there is a similar exact sequence for Q1
+ (see figure (3) in Appendix B for further details).

Since the chiral field φ forms a ring (i.e., its product with itself has no singularities),

one can formally think of it as corresponding to a complex variable, φ ∼ z (recall that
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the ring of chiral operators is isomorphic to the ring of holomorphic polynomials on the

Coulomb branch). More generally, the products of any combinations of ∂i
++̇
φ and ∂j

++̇
λ1

+

are non-singular (although potentially vanishing if sufficiently many fermions are involved)

and so we can try to give them a simple geometrical interpretation. To that end, let us

make the formal identifications

zi ↔ ∂i++̇φ , dzi ↔ ∂i++̇λ
1
+ , d = dzi ∧ ∂i ↔ Q1

+ , ∂i := ∂zi , (2.36)

where zi is the i-th complex variable (not the i-th power of z). In particular, the z we

introduced above (2.36) is now z0. It is then easy to check that (2.36) is indeed compatible

with the action of supersymmetry20

dzi ↔ Q1
+∂

i
++̇φ = ∂iλ1

+ , 0 = ddzi ↔ Q1
+∂

i
++̇λ

1
+ = 0 . (2.37)

This construction also allows us to write down multi-field operators as differential forms

X ↔ ω =
∑
k

Pk(zi)dzk1 ∧ dzk2 · · · , (2.38)

where Pk is a polynomial in the zi. So if Q1
+X = 0, namely dω = 0, then we can define21

Ω(z) =

∫ z

0

ω =

∫ z

0

∑
k

Pk(zi)dzk1 ∧ dzk2 · · · , ω = dΩ . (2.39)

Note that closedness, dω = 0, ensures the path-independence of the integral, while the

absence of a singularity in Pk ensures that ω is integrable. Therefore, the fact that Q1
+

cohomology is trivial is just the geometric fact that the (complexification of the) Rn de

Rham cohomology is trivial.22

Next let us consider the action of Q̄2
+̇

. We claim we can associate it with the interior

product

ιv ↔ Q̄2
+̇ , v =

∑
i

zi+1∂i , ιvιv = 0 . (2.40)

Indeed, this operator is consistent with the action of the supercharge

ιvdz
i = zi+1 ↔ Q̄2

+̇∂
i
++̇λ

1
+ = ∂i+1

++̇
φ, ιvz

i = 0↔ Q̄2
+̇∂

i
++̇φ = 0 . (2.41)

20In this subsection, to simplify the equations, we have rescaled the fields and supercharges appropriately

in order to remove any overall numerical factors.
21Here we assume that ω is at least a 1-form, otherwise the integration is meaningless. If ω is a 0-

form/function, then dω = 0 means that ω is a constant, corresponding to the identity operator X ∼ 1.
22More precisely, this is the Dolbeault cohomology H•,0(Cn).
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Finally, we can identify ∂++̇ with the Lie derivative with respect to v

Lvdzj = ∂iv
jdzi = dzj+1 , Lvzj = zi+1∂iz

j = zj+1 . (2.42)

Moreover, the above equations are consistent with the supersymmetry algebra

{Q̄2
+̇, Q

1
+} = ∂++̇ ↔ dιv + ιvd = Lv , (2.43)

where we have used the Cartan identity.

Now we would like to show that Q̄2
+̇

has trivial cohomology when acting on the forms

defined in (2.38).23 In other words, we would like to show that ιvω = 0 implies ω=ιvΩ. We

can take a pointwise approach to the problem.

To that end, first consider a point where v 6= 0. Using the formula ιv?α = (−1)|α|?(V ∧α)

where V is a 1-form associated with v, the question can be rephrased as one of showing

ιvω = ± ? (V ∧ ?ω) = 0 ⇒ ?ω = ±(V ∧ ?Ω) , (2.44)

where the sign is not important. Note that ?ω = 0 iff ω = 0. As a result, the question

can be further rephrased as asking if we can show whether V ∧ U = 0 implies U = V ∧W .

Locally and point-wise, we can always choose an orthogonal frame basis, ei, such that

e1 = V , and write

U = V ∧W + Y , (2.45)

where Y only has components e2, e3, · · · . In other words, Y =
∑

i Yiei1 ∧ ei2 · · · , with

indices 1 < i1 < i2 < · · · . Then V ∧ U = V ∧ Y =
∑

i Yie1 ∧ ei1 ∧ ei2 · · · , which is zero iff

Yi = 0. Therefore, we have shown that V ∧ U = 0 iff U = V ∧W . So, if v 6= 0, ιvω = 0

implies ω = ιvΩ.

Next consider a point where v = 0 and thus ιvω = 0 holds identically for all ω. In this

case, we can consider a neighbourhood of v = 0 and approach v = 0 by taking limits. The

vector field v vanishes at points with z1 = z2 = · · · = 0. We can check our statement away

from these points; if it holds there, we expect our statement holds at the zeros as well.

However, the argument fails if ιvω is independent of z1, z2, · · · . This situation occurs if

ω is independent of z1, z2, · · · and dz0, dz1, dz2, · · · (recall that ιvdz
i = zi+1). In other

words, we must be in the situation where ω = f(z0) is just a function of z0.24 In this case,

23Except for the case of 0-forms depending only on z0. This situation corresponds to chiral operators,

X = φn (n can be zero, in which case X is the identity operator), where Q̄2
+̇
X = 0, but X cannot be written

as X = Q̄2
+̇
X ′.

24Note that if a 0-form / function ω depends on z1, z2, · · · , then we can always write ω = zif(z) and

ιvω = 0 where i 6= 0. However, we have ω = ιv(dz
i−1f(z)).
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ιvω = 0 holds identically, but ω = f(z0) 6= ιvΩ, as the latter must depend on z1, z2, · · ·
(recall again that ιvdz

i = zi+1). Physically, this situation corresponds to the case X ∼ φn

discussed above. In this case, Q̄2
+̇
X = 0, but X cannot be written as Q̄2

+̇
X ′.

Therefore, we have shown that the Q̄2
+̇

-cohomology is indeed trivial when acting on

the space of δ = 0 operators in C̄ and Ĉ multiplets.25 As a result, we have justified the

computations leading up to (2.29).

We can also use the above language to give a geometrical construction of the X ∈
C̄ p

2
,n+ p

2
(k,k−1− p

2
), Ĉ p

2
(k,k−1− p

2
) operators in (2.11) satisfying (2.13) (recall that X is the Q̄1

+̇

descendant of the N = 2 superconformal primary). To that end, let ω be the form

corresponding (via (2.38)) to some δ = 0 operator with the quantum numbers of X. Define

the equivalence class

[ω] := {ω′| ∃β , s.t. ω′ = ω + Lvβ} , (2.46)

where β is a polynomial form. Then, the multiplets of interest are in one-to-one correspon-

dence with equivalence classes of (p+ 1)-forms, [ω], satisfying

0 6∈ [ω] , dω′ 6= 0 , ιvω
′ 6= 0 , ∀ω′ ∈ [ω] . (2.47)

Alternatively, we can work with the level-three descendant Q1
+Q̄

2
+̇
Q̄1

+̇
of the SCP (or any

other δ = 0 operator), Z ∈ C̄ p
2
,n+ p

2
(k,k−1− p

2
), Ĉ p

2
(k,k−1− p

2
). In this case, we have that Z

corresponds to an equivalence class of (p+ 1)-forms satisfying

0 6∈ [ω] , ω̂, ω̃ ∈ [ω] , dω̂ = 0 , ιvω̃ = 0 , ω̂ 6= ω̃ . (2.48)

In the next section we will reinterpret our IR discussion in the preceding sections in

terms of UV degrees of freedom in the MAD theory. We then conclude with a highly

non-trivial check of our results using the superconformal index.

3. The MAD theory: UV avatars

In this section, we will connect the discussion of the deep IR in the previous section with

the MAD theory. In particular, we will find UV avatars for the C̄ and Ĉ multiplets studied

above. Using the resulting MAD / free vector map, we then propose a formula counting

the full set of C̄ multiplets with s = −1 in the MAD SCFT. We conclude by checking that

the formula is consistent with the superconformal index.

25We have also checked this statement numerically by constructing the set of operators explicitly.
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3.1. The MAD / free vector map

In this subsection, we would like to explain the UV origins of the IR spectrum found in

(2.29). To that end, recall that the MAD theory has a dimension 6/5 N = 2 chiral primary,

O6/5. This operator flows to φ under the RG flow to the Coulomb branch26

O := O6/5 ∈ Ē6/5 −→ φ , (3.1)

where we have relabelled the chiral primary for simplicity. It is then natural to study the

UV operators corresponding to (2.9)

O −→ φ , O+ := O1
+ ∼ Q1

+O −→ λ1
+ , ∂++̇ , (3.2)

and to study the UV avatar of X in (2.11) built from these degrees of freedom. Let us call

this operator XMAD.

More precisely, we would like to study Q̄1
+̇

descendants, XMAD, of UV C̄MAD
R,r(j,j̄) multiplets

with primaries, OMAD, satisfying

sOMAD = ROMAD + j̄OMAD − jOMAD = −1 ,

δOMAD = ∆OMAD − (2ROMAD + 2j̄OMAD + rOMAD) = 2 . (3.3)

In terms of the X quantum numbers, these constraints translate to

sXMAD = RXMAD + j̄XMAD − jXMAD = 0 ,

δXMAD = ∆XMAD − (2RXMAD + 2j̄XMAD + rXMAD) = 0 . (3.4)

The quantum numbers that make up s are conserved along the RG flow (SU(2)R and

Lorentz symmetry are preserved), and so any UV avatars of the operators in (2.29) should

satisfy these constraints. The second equations in (3.3) and (3.4) are the statements that

the UV avatars of the IR multiplets are themselves C̄ multiplets. This mapping is suggested

by the general discussion in the introduction. In addition, in the next subsection, we will

show that these statements are consistent with the superconformal index.

As a simple example of the construction we have in mind, let us consider the IR Ĉ0(1,0)

higher-spin multiplet with primary described around (1.1). Using the map in (3.1), we

expect a map of normal-ordered products27

C̄MAD
0, 7

5
(1,0)
3 εijO i

αO
j
β + κ′OOαβ −→ Oαβ = εijλ

i
αλ

j
β + κφFαβ ∈ Ĉ Free

0(1,0) , (3.5)

26Other operators, like O2
6/5, also flow to φ at leading order in the IR (this is no surprise since U(1)r

is spontaneously broken). However, we can subtract off a term proportional O6/5 in the UV to obtain an

operator that flows to φ2 at leading order. In this sense, we will say O2
6/5 flows to φ2.

27In the strongly coupled UV theory, a normal-ordered product is a spacetime-independent piece of an

OPE.
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where O i
α ∼ Qi

αO and Oαβ ∼ εijQ
i
αQ

j
βO. Here we have chosen κ′ so that the LHS of (3.5)

is an SCP. Note that κ′ 6= κ, which is consistent with the fact that we expect conformal

primaries and descendants to mix upon turning on a vev, v = 〈O〉 6= 0, and flowing to the IR.

Let us also note that, as in footnote 26, the operator in (3.5) flows to a lower-dimensional

operator than the one on the RHS at leading order in the IR. Indeed, substituting v in (3.5),

we expect the leading IR operator to be proportional to Fαβ. However, we can remove this

operator by modifying the RHS of (3.5) to include a linear combination with the level-two

descendant Oαβ of the Ē6/5 multiplet. Then, we expect (3.5) to hold (up to a shift by a

descendant). It is in this sense that we think of the RHS of (3.5) as mapping to the LHS.28

Similarly, at the level of the X operator in (2.14), we expect the map of normal-ordered

products

XMAD =
∑
`,a

x′`,a∂
`
++̇O1

+∂
a
++̇O −→

∑
`,a

x`,a∂
`
++̇λ

1
+∂

a
++̇φ = X , (3.6)

where we have used the δ = 0 degrees of freedom in (3.2). Related comments to those

appearing below (3.5) apply to (3.6).

In generalizing the above map, we should account for the fact that Ē6/5 satisfies fewer

shortening conditions than the free D̄0(0,0) multiplet. For example, (Q1)2O 6= 0 has δ = 0 in

the UV, but (Q1)2φ = 0 by equations of motion in the IR. One might imagine that such

discrepancies could allow one to find a mismatch between UV and IR multiplets of the type

we study.

However, we claim that only the operators in (3.2), which are in one-to-one correspon-

dence with the contributing free vector operators (i.e., φ, λ+, and ∂++̇), can be used in

constructing the XMAD normal-ordered products. To understand this statement, first recall

from tables 1 and 2 that all derivatives have s ≥ 0 and δ ≥ 0 except for ∂+−̇, which has

s = −1 and δ = 2. Moreover, we see that only ∂++̇ satisfies s = δ = 0. Next, note that

conformal primaries in the Ē6/5 multiplet can only be obtained through the action of the

Qi
α supercharges. However, since δQ2

α
= 2 and δQ1

α
= 0, we can neglect Q2

α and ∂+−̇. In

addition,

sQ1
+

= 0 , sQ1
−

= 1 . (3.7)

28In this way, we can think of the higher-spin current on the RHS of (3.5) as having acquired anomalous

dimension 2/5 in the UV. Since 2/5� 3, there is a sense in which the MAD theory has an “approximate” higher

spin symmetry. Note that the higher spin Ĉ0(k,k−1) analogs of (3.5) have anomalous dimension 2/5� 2k + 1

(since we only increase the number of derivatives on both sides of the map). For large k, this symmetry is in a

sense “parametrically conserved” (see [16] for a study of approximate higher-spin symmetries). It would be

interesting to understand if this structure can be used to gain further insight into the MAD theory (and its

higher-rank cousins).
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As a result, all conformal primaries except O and O1
+ have either s > 0 or δ > 0 and can

be ignored.

It is then natural to conjecture the following one-to-one correspondence between MAD

multiplets and multiplets on the Coulomb branch (where we have used the map in (3.1)

and (3.2))

C̄MAD
p
2
, 1
10

(2+12n+7p)(k,k−1− p
2

)
−→ C̄ Free

p
2
,n+ p

2
(k,k−1− p

2
) , n ∈ Z>1 . (3.8)

For n = 1, the IR multiplets on the RHS above obey additional shortening conditions and

become Ĉ multiplets.29 In particular, we have

C̄MAD
p
2
, 7
10

(2+p)(k,k−1− p
2

)
−→ Ĉ Free

p
2

(k,k−1− p
2

) . (3.9)

As a special case, we find, for p = 0, UV ancestors of IR higher-spin multiplets

C̄MAD
0, 7

5
(k,k−1)

−→ Ĉ Free
0(k,k−1) . (3.10)

One upshot of this discussion is that our C̄ multiplets of interest are contained in the

following OPEs

Ē×(n+p+1)
6/5 3 C̄MAD

p
2
, 1
10

(2+12n+7p)(k,k−1− p
2

)
. (3.11)

This result is compatible with the conjecture in [9] that Ē×n6/5 × E
×m
−6/5 should generate the

full local operator algebra of the MAD theory.

3.2. Quasi-chiral spectrum of the MAD theory

Finally, combining the above discussion with the IR spectrum in (2.29) we arrive at the

result promised in the introduction, which we repeat here

NC̄MAD
p
2 ,r(k,k−1− p

2 )
=


∑p

i=0(−1)i
[
N
(
p− i, n+ i, k − i

2

)
−N

(
p− i, n+ i, k − i

2
− 1

2

) ]
, r = r(n, p) ,

0 , otherwise ,
(3.12)

where

N(p, n, k) :=

qmax∑
q=1

2k−r−p∑
`=0

(−1)q+1R(`, q + p)S(2k − q − p− `, n− q + 1) ,

r(n, p) :=
1

10
(2 + 12n+ 7p) , n ∈ Z≥1 , p ∈ Z≥0 . (3.13)

29For n ≤ 0, the multiplets on the RHS of (3.8) are not unitary irreducible representations and are absent.

We conjecture that the corresponding multiplets on the LHS of (3.8) are also absent (although they are not

ruled out by unitarity for sufficiently large p).
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One consequence of (3.12) is that the Q1
+ and Q̄2

+̇
cohomologies discussed in section 2.4

should be trivial for the MAD theory as well. This fact makes intuitive sense since the

geometrical actions in (2.36) and (2.41) do not depend on turning on interactions (e.g., as

in (1.3)) or on the breaking of conformal symmetry. An alternative derivation of (3.12) will

be presented in Appendix B.

Another consequence of the above discussion is that, as in (2.30), we expect a factorization

of the spectrum in (3.12). In particular, we have the factorization of SCPs

Ork,p+ 6
5
m = Ork,pOm , Or ∈ C̄ p

2
,r(k,k−1− p

2
) , rk,p = r(nk,p, p) , nk,p = 2k−1−p , m ∈ N .

(3.14)

We also therefore expect the spectrum in (3.12) to stabilize for r ≥ r(nk,p, p). This behavior

is an indication of the MAD theory’s inherently Coulombic behavior. It would be interesting

to understand if related behavior occurs in the rest of the quasi-chiral sector and beyond.

In the next section, we will find non-trivial confirmation of this picture from the

superconformal index.

3.3. Checks from the superconformal index

Here we discuss various superconformal index checks we have performed of the operator

maps introduced previously. From the simple maps in (3.1) and (3.2), we will see that the

index finds perfect agreement with the result in (3.12).30

To that end, let us consider the superconformal index defined by

I = Tr(−1)Fpj+j̄+rq−j+j̄+rtR−r . (3.15)

As elaborated upon in [9], there are three classes of multiplets that contribute to the index

of the MAD theory: the Ē6n/5 multiplets, the ĈR(j,j) multiplets, and the C̄R,r(j,j̄) multiplets.

As a result, the index can be written as

IMAD = 1 + IĒ + IĈ + IC̄ , Iα =
∑
n

NαnIαn , (3.16)

where Iα denotes the total index contribution from multiplets of type α, and n denotes the

quantum numbers of the multiplet. The decomposition (3.16) enables us to isolate the index

30Although the index itself can have various cancelations, we believe this does not occur here. As we

explained in the introduction, such a situation extends results on non-cancellation and minimality found in

different sectors of the theory in [8, 9]. Moreover, the simplicity of our inputs in (3.1) and (3.2) combined

with the robustness of the index checks suggests our picture is correct. In addition, as we will describe below,

the multiplets in (3.12) do not have cancelling index contributions amongst themselves. Finally, we will also

show that the local-algebra generating conjecture in [9] puts constraints on index cancelation.
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contributions of all IC̄ multiplets, since the rest of the contributions are known. Indeed, the

multiplicities of the first two classes of multiplets are [8]31

NĒ6n/5 = 1 , ∀ n ∈ Z>0 ,
xR(R+2)

(1− x2)(1− x3) · · · (1− xR+1)
=

∞∑
2j=0

x2jNĈR(j,j)
. (3.17)

Moreover, the contributions of individual short multiplets are also well known

IĈR(j,j̄)
= (−1)2(j+j̄)pjqjtR−j+j̄−1 t− pq

(1− p)(1− q)

[
p

1
2 q

1
2 tχj+ 1

2

(√
p

q

)
− pqχj

(√
p

q

)]
,

IĒr = pr−1qr−1t−r
(t− p)(t− q)
(1− p)(1− q)

,

IC̄R,r(j,j̄) = −(−1)2(j+j̄)pj̄+rqj̄+rtR−r−1 (t− pq)(t− p)(t− q)
(1− p)(1− q)

χj

(√p

q

)
, (3.18)

where χj(x) := (x2j+1 − x−2j−1)/(x − x−1) is the character for the spin j irreducible

representation of SU(2).

Finally an expression for the index of MAD theory was obtained in [13]

IMAD = (p; p)(q; q)
Γe

(
(pq
t

)
6
5

)
Γe

(
(pq
t

)
2
5

) ∮
C

dz

2πiz

Γe

(
z±(pq)

2
5 t

1
10

)
Γe

(
z±(pq)−

1
5 t

7
10

)
Γe

(
z±2,0(pq

t
)

1
5

)
2Γe(z±2)

.

(3.19)

This formula provides the basis for a numerical approach to compute the index. For this

purpose, it is convenient to change the variables to τ , y, v, where p = yτ 3, q = y−1τ 3, and

t = τ 4/v.

We are now ready to describe our index checks. Using the decomposition in (3.16), we

can subtract the Ē and Ĉ index contributions from (3.19) and get the contributions from C̄
multiplets:

IC̄ =
∑
R,r,j,j̄

NC̄R,r(j,j̄)IC̄R,r(j,j̄) =
∑
r,j,s

F (s, r, j)IC̄0,r(j,j̄=s+j) , (3.20)

where s = R + j̄ − j, and

F (s, r, j) =

2s+2j∑
p=0

(−1)pNC̄s+p/2,r+p/2(j,s+j−p/2)
. (3.21)

The reason for writing the index in this form is due to multiplet recombination and, more

generally, the fact that (up to a sign) the index does not distinguish between operators with

31In [9] we also found the exact multiplicities of the C̄0,r(j,0) multiplets for all r and j (which in turn

motivates a conjecture on the full local operator algebra we will return to below).
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quantum numbers (R, r, j, j̄) and (R + δ, r + δ, j, j̄ − δ). Therefore, in the decomposition

of IC̄ into contributions from various C̄ multiplets in (3.20), only F (s, r, j) can be directly

calculated (instead of the individual N appearing in the sum).

In the case of s = −1, (3.12) enables us to count the individual N summands in (3.21).

Comparing with the F computed by the index, we have numerically checked that (3.21) is

indeed satisfied for s = −1.32

Note that, while the index on its own does not resolve (R, r, j, j̄)→ (R+ δ, r+ δ, j, j̄− δ)
ambiguities, one interesting fact is that the operators in (3.12) do not cancel amongst

themselves in the MAD index (although there are infinitely many cancelations of their IR

counterparts in the index on the Coulomb branch). To understand this statement, note

that, independently of any ambiguities of the index, in the UV

r −R =
1

5
(1 + p+ 6n) . (3.22)

To have a cancelation, we would need to have the same r −R for a fermion (p ∈ Zodd) and

a boson (p ∈ Zeven). However, in these two cases, the parity of p+ 6n is different and so

there cannot be cancellations between fermionic and bosonic degrees of freedom in (3.12).33

On the other hand, in the IR, we have

r −R = n , (3.23)

and so there are infinitely many index cancellations between even and odd p. The qualitative

difference between the behavior in (3.22) and (3.23) is illustrated in figure 2.

More generally, consider the following UV OPEs

Ē×n6/5 3 Õ1 × · · · × Õn , (3.24)

where the ÕI ∈ Ē6/5 are any conformal primaries of the MAD Ē6/5 multiplet. Any such

ÕI can be represented by the action of the Qi
α on O. Logic similar to the one employed

32We have numerically calculated IC̄ up to order O(τ56). This computation provides three-hundred and

fifty-three data points with s = −1. Consistency with (3.21) therefore provides a strong check of our counting

formula (3.12).
33This statement means that for fixed s, r, j in (3.21), the non-trivial terms in the sum should have the same

parity and therefore identical weight factor, (−1)p. Even more strongly, we have observed numerically (up to

the order in footnote 32) that elements of the s = −1 C̄ spectrum with distinct quantum numbers correspond

to distinct non-cancelling index contributions. This behavior is similar to what we observe elsewhere in the

MAD spectrum: all Ē and Ĉ multiplets also have distinct non-cancelling index contributions for operators

with distinct quantum numbers (analogous statements hold for the s = 0 C̄ multiplets studied in [9]).
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Fig.2: Each complex plane contains index contributions (for some generic choice of complex

fugacitites) from multiplets in the UV and IR respectively. Each multiplet contribution can

be represented as a vector in C. In the IR plane, we show cancelling index contributions for

a pair of operators satisfying (3.23) for fixed n and different parity of p. In the UV plane,

we show the contributions from the two UV avatars of these operators, where their index

contributions no longer cancel (their sum is given by the blue vector) due to the constraint

in (3.22).

below (3.22) shows that δ = 0 operators appearing in such OPEs with an even or odd total

number of Q2
α acting on the various Õi cannot cancel amongst themselves within the index.

Given our conjecture on the local algebra operator generation by the Ē×n6/5 × E
×m
−6/5 OPEs

in [9], it would be interesting to understand if a more detailed OPE analysis can be used

to argue for the complete absence of index cancellations in the MAD theory. Conversely,

finding an independent argument for the absence of index cancellations in the MAD theory

would constrain the Ē×n6n/5 × E
×m
−6n/5 OPEs.

4. Conclusions

In this paper, we found UV avatars of the (complex) higher-spin symmetry that emerges

on the Coulomb branch of the MAD theory. In addition, we showed how these degrees of

freedom are related to a rich set of operators appearing in OPEs that define a so-called

quasi-chiral sector of the MAD theory. In so doing, we provided additional confirmation of
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our conjecture on the structure of the MAD local operator algebra in [9]. This discussion

takes us closer to computing the full protected spectrum of the MAD theory and suggests

several avenues for further study:

• It is straightforward to complete the analysis of the quasi-chiral sector by studying

UV avatars of IR C̄ multiplets with sO > −1. This analysis should provide additional

tests of our conjecture on the structure of the local operator algebra [9].

• By gluing the quasi-chiral and quasi-anti-chiral sectors together, our conjecture in [9]

(supported by our analysis above) suggests that we will find the full set of local

operators in the MAD theory. We expect that the ĈMAD
R(j,j) states (related to the 2D

Lee-Yang chiral algebra [17]) discussed in [8] will play a central role in this gluing

(see the analysis in [9] for an infinite set of C̄ multiplets where Ĉ0(0,0) plays a role; it

would be interesting to generalize these multiplets and find UV avatars of the real

higher-spin symmetry multiplets and their cousins). We will return to these ideas

in [12].

• We have seen that, in all classes of short multiplets studied so far, the fully refined

MAD index has no cancellations. It would be interesting to understand if this is more

generally true and what relation this statement has with the structure of the local

operator algebra conjectured in [9]. In fact, we have numerical evidence for a stronger

behavior: namely that s = −1 C̄ multiplets with different quantum numbers give

different non-cancelling index contributions. As mentioned in the previous section,

similar behavior occurs in all other known parts of the MAD operator spectrum. It

would be interesting to prove this behavior for s = −1 (or else find where it breaks

down) and also to understand if it holds for all C̄ multiplets. If so, the MAD index

would satisfy a sort of “information-maximization” principle.

• In light of the absence of MAD index cancellations discussed in the previous bullet

and the fact that the index of the free vector suffers from rather generic cancelations

(see the discussion around (3.22) and (3.23)), the map between these two observables

is highly non-trivial. On the other hand, the maps between short multiplets in the

MAD theory and the free vector are relatively simple. As a result, we expect the

protected contributions to the thermal partition functions of these two theories to be

closely related. It would be interesting to find this relation and to understand if it

can be used to construct a map between the full thermal partition functions.34

34We thank S. Razamat for mentioning this possibility to us.
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• It would be interesting to extend the geometrical construction in section 2.4 to the full

quasi-chiral sector and also to understand to what extent we can capture conformal

symmetry (this may lead to a natural appearance of a (super)-Virasoro algebra related

to that in [18]). In addition, it is natural to extend our construction to higher-

dimensional Coulomb branches and to describe other multiplets like those of type B̄
in higher-rank theories. It would then be worthwhile to make more direct contact

with the Seiberg-Witten construction.

• It would be interesting to quantitatively extend the operator factorization we found

in the sO = −1 part of the MAD theory to the full theory and to understand how

this interacts with the structure of the Ē×n6/5 × E
×m
−6/5 OPEs. In addition, it would be

interesting to investigate if there is a large charge effective field theory explanation of

the operator factorization.

• Finally, it would be useful to make contact with more general theories (e.g., see [19]

for recent spectral results in some more of these theories).

We will return to some of these questions in [12].
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Appendix A. Various partitions of integers

In this appendix, we introduce various kinds of partitions of integers that are used in the

main body of the paper. To that end, let P (n, k) denote the number of partitions of the

integer n into k positive integers, and let P (n) denote the number of partitions of n into

arbitrary positive integers. These quantities can be obtained from the following generating

functions
∞∏
j=1

1

1− yj
=

∞∑
m=0

P (m)ym , (A.1)

and
∞∏
j=1

1

1− xyj
=

∞∑
k,n=0

P (n, k)xkyn . (A.2)

We are also interested in partitions into non-negative integers. Let S(n, k) denote the

number of partitions of the integer n into k non-negative integers. Then S(n, k) = P (n+k, k).

Note that we have the property P (n) = S(n, k) for k ≥ n, as it is impossible to partition n

into more than n positive integers.

In counting fermionic degrees of freedom, we are interested in partitions into distinct

integers. To that end, let R(n, k) denote the number of partitions of n into k non-negative

distinct integers. This quantity can be obtained from the following generating function

∞∏
j=1

(1 + xyj) =
∞∑

k,n=0

R(n− k, k)xkyn . (A.3)

Using this generating function, one can prove the following recursion relations

S(n, k) = S(n− k, k) + S(n, k − 1) , (A.4)

R(n, k) = R(n− k, k) +R(n− k + 1, k − 1) . (A.5)

Let us now prove some identities. For this purpose, let us rewrite (A.3) as

(1 + ηxy)(1 + ηxy2)(1 + ηxy3) · · · =
∞∑

s,r=0

R(s, r)ηrxrys+r . (A.6)

In addition, we have

1

(1− xy)(1− xy2)(1− xy3) · · ·
=

∞∑
k,n=0

S(n− k, k)xkyn . (A.7)
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Taking the product of the two generating functions above and setting η = −1, we find

1 =
∞∑

s,r=0

∞∑
k,n=0

S(n− k, k)R(s, r)(−1)rxk+ryn+s+r (A.8)

=
∞∑

s,r=0

∞∑
k,n=0

(S(n, k)− S(n, k − 1))R(s, r)(−1)rxk+ryn+s+r (A.9)

=
∞∑

s,r=0

∞∑
k,n=0

(S(n− r − s, k − r)− S(n− r − s, k − r − 1))R(s, r)(−1)rxkyn , (A.10)

where we used the recursion relation (A.4) in the second equality. These manipulations

mean that

∞∑
s,r=0

(S(n− r − s, k − r)− S(n− r − s, k − r − 1))R(s, r)(−1)r = δk,0δn,0 . (A.11)

We can then sum over k, and find that

∞∑
s,r=0

S(n− r − s, k − r)R(s, r)(−1)r = δn,0 , k ≥ 0 . (A.12)

When k ≥ n, we have S(n− r− s, k− r) = P (n− r− s), then the above identity reduces to

∞∑
s,r=0

P (n− r − s)R(s, r)(−1)r = δn,0 , (A.13)

or equivalently
∞∑
r=1

∞∑
s=0

(−1)r+1P (n− r − s)R(s, r) = P (n)− δn,0 . (A.14)

Appendix B. An alternate method for counting C̄ multiplets

In this appendix, we present an alternate (and in some senses more direct) approach to

counting the multiplicity of C̄R,r,(j,j̄) multiplets satisfying s = −1. This approach is also

illuminating and therefore worth elaborating on.

Following our prescription in the main text we count C̄ multiplets via their level-one

descendants, which have much simpler representations

O ∈ C̄R,r,(j,j̄) with R + j̄ − j + 1 = 0 (B.1)

←→ X = Q̄1
+̇O ∼ λlφk∂n ∈ Gn,k,l , (B.2)
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where Gn,k,l is the set of operators with the prescribed number of fields and derivatives

(schematically indicated by “λlφk∂n”), namely

Gn,k,l :=
{∑

a,b

Ca,b∂
a1

++̇
λ1

+ · · · ∂
al
++̇
λ1

+∂
b1
++̇
φ · · · ∂bk

++̇
φ
∣∣∣∑

i

ai +
∑
j

bj = n
}
. (B.3)

For notational simplicity in what follows, we use λlφk∂n to denote an arbitrary operator of

the form specified above.

The numbers n, k, l in (B.2) are determined by the charges

n = 2j − 2R− 1 , k = −1− 2R− R + r + 1

r0

, l = 2R + 1 , j̄ = j −R− 1 , (B.4)

where r is the U(1)r charge/scaling dimension of Coulomb branch operator φ. The main

text justifies the idea that we can consider either φ and λ1
+ (the free vector degrees of

freedom) or O and O+ (the MAD degrees of freedom). Therefore, while we will use the

notation φ and λ1
+ here (with r0 = 1 for the primary), we can think of our manipulations

below as applying equally well to O and O+ (with r0 = 6/5 for the primary).35

Since X is the Q̄1
+̇

descendant of the SCP O, we expect that X is annihilated by all

the special supercharges S, S̄ except for S̄2
−̇, so

S̄2
−̇X 6= 0 ←→ X = Q̄1

+̇O . (B.5)

From the explicit general form of X, we easily check that

[Si+, X] = [S̄i+̇, X] = [S1
−, X] = 0 . (B.6)

So the only non-trivial conditions are

[S2
−, X] = [S̄1

−̇, X] = 0 , (B.7)

or, equivalently,

[S2
−, X] = 0 ←→ X 6= Q1

+X
′ , ∀X , (B.8)

[S̄1
−̇, X] = 0 ←→ X 6= Q̄2

+̇X
′′, ∀X ′′ . (B.9)

Before imposing these constraints, we can count the number of linearly independent

operators

N (n, k, l) = |Gn,k,l| =
n∑

m=0

S(n−m, k)R(m, l) . (B.10)

35A priori, one might have thought that null relations in the MAD theory could prevent such a naive

substitution. However, the results in the main text show this is not the case.
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where “| · · · |” denotes the dimension of the enclosed space.

For later purposes, we also introduce the following notation

Xi,j ∼ λl−j+iφk−i+j∂n−i ∈ Gn−i,k−i+j,l−j+i , (B.11)

and we identify X = X0,0 ∼ λlφk∂n.

Now, since

Q̄2
+̇∂

aλ ∼ ∂a+1φ , Q̄2
+̇∂

aφ = 0 , (B.12)

Q1
+∂

aφ ∼ ∂aλ , Q1
+∂

aλ = 0 , (B.13)

we find

Q̄2
+̇ : Gn−i,k−i+j,l−j+i → Gn−i+1,k−i+j+1,l−j+i−1 , Xi,j 7→ Xi−1,j , (B.14)

Q1
+ : Gn−i,k−i+j,l−j+i → Gn−i,k−i+j−1,l−j+i+1 , Xi,j 7→ Xi,j−1 . (B.15)

As a result, we find the double complex in figure 3. As we showed in subsection 2.4,

the cohomology is trivial. Therefore, whenever Q̄2
+̇
Y = 0, we have Y = Q̄2

+̇
Z, and similarly

for Q1
+. Due to the non-trivial anti-commutation relation {Q1

+, Q̄
2
+̇
} = ∂++̇, the diagram

looks non-commutative. However, one can make the diagram commutative by regarding X

as an equivalence class, namely X ∼ X ′ if X = ±X ′ + ∂++̇X
′′.

...
...

· · · Gn−1,k,l Gn,k+1,l−1

· · · Gn−1,k−1,l+1 Gn,k,l

Q1
+ Q1

+

Q̄2
+̇

Q1
+

Q̄2
+̇

Q1
+

Q̄2
+̇

Q̄2
+̇

Fig. 3: Double complex formed by quasi-chiral operators with s = −1.

Now we would like to count X operators as descendants of O described in (B.1), subject

to the constraints in (B.8)(B.9)

N ′(n, k, l) = |{X|QX 6= 0, Q̄X 6= 0}| (B.16)

= |{X}| − |{X|QX = 0}| − |{X|Q̄X = 0}|+ |{X|QX = Q̄X = 0}| (B.17)

= |{X}| − |{X0,1}| − |{X1,0}+ {X1,1}| (B.18)

+|{X0,1|QX0,1 = 0}|+ |{X1,0|Q̄X1,0 = 0}| (B.19)

−|{X1,1|QX1,1 = 0}| − |{X1,1|Q̄X1,1 = 0}|+ |{X1,1|QX1,1 = Q̄X1,1 = 0}| , (B.20)
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where Q := Q1
+, Q̄ := Q̄2

+̇
, X ≡ X0,0 ∈ Gn,k,l, Xi,j ∈ Gn−i,k−i+j,l−j+i, and

|{Xi,j}| = |Gn−i,k−i+j,l−j+i| = N (n− i, k − i+ j, l − j + i) . (B.21)

In the derivation above, we have used the following relation

|{X|QX = 0}| = |{X|X = QX0,1}| = |{X0,1}| − |{X0,1|QX0,1 = 0}| , (B.22)

|{X|Q̄X = 0}| = |{X|X = QX0,1}| = |{X0,1}| − |{X0,1|QX0,1 = 0}| , (B.23)

|{X|QX = Q̄X = 0}| = |{X|X = QQ̄X1,1}| = |{X1,1}| − |{X1,1|QQ̄X1,1 = 0}|

= |{X1,1}| − |{X1,1|QX1,1 = 0}| − |{X1,1|Q̄X1,1 = 0}|

+|{X1,1|QX1,1 = Q̄X1,1 = 0}| . (B.24)

By induction, we then find

N ′(n, k, l) =
∞∑

i,j=0

(−1)i+j|{Xij ∈ Gn−i,k−i+j,l−j+i}| =
∞∑

i,j=0

(−1)i+jN (n− i, k − i+ j, l − j + i)

=
∞∑

i,j,m=0

(−1)i+jS(n− i−m, k − i+ j)R(m, l + i− j) . (B.25)

Finally, we want to count primary operators, so we need to subtract the conformal descen-

dants

NC̄R,r(j,j̄) = N ′(n, k, l)−N ′(n− 1, k, l) , (B.26)

where the weight in the multiplet is determined by (B.4). This is the main result of this

appendix, enabling us to count the C̄R,r(j,j̄) multiplets with R + j̄ − j + 1 = 0.

We would like to contrast the results here with (2.28), which in the current notation

reduces to

N ′ =
∞∑

i,m=0

l−1∑
j=0

(−1)i+jS(n− i−m, k − i+ j)R(m, l + i− j) . (B.27)

The only difference between (B.25) and (B.27) is the range of j. This difference turns out
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to be inconsequential. More specifically

N ′ −N ′ =
∞∑

i,m=0

∞∑
j=l

(−1)i+jS(n− i−m, k − i+ j)R(m, l + i− j) (B.28)

=
∞∑

i,m=0

∞∑
j=0

(−1)i−j+lS(n− i−m, k + l − i+ j)R(m, i− j) (B.29)

= (−1)l
∞∑
j=0

∞∑
r,m=0

(−1)rS(n− j − r −m, k + l − r)R(m, r) (B.30)

= (−1)l
∞∑
j=0

δn,j (B.31)

= (−1)l , (B.32)

where we use the identity (A.12) in the fourth equality above. This simple difference

cancels out when considering the primaries (B.26), so the two methods give the same result

NC̄ = NC̄, except for n = 0 or, equivalently, the R = j + 1/2 case. In this situation, the

X operators have no derivatives and thus are always conformal primary. However, these

operators don’t belong to C̄ multiplets.

At the level of non-primaries, the difference between (B.25) and (B.27) can be understood

physically as follows. For simplicity, let us consider the case of l = 1 and R = 0, namely

there is only one gaugino in X. There is an operator X ∝ ∂n(φkλ) ∝ Q1
+(∂nφk+1). Therefore,

as a Q1
+ descendant, it is subtracted in the counting of (B.25), but not in (B.27). However,

when considering primaries, it is also subtracted in (B.27) as it is a conformal descendant.
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