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Abstract

We explore some aspects of the generalized Schur limit, defined in [1]. Based on several examples, we
conjecture that the generalized Schur limit as a function of α solves a modular linear differential equation
of fixed order, with coefficients depending on α. We also observe in examples that for Argyres-Douglas
theories of type (A1, G) with G = An, Dn, the generalized Schur limit for certain negative integer values
of α, coincides with the trace of higher powers of the quantum monodromy operator. This hints at a
more general correspondence between the wall-crossing invariant traces on the Coulomb branch and the
generalized Schur limit, which is related to the Higgs branch.
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1 Introduction and summary

Four dimensional superconformal field theories (SCFTs) with eight supercharges have been a theoretical
laboratory for studying the interplay between physics and mathematics. The superconformal index [2–5],
which encodes information about the spectrum of the protected operators has been a major source of
results relating to mathematical physics. One particular limit of the index is called the Schur index, which
counts certain 1/4-BPS operators, obeying certain shortening conditions on their quantum numbers [5–7].
In particular, to a 4d SCFT one can associate a 2d vertex operator algebra (VOA) and the Schur index
equals the vaccum character of the corresponding VOA [8]. This limit has several interesting modular
properties. The Schur index is conjectured to be a vector valued modular form and solves a modular
linear differential equation (MLDE) [9, 10]. Here we will examine properties of a limit closely related to
the Schur index.

Recently in [1], a double scaling limit of the superconformal index, called there as generalized Schur
limit and denoted by Ẑ(q, α), was defined. This limit is parametrized by a parameter α ≥ 0 and for a
subset of theories, at special values of this parameter, the limit reduces to the Schur index of theories
related to the initial theory by renormalization group flows. In certain cases, this limit provides a very
simple contour integral expression for the Schur index indices of non-Lagrangian SCFTs. 1. This limit is
well defined for any α ≥ 0, but it may or may not give rise to a integer coefficient q-series. In this paper
we explore the range α < 0. To analyze this range, we evaluate the index as a q-series with α dependent
coefficients and use the expression to analytically continue to negative α. In this range, for certain special
values of α, we find that the index equals the vacuum character of vertex operator algebras, which show
up in the trace of higher powers of wall-crossing invariant quantum monodromy operator2 M(q) [14].
We test this idea in the case of Argyres-Douglas theories of type (A1, G), where G = An, Dn . In the
examples, we find that the generalized Schur partition function equals the trace of a higher power M(q)
3. To be more explicit

Ẑ(q, α) = (q; q)2rTrM(q)−α, α ∈ Z≤1, α > α∗ , (1.1)

where r denotes the rank of the theory4 and Z≤1 denotes integers less than 1. From the low rank
examples, it appears that α∗ is the least negative value of α for which the trace of M(q)−α does not give
rise to a convergent q-series. At this value of α, Ẑ either diverges or gives a q-series with that does not
seem to be the vacuum character of any known CFT.

The two sides of equation (1.1) seem to connect two different quantities. The moduli space of vacua
of 4d N = 2 SCFTs has two distinct branches: the Higgs branch and the Coulomb branch. The left
hand side is a quantity related to the Higgs branch. This is because the Schur operators contain Higgs
branch operators as a subset and do not contain Coulomb branch operators. The right hand side is a
wall crossing invariant defined using the data of BPS states on the Coulomb branch of the theory. [12]
observed that in a large class of theories, the Schur index is to equal (q; q)2rTrM(q)−1, thus hinting at

1Using this limit [11] computed a closed form expression for partially flavored Schur index of rank-one E6 and E7

Minahan-Nemeschansky theories.
2 [12] used the operator O(q) called the Kontsevich-Soibelman operator [13], which is related to the quantum monodromy

as O(q) = M(q)−1.
3A similar limit was considered in [15] and its relation to the trace of M(q) was discussed.
4rank is defined as the complex dimension of the Coulomb branch. For Lagrangian theories, this coincides with the rank

of the gauge group.
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a relation between the two seemingly distinct branches (see also [16–25] ). Therefore the equality (1.1)
seems to hint at a generalization of the correspondence of [12] . As a naive check of equation (1.1), note
that the conjectured central charge of the 4d SCFT obtained in the generalized Schur limit of [1] matches
that of the central charge conjectured in [14] with the identification α = −N

c
(N)
2d = −c2dN − 2(N + 1)r . (1.2)

In order to check equation (1.1), we need to compute the generalized Schur limit for negative values of
α. We will restrict ourselves to (A1, G) type theories, with G = An, Dn , whose index is available as a
contour integral obtained from deforming a N = 1 Lagrangian theory [26–28]. The generalized Schur
limit for these Argyres-Douglas theories turns out to be equal to the generalized Schur limit of some
N = 2 SQCD by a rescaling of α by some number ξ i.e.

Ẑ(A1,G)(q, α(A1,G)) = ẐSQCD(q, αSQCD ξ) , (1.3)

where the subscripts in α denote the two theories. For example, for the Argyres-Douglas theories (A1, A2),
(A1, A3) and (A1, D4) belonging to the rank-one Deligne-Cvitanović (DC) series, the corresponding
SQCD is SU(2) with four flavors and ξ = h∨/6. Here h∨ denotes the dual-Coxeter number of the flavor
symmetry of the Argyres-Douglas theory.

This provides us with a contour integral expression for the limit for (A1, G) Argyres-Douglas theories,
but computing it for negative α is not straightforward. To continue to negative values of α, the most
straightforward approach is to keep α as a parameter and expand the integrand as a q-series, and
finally integrate each coefficient of the q-series. This gives a q-series with α dependent coefficients. This
expression can now be evaluated for negative values of α.

Although, the process is simple, it becomes difficult for higher rank theories. One can resort to an
alternative method of performing numerical fits to the coefficients of the q-series with α variable. The
integral expressions for SQCDs are easy to compute for a set positive integer α. We perform a numerical
fit for the q-series coefficients over this set of points. This approach is also good but it becomes difficult
as one wants to fit coefficients of higher powers of q.

This brings us to another approach of using the MLDE. As mentioned above, the Schur index solves
an MLDE. A finite number of numerical coefficients are sufficient to define an MLDE and therefore the
Schur index can be computed upto arbitrary high orders only with this finite amount of data. In [1],
it was noted that for all values of α where the generalized Schur limit could be computed explicitly as
q-series expansion, the q-series thus obtained solved a modular linear differential equation (MLDE) of
the same order. We find this to be true in all the examples we have considered. Here, we will show that
this is true for the case of SU(2) with four flavors, in a q-series expansion upto some order. For higher
rank cases we check this statement for positive α and find it to be true in whichever value this check
could be performed. Based on this, we conjecture the following

The generalized Schur limit for a 4d N = 2 SCFT is the solution of a fixed order MLDE, whose
coefficients depend on the parameter α.

Assuming this conjecture, the generalized Schur limit of an integral reduces to finding a modular
linear differential operator (MLDO) that annihilates the Schur index for all values of α. To determine
this MLDO, we will first plot the coefficients of the respective MLDO as a function of α and perform a
fit to obtain the MLDO as a function of α. Solving this MLDE gives the generalized Schur index as a
function of α. We use the expression thus obtained to explore the range α < 0. In most general case, the
cofficients of the q-series and MLDE can be arbitrary functions of α, but in all the examples we consider
here, we find that the coefficients of q-series are rational functions of α and the coefficients of MLDE
are polynomials in α. As the rank of the theory increases, the order of the MLDE is also expected to
increase [24]. Therefore, for checks upto very low orders in q, the method of directly fitting the q-series
coefficients is sometimes better and we use this technique to perform checks by refining the index by the
flavor fugacities for higher rank theories.

Even though we have verified the above claims in a limited number of examples, the results seem to
indicate a more general structure. A concrete mathematical problem is to show rigorously that at least in
the case of Lagrangian theories, where the generalized Schur limit can be taken, the corresponding MLDE
is of fixed order with coefficients depending on α. Currently, this limit can be conviently evaluated for
theories which have a Lagragian description or atleast a contour integral for the index using a Lagrangian
that flows to them in the infrared. It would be interesting to show this for other non Lagrangian theories.
In these computations we encoutered integer coefficient q-series, which were not able to identify with
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known VOAs. It would be interesting to determine whether these correspond to a genuine VOA. With
respect to MLDE computations, we mainly discuss the unflavored case but it would be interesting to check
the properties of flavored MLDEs for the generalized Schur limit with all the flavors fugacities [29,30].

We only do the examples related to (A1, G) type Argyes-Douglas theories, but the numerical fit
technique for determining MLDEs or the coefficient of q-series is quite general and can be easily applied
to various examples. Using fixed order MLDE to bootstrap the characters of 2d RCFTs is an old
subject [31–34] and similar in spirit to computations in this paper. We will discuss the rank-one DC in
detail in Section 3, but a natural question to ask is what happens for higher rank DC series. Interestingly,
the rank-two series solves a fourth-order MLDE parametrized by a single parameter. One also obtains
integer q-series for certain rational values of this parameter, as well as the rank-two analouges of a 1

2
and

e7 1
2
, resembling the structure in the rank one case. But this does not coincide with the generalized Schur

limit of the USp(4) Lagrangian theory in that series. This seems to indicate that there might be some
interesting integral formula for the higher rank DC series, but it may or may not be some limit of the
full superconformal index. It would be interesting to explore this in future.

Organization of the paper: We review the generalized Schur limit, MLDEs and quantum mon-
odromy trace in Section 2. In Section 3 we discuss the SU(2) with four flavors in detail. We discuss
higher rank cases in Section 4. Appendix A collects the some notations and coefficients of MLDEs used
in this paper.

Note: While we were in the final stages of the project, we were informed about another group
studying similar topics with some overlap. This paper is being submitted in coordination with their
paper [35]. We thank its authors for their cooperation.

2 Background

In this section we review the generalized Schur limit, MDLEs and quantum monodromy traces.

2.1 Generalized Schur limit

The superconformal index of a 4d N = 2 SCFTs is given by [2–5]

I(p, q, t) = TrS3 (−1)F
(pq

t

)−r

pj2−j1 qj1+j2 tR
rankGF∏

i=1

uFi
i , (2.1)

where p, q and t are superconformal fugacities and ui are the flavour fugacities. R is the Cartan generator
of the SU(2)R R-symmetry, r is the U(1)r R-charge, and ji are the Cartan generators of the SU(2) ×
SU(2) isometry of S3. The limit t = q is called the Schur index and in this limit, the index is independent
of p [5–7]

ISchur(q) = Tr (−1)F qR+j1+j2

rankGF∏
i=1

uFi
i . (2.2)

The Schur index counts Schur operators which satisfy the following shortening conditions

E − (j1 + j2)− 2R = 0 , r + j1 − j2 = 0 . (2.3)

To every 4d N = 2 SCFT, one can associate a vertex operator algebra (VOA) [8]. As a vector space, the
corresponding VOA captures the Schur operators and the vacuum character of the VOA equals the Schur
index of the SCFT. The Higgs branch operators of the theory are a subset of the Schur operators. In fact,
the Higgs branch reconstruction conjecture asserts that the Higgs branch can be recovered from the VOA
by the associated variety construction [9, 10]. Assuming the Higgs branch reconstruction conjecture, it
can be shown that the VOA vacuum character must obey a monic modular linear differential equation
(MLDE). Therefore Schur indices are expected to be solutions to MDLEs.

Now, let us recap the generalized Schur limit. This limit is obtained by taking the limit ϵ → 0 in the
following parametrization of the fugacities

p = 1− ϵ, t → (qp)
1+ α

log q ϵ . (2.4)
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For Lagrangian theories, the limit after stripping off the pole singularity and normalizing appropriately
takes the following form 5

Ẑ(q, α) =
(q; q)

2(1−α)r
∞

∮
[da] (∆(a)Ivec(a, q)Ihyp(a, q))α∮

[da]∆(a)α
. (2.6)

Ihyp and Ivec denote the indices for the vector and hypermultiplet, which can be written as the plethystic
exponential6 of single particle indices as follows

Ihyp(a, q) = PE

[
q

1
2

1− q
χg
R(a)

]
, (2.7)

Ivec(a, q) = PE

[
2q

1− q
χg
adj(a)

]
. (2.8)

χg
R(a) denotes the character of representation R of the half-hypermultiplets in the gauge algebra g. Note

that in this limit, the Haar measure ∆(a) is raised to the power α. It has been observed in a variety
of examples that, for certain positive values of α, this limit equals the Schur index of theories related
to this theory by RG flows. It was also conjectured in [1] that a necessary condition for the partition
function of two theories T1 and T2 to be related to each other as follows

ẐT2
(q, 1) = ẐT1

(q, α) , (2.9)

is that their 4d central charges c
(1)
4d , c

(2)
4d and the Coulomb branch scaling dimensions ∆

(1)
i=1,2,...,r, ∆

(2)
i=1,2,...,r

are related as follows

c4d(2) = c
(1)
4d α+

1

6
(1− α)r , ∆

(2)
i = (∆

(1)
i − 1)α+ 1 . (2.10)

The VOA/SCFT correspondence states that the 4d and 2d central charges are related as follows

c2d = −12c4d . (2.11)

Rewriting the 4d central charge in equation (2.10), in terms of 2d central charge one obtains equation
(1.2) with the identification N = −α.

Starting from the integral in equation (2.6) for an SCFT, we have observed that the order of the
modular linear differential operator (MLDO) that annihilates Ẑ(q, α) is independent of α. Only the
coefficients for the MLDO depend on α and are a polynomial in α. We have verified this for a number
of examples for integer values of α. In theories with higher rank, performing such integrals is difficult
and we assume this conjecture regarding MLDEs to be true and use it determine this limit.

As mentioned in the introduction, the procedure is straightforward. For a given Lagrangian theory,
evaluate (2.6) for several positive integer values of α as a series expansion in q. We find the MLDO that
annilates the index for each of these α. For a given value of α, the MLDO is found by writing the most
general n-th order MLDO with unfixed coefficients and as a q-series expansion the equation is solved
for the unfixed coeffcients. For every coefficient of the MLDO, we perform a polynomial fit for various
values of α. This provides the MLDO in terms of α, which can be solved to obtain a q-series expansion
of Ẑ(q, α).

Let us show this in the case of SU(2) Nf = 4 SQCD. In this case the MLDE can be parametrized
with a single coefficient µ(α)

D(2)
q + µ(α)E4(q) . (2.12)

Determining µ at several postive integer values of α and performing a polynomial fit, one obtains

µ(α) = −5(6α+ 1)(6α− 1) . (2.13)

5We are using the following notations

(a; q)∞ =

∞∏
i=1

(1− aqi), (a; q)n =

n−1∏
i=1

(1− aqi) (2.5)

6 PE [f(x1, x2, . . . , xn)] := e
∑∞

k=1
1
k
f(xk

1 ,x
k
2 ,...,x

k
n)
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Solution to this equation with the leading power q−
c2d
24 , gives

q−
(−12α−2)

24

(
1 +

2(−1 + 5α)(1 + 6α)q

1 + α
+

(
−2− 3α+ 29α2 + 150α3 + 1800α4

)
q2

(1 + α)(2 + α)
+O(q3)

)
. (2.14)

This way, we obtain Ẑ(q, α) as a function of α and therefore can be evaluated for negative values of α
as well. In Section 3, we obtain the same result by performing the SU(2) integral for general α. This
method is quite general and we use it to obtain Ẑ(q, α) for higher rank theories in Section 4.

As above and in the examples to follow, the coefficients of the q-series are rational functions in α and
the coefficients of MLDOs are polynomials in α. Since fitting a polynomial is much simpler than fitting
a rational function, we will fit coefficients of MLDOs. Another advantage of this approach is that the
number of coefficients describing the MLDE are finite and therefore contain the information of the entire
q-series solution. But if one is interested in only low order coefficients, fitting the respective coefficients
maybe more efficient in those cases, especially if the rank of the theory is high. We will also compute the
flavored limit of the index for first few orders and in those cases we will fit the coefficients of the q-series.

2.2 Trace of quantum monodromy

The moduli space of vacua of 4d N = 2 SCFTs have two distinct branches, the Higgs branch and
the Coulomb branch. These have two seemigly different mathemtical invariants associated to them.
The Coulomb branch is described the special Kähler geometry [36,37] and as discussed above, the Higgs
branch equals the associated variety of the VOA. Apriori, the Higgs and Coulomb branch seem unrelated.
In [12], a non trivial relation between the Higgs and Coulomb branch was observed where the trace of
the inverse of quantum monodromy M(q), was shown to be equal to the Schur index of the theory

ISchur(q) = (q; q)2r∞TrM(q)−1 . (2.15)

The quantum monodromy M(q) is defined using Coulomb branch data as follows

M(q) =

↶∏
γ∈Γ

Ψ(q,Xγ) , (2.16)

where the product is over all BPS states with γ in the charge lattice Γ, in the phase order of the associated
central charge. The function Ψ(q,Xγ) is known as the quantum dilogarithm and is defined as

Ψ(q,Xγ) =
∏
i≥0

(1 + q
i
2+1Xγ) =

∑
k≥0

qk
2/2

(q; q)k
Xk

γ (2.17)

These operators satisfy a quantum torus algebra given as

Xγ1
Xγ2

= q
⟨γ1,γ2⟩

2 Xγ1+γ2
= q⟨γ1,γ2⟩Xγ2

Xγ1
. (2.18)

⟨·, ·⟩ denotes the mutual Dirac pairing and if a BPS quiver is provided, ⟨γi, γj⟩ equals the number of
arrows directed from node i to node j. The Tr is defined as

TrXγ =

{
1, γ = 0

0, γ ̸= 1
(2.19)

If γfi is a flavor charge, then ⟨γfi , γ⟩ = 0 for all γ ∈ Γ. The associated element Xγfi
is central and

commutes with Xγ for all γ ∈ Γ. Therefore, for a general element γ

TrXγ =

{∏
i TrX

fi(γ)
γfi

, ⟨γ, γ′⟩ = 0 ∀ γ′ ∈ Γ

0 , otherwise ,
(2.20)

where fi(γ) denotes the flavor charges of γ. The trace can be put in a basis, where the trace is related
to a theory dependent function of flavor fugacities zi

TrXγfi
= hi(z1, z2, . . . , znf

) (2.21)
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γ1 γ2 γ3
. . .

γ2n−1 γ2n

(A1, A2n)

γ1 γ2 γ3
. . .

γ2n γ2n+1

(A1, A2n+1)

γ1 γ2 γ3
. . .

γ2n+1

γ2n

(A1, D2n+1)

γ1 γ2 γ3
. . .

γ2n+1

γ2n

(A1, D2n+2)

Figure 1: BPS quivers corresponding to Argyres-Douglas theories

Theory Flavor symmetry Flavor vectors Trace convention

(A1, A2N ) ∅ − −

(A1, A2N+1)
SU(2), N = 1
U(1), N > 1

γf =
∑n

i=0(−1)iγ2i+1 TrXγf
=

{
a2, N = 1

(−1)N+1a, N > 1

(A1, D2N+1) SU(2) γf = γ2n+1 − γ2n TrXγf
= a2

(A1, D2N+2)
SU(3), N = 1

SU(2)× U(1), N > 1
γf1 = γ2n+2 − γ2n+1

γf2 =
∑n

i=0(−1)iγ2i+1

TrXγf1
= b2

TrXγf1
=

{
ab, N odd

−a
b , N even

Table 1: Flavor symmetries of Argyres-Douglas theories and the conventions used for computing traces
with flavor fugacities.

We will focus on theories of type (A1, G), G = An, Dn. For (A1, G) theory, the quiver corresponds to a
Dynkin diagram for Lie algebra of type G. Their BPS quivers are shown in Figure 1. If all the edges for
a node point towards it, it is called a sink node and if they point away from it, it is called a source node.
The sink nodes are shown with filled black circles. The quantum monodromy for these quivers takes the
form

M(q) =
∏

I∈sink

Ψ(q,XγI
)
∏

J∈source

Ψ(q,XγJ
)
∏

I′∈sink

Ψ
(
q,X−γI′

) ∏
J′∈source

Ψ
(
q,X−γJ′

)
. (2.22)

The flavor symmetries GF and flavor lattice vectors of (A1, G) theories are collected in Table 1. We refer
the reader to [12,14,15] for more details on computing these traces.

3 SU(2) Nf = 4 series

In this section we discuss the case of SU(2) with four flavors. It was observed in [1], that for certain
rational values of α, the generalized Schur partition function coincides with the Schur indices of theories
in rank-one Deligne-Cvitanović (DC) series. Theories belonging to this series are labelled by their flavor
symmetry g belonging to the Deligne-Cvitanović series of simple Lie algebras

a0 ⊂ a1 ⊂ a2 ⊂ g2 ⊂ d4 ⊂ f4 ⊂ e6 ⊂ e7 ⊂ e8 , (3.1)

The theories are also known as a0 ≃ (A1, A2), a1 ≃ (A1, A3), a2 ≃ (A1, D4) Argyes-Douglas theories
[38,39] and the e6,e7,e8 are known as Minahan-Nemeschansky theories [40,41]. d4 is the only Lagrangian
theory in this series and corresponds to SU(2) theory with four flavors. f4 and g2 do not correspond to
known 4d theories. We will denote the generalized Schur partition function of these theories by Ẑg(q, α).
The generalized Schur partition function for the d4 theory takes the following form

Ẑd4
(q, α) =

(q; q)2

N(α)

∮
dz

2πiz

(
∆(z)(q z±2; q)2

(q
1
2 z±1; q)8

)α

, (3.2)

∆(z) =
1

2

(
1− z2

)(
1− 1

z2

)
, N(α) =

∮
dz

2πiz
∆(z)α . (3.3)
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Theory h∨ 12c 24a ∆ α
e8 30 62 95 6 5

e7 1
2
∗ 24 50 77 5 4

e7 18 38 59 4 3
e6 12 26 41 3 2
f4∗ 9 20 32 5/2 3/2
d4 6 14 23 2 1
g2∗ 4 10 17 5/3 2/3
a2 3 8 14 3/2 1/2
a1 2 6 11 4/3 1/3
a 1

2
∗ 3/2 5 19/2 5/4 1/4

a0 6/5 22/5 43/5 6/5 1/5

Table 2: Values of α for the Deligne-Cvitanović rank-one series. h∨ denotes the dual Coxeter number.
The a and c central charges have been resclaed by 12 and 24. ∆ denotes the Coulomb branch scaling
dimension.

The values of α for which this limit coincides with the Schur index of theories in DC series is given
in table 2 7. This integral can be computed for a general α by noting the following

1

N(α)

∮
dz

2πiz
∆(z)αzx =

eiπx csc(πα)Γ(α+ 1) cos
(
πx
2

)
sin
(
1
2π(2α− x)

)
Γ
(
x
2 − α

)
Γ(−α)Γ

(
x
2 + α+ 1

) . (3.4)

Using the above expression, the integral can be perfomed order by order in q and the first few orders
take the following form

Ẑd4
(q, α) = 1 +

2(−1 + 5α)(1 + 6α)q

1 + α
+

(
−2− 3α+ 29α2 + 150α3 + 1800α4

)
q2

(1 + α)(2 + α)

+
2
(
6 + 11α− 424α2 − 389α3 + 8080α4 + 6300α5 + 18000α6

)
q3

(1 + α)(2 + α)(3 + α)
+O(q4) .

(3.5)

Now, we can use the above q-series and evaluate it for any value of α. As a series expansion in q, the
above coincides with the following expression as a power series in q [42]

K(q)
1+6α
12 2F1(

1 + 6α

12
,
5 + 6α

12
, 1 + α,K(q)) , (3.6)

where8

j(q) =
1728E4(q)

3

E4(q)3 − E6(q)2
, K(q) =

1728

j(q)
. (3.7)

Since the expression (3.6) solves a second order differential equation parameterized by α, this shows that
that integral 3.2 solves a second order differential equation for general α. The MLDE solved by these
takes the form

D(2)
q − 5(6α+ 1)(6α− 1)E4(q) . (3.8)

Table 3 collects the values of α for which we obtain q-series with integer coefficients. Based on the
q-series, we note down the VOA to which these vacuum characters correspond to. These coincide with
the VOA characters found in [14] using trace of higher powers of the quantum monodromy. To make the
connection precise, for the theory with flavor symmetry g, we rescale α as follows

αg = α
6

h∨ . (3.9)

In this rescaling αg = 1 corresponds to the generalized Schur partition function for the theory g. For
the case of Argyres-Douglas theories in this series, this limit coincides with generalized Schur limit for

7The table also contains the entries a 1
2
and e7 1

2
, which do not have a known corresponding 4d theory.

8E2k denotes the normalized Eisenstein series E2k(q) = 1 + 1
ζ(1−2k)

∑∞
n=1

n2k−1qn

1−qn
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a0 ≃ (A1, A2)
VOA α c2d q-series

osp(1|2)1 − 1
5

2
5 1 + q + q2 + q3 + 2q4 +O

(
q5
)

(g2)1 − 2
5

14
5 1 + 14q + 42q2 + 140q3 + 350q4 +O

(
q5
)

(f4)1 − 3
5

26
5 1 + 52q + 377q2 + 1976q3 + 7852q4 +O

(
q5
)

(e7 1
2
)1 − 4

5
38
5 1 + 190q + 2831q2 + 22306q3 + 129276q4 +O

(
q5
)

a 1
2

VOA α c2d q-series

(a1)1 − 1
4 1 1 + 3q + 4q2 + 7q3 + 13q4 +O

(
q5
)

(d4)1 − 2
4 4 1 + 28q + 134q2 + 568q3 + 1809q4 +O

(
q5
)

(e7)1 − 3
4 7 1 + 133q + 1673q2 + 11914q3 + 63252q4 +O

(
q5
)

a1 ≃ (A1, A3)
VOA α c2d q-series

(a2)1 − 1
3 2 1 + 8q + 17q2 + 46q3 + 98q4 +O

(
q5
)

(e6)1 − 2
3 6 1 + 78q + 729q2 + 4382q3 + 19917q4 +O

(
q5
)

a2 ≃ (A1, D4)
VOA α c2d q-series

(d4)1 − 1
2 4 1 + 28q + 134q2 + 568q3 + 1809q4 +O

(
q5
)

Table 3: SU(2) Nf = 4 series

the respective theory using N = 1 Lagrangian description of [26–28], with the overall rescaling of α. For
g = a0, a 1

2
, a2, g2

Ẑg(q, α) =
(q; q)2(1−αg

h∨
6 )

N
(
αg

h∨

6

) ∮
dz

2πiz
∆(z)αg

h∨
6 PE

[
αg

h∨

6

(
−2q

1− q
χ3(z) +

8q
1
2

1− q
χ2(z)

)]
. (3.10)

Let us denote the quantum monodromy for theory g as Mg(q). In this notation, the conjecture can be
stated as

Ẑg(q, αg) = (q; q)2TrMg(q)
−αg , g = a0, a1, a2, αg ∈ Z≤1, αg > − 6

h∨ . (3.11)

At αg = − 6
h∨ , the generalized Schur limit has a pole and for the values of αg higher than this, the traces

match the limit of the index. There is no known four dimensional description of the a 1
2
case and therefore

we are not able to match VOA characters obtained as multiples α = − 1
4 to trace of some M(q).

Flavored checks

We can also perform checks on this conjecture by further refining by the flavor symmetry. a0 theory
does not have flavor symmetry. a2 has SU(2) flavor symmetry and a3 has a SU(3) flavor symmetry. The
integral with all the SO(8) flavor fugacities can be performed. Here we specialize the fugacities for the
respective Argyres-Douglas theory. The integrals for a0, a1 and a2 with their respective flavor fugacities
takes the form

Ẑg(q, αg) =
(q; q)2(1−αg

h∨
6 )

N
(
αg

h∨

6

) ∮
dz

2πiz
∆(z)αg

h∨
6 PE

[
αg

h∨

6

(
−2q

1− q
χ3(z) +

q
1
2

1− q
χ2(z)χg

)]
, (3.12)

where χg denotes the character in terms of fugacities which reproduce the correct flavored index 9

χa0
= 8, χa1

= 4

(
a+

1

a

)
, χa2

=

(
a+

1

a
+ 3b+

3

b

)
. (3.13)

9The embedding of the flavor fugacities in SO(8) can be inferred from the Lagrangians in [26–28].
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Since, a0 has no flavor and the match for unflavored indices has been done, we only note the flavored
generalized Schur limit for a1 and a2

ẐSU(2)(q, α) = Ẑa1
(q, 3α)

= 1 +

(
12a2α2 + 12α2

a2 + 36α2 − 2α− 2

α+ 1

)
q

+
1

(α+ 1)(α+ 2)

((
a4 +

1

a4

)(
72α4 + 42α3 + 6α2

)
+ 792α4 + 18α3

+

(
a2 +

1

a2

)(
432α4 + 24α3

)
+ 17α2 − 3α− 2

)
q2 +O(q3) .

(3.14)

ẐSU(2)(q, α) = Ẑa2
(q, 2α)

= 1 +

(
6a2α2 + 6α2

a2 + 24α2 + 6aα2b+ 6α2b
a + 6aα2

b + 6α2

ab − 2α− 2

α+ 1

)
q

+
F(α, a, b)q2

(α+ 1)(α+ 2)
+O(q)3 .

(3.15)

The expression for order q2 term for Ẑa2
(q, αg) is quite large and we denote its non-singular part in α

by F(α, a, b). F(α, a, b) denotes a polynomial in α with both positive and negative powers of a and b. It
is straightforward to check that the following higher powers of monodromy traces, with flavor fugacities
turned on, match the above expressions. Here we note down the expressions for traces and terms upto
order q2.

(q; q)2TrMa1(q)

= (q; q)2
∑

nj ,mj≥0

a2(n1−m1)
q

∑3
i=1(n2

i+m2
i )

2 −m2(n1+n3)∏3
i=1(q; q)ni

(q; q)mi

δn2−m2,0δn1−m1+n3−m3,0

= 1 +

(
4 +

2

a2
+ 2a2

)
q +

(
4a2 +

4

a2
+ 9

)
q2 +O(q3) .

(3.16)

(q; q)2TrMa1
(q)2

= (q; q)2
∑

nj ,mj ,kj ,lj≥0

a2(n1−m1+k1−l1)
q

∑3
i=1(n2

i+m2
i+k2

i +l2i )
2 −m2(n1+n3)−l2(k1+k3)+(k2−l2)(n1−m1+n3−m3)∏3

i=1(q; q)ni(q; q)mi(q; q)ki(q; q)li

× δn2−m2+k2−l2,0δn1−m1+n3−m3+k1−l1+k3−l3,0

= 1 +

(
46 +

16

a2
+ 16a2

)
q +

(
10

(
a4 +

1

a4

)
+ 176

(
a2 +

1

a2

)
+ 357

)
q2 +O(q3) .

(3.17)

(q; q)2TrMa2
(q)

= (q; q)2
∑

nj ,mj≥0

b2(n1−m1)(ab)n3−m3
q

∑4
i=1(n2

i+m2
i )

2 −m2(n1+n3+n4)∏4
i=1(q; q)ni

(q; q)mi

δn2−m2,0δn1−m1+n3−m3+n4−m4,0

= 1 +

(
10 +

3

b2
+

3

ab
+

3a

b
+

3b

a
+ 3ab+ 3b2

)
q + a2 +

1

a2

+

(
a+

1

a

)(
b3 +

1

b3
+ 15b+

15

b

)
+ 15

(
b2 +

1

b2

)
q2 + 38 +O(q3) .

(3.18)
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Theory 12c 24a ∆i α
USp(2N)+(2N + 2)F 2N(4N + 3) N(14N + 9) (2i− 1) + 1 1

D2(SU(2N + 1)) 4N(N + 1) 7N(N + 1) (2i−1)
2 + 1 1

2

(A1, D2N+1) 6N 3N(8N+3)
2N+1

(2i−1)
2N+1 + 1 1

2N+1

(A1, A2N ) 2N(6N+5)
2N+3

n(24N+19)
2N+3

(2i−1)
2N+3 + 1 1

2N+3

Table 4: Series obtained from USp(2N) Nf = 2N + 2.

4 Higher rank cases

In this section we consider the generalized Schur limit of USp(2N) Nf = 2N + 2 and SU(N) Nf = 2N .
For certain positive rational values of α, the limit coincides with Schur index of (A1, G) theories with G
depending on the the SCQD. Similar to the case of Argyres-Douglas theories in Section 3, the generalized
Schur limit is related to that of the SQCD by an overall rescaling of α. Here also we observe that traces
of M(q) coincide with the generalized Schur limit. In the lower rank Argyes-Douglas theories, the
power of M(q) at which the trace seems to diverge is relatively high. For the case of (A1, A2), we were
able to consider upto TrM(q)4. In higher rank theories considered in this section, except the case of
(A1, A4), where we can consider TrM(q)2, we only check TrM(q). Although, due to the computational
complexity for higher ranks, we have not verified that considering higher powers of M(q) may not lead
to a convergent q-series, from the poles in the expression of the generalized Schur limit, it appears
that some sort of divergence might appear . We also check the trace refined by the flavor fugacities at
very low orders. For performing a flavored check, we use the convention for the fugacities such that the
(q; q)2rTrM(q)−1 equals the Schur index. The flavored traces can be computed similar to those in Section
3 and since the explicit expressions for traces for the theories discussed in this section are lengthy, we do
not display them here. Let us note that as in the case of SU(2) SQCD, this limit of the SQCD index may
be equal to q-series characters which may not be related to the trace of M(q) for some Argyres-Douglas
theory.

4.1 USp(2N) Nf = 2N + 2 series

The generalized Schur limit for USp(2N) Nf = 2N+2 for particular rational values of alpha is displayed
in Table 4. The 2d central charge for this limit takes the form

c2d = α
(
−8N2 − 4N

)
− 2N . (4.1)

This limit for the (A1, D2N+1) theory is related to the USp(2N) by the rescaling of α by 2N + 1 and
for (A1, A2N ) is related by rescaling α by 2N + 3. The generalized Schur limit for USp(4) solves a third
order MLDE and for USp(6) solves a fourth order MLDE. The coefficients for these MLDEs are collected
in Appendix A. Using this MLDE data, the limit can be evaluated and the first few terms in the q-series
expansion are as follows

ẐUSp(4)(q, α) = 1 +
4
(
−1− 3α+ 70α2

)
q

1 + 3α

+

(
4 + 22α− 944α2 − 2782α3 + 52500α4 + 39200α5

)
q2

2 + 11α+ 18α2 + 9α3

+
8
(
18 + 117α− 2189α2 − 9557α3 + 35011α4

)
q3

9(1 + α)2 (2 + 9α+ 9α2)

+
8
(
27580α5 + 2944900α6 + 1372000α7

)
q3

9(1 + α)2 (2 + 9α+ 9α2)
+O

(
q4
)
.

(4.2)
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(A1, A4)
VOA α c2d q-series

osp(1|4)1 − 1
7

12
7 1 + 6q + 12q2 + 28q3 +O

(
q4
)

(X1)1 − 2
7

52
7 1 + 156q + 2236q2 + 17056q3 +O

(
q4
)

(A1, D5)
VOA α c2d q-series

(a4)1 − 1
5 4 1 + 24q + 124q2 + 500q3 +O

(
q4
)

Table 5: USp(4) Nf = 6 series

(A1, A6)
VOA α c2d q-series

osp(1|6)1 − 1
9

10
3 1 + 15q + 65q2 + 220q3 +O

(
q4
)

(A1, D7)
α c2d q-series

(a6)1 − 1
7 6 1 + 48q + 489q2 + 2842q3 +O

(
q4
)

Table 6: USp(6) Nf = 8 series

ẐUSp(6)(q, α) = 1 +
6
(
126α2 − 5α− 1

)
q

5α+ 1

+
9
(
95256α5 + 44310α4 − 3789α3 − 560α2 + 21α+ 2

)
q2

(5α+ 1) (15α2 + 11α+ 2)

+
2
(
108020304α8 + 199608948α7 + 94489416α6 − 6647523α5

)
q3

(5α+ 1) (5α2 + 8α+ 3) (15α2 + 11α+ 2)

+
2
(
−911900α4 − 13820α3 − 1210α2 + 395α+ 30

)
q3

(5α+ 1) (5α2 + 8α+ 3) (15α2 + 11α+ 2)
+O

(
q4
)
.

(4.3)

The values of α for which we find integer coefficient q-series are collected in table 5 and 6. For the
USp(4) case, we find that for α = − 1

7 ,−
2
7 correspond to the q-series expansion of osp(1|4)1 and (X1)1

VOA. α = − 1
5 corresponds to the q-series expansion of (a4)1. As discussed in previous sections, by an

overall rescaling of α, these results can be interpreted as generalized Schur limits of the Argyres-Douglas
theories and are equal to the trace of higher powers of the quantum monodromy considered in [14], which
is consistent with our conjecture. We refer the reader to [14] for the computation of these traces. The
USp(6) case for α = − 1

7 ,−
1
9 correspond to the characters of (a6)1 and osp(1|6) [43]. We perform the

flavored checks below.

Flavored checks

The BPS quivers for (A1, A2N ) and (A1, D2N+1) are given in Figure 1 and the flavor symmetry and
conventions for the trace of flavor vector are collected in Table 1. (A1, A2N ) has no flavor symmetry
so we only do flavored computations for (A1, D2N+1) case. Upto O(q)2, the q-series for (A1, D5) and
(A1, D7), and the trace of M(q) take the following form

12



Theory 12c 24a ∆i α

R2,2N−1 2
(
4N2 −N − 1

)
14N2 − 5N − 5 2i+ 1 2

SU(N)+2NF 4N2 − 2 7N2 − 5 i+ 1 1

(A1, D2N ) 6N − 4 2(6N − 5) i
N + 1 1

N

(A1, A2N−1)
6N2−2N−2

N+1
12N2−5N−5

N+1
i

N+1 + 1 1
N+1

Table 7: Series obtained from SU(N) Nf = 2N .

(A1, D5)

ẐUSp(4)(q, α) = Ẑ(A1,D5)(q, 5α) =

=1 +

(
40α2(a2 + 1

a2 ) + 200α2 − 12α− 4

3α+ 1

)
q

+
2q2

(α+ 1)(3α+ 1)(3α+ 2)

((
a4 +

1

a4

)(
400α5 + 530α4 + 140α3 + 10α2

)
+
(
10800α5 + 14150α4 − 1191α3 − 332α2 + 11α+ 2

)
+

(
a2 +

1

a2

)(
4000α5 + 5520α4 − 240α3 − 80α2

))
+O(q3) .

(4.4)

(q; q)4TrM(A1,D5)(q) = 1 +

(
16 +

4

a2
+ 4a2

)
q +

(
68 +

28

a2
+ 28a2

)
q2 +O(q3) . (4.5)

(A1, D7)

ẐUSp(6)(q, α) = Ẑ(A1,D7)(q, 7α)

=1 +

(
84
(
a+ 1

a + 7
)
α2 − 30α− 6

5α+ 1

)
q

+
q2

(3α+ 1)(5α+ 1)(5α+ 2)

(
539784α5 + 240786α4 − 27549α3 − 3780α2 + 189α+ 18

+

(
a4 +

1

a4

)(
10584α5 + 5922α4 + 924α3 + 42α2

)
+

(
a2 +

1

a2

)(
148176α5 + 73080α4 − 4200α3 − 672α2

))
+O(q3) .

(4.6)

(q; q)6TrM(A1,D7)(q) = 1 +

(
36 +

6

a2
+ 6a2

)
q +

(
297 +

96

a2
+ 96a2

)
q2 +O(q3) . (4.7)

4.2 SU(N) Nf = 2N

The generalized Schur limit for for USp(2N) Nf = 2N +2 for particular rational values of α is displayed
in Table 7. The 2d central charge for this limit takes the form

c2d = α
(
2N − 4N2

)
− 2N + 2 . (4.8)

This limit for the (A1, D2N ) theory is related to the SU(N) by the rescaling of α byN and for (A1, A2N−1)
is related by rescaling α by N + 1. The generalized Schur limit for SU(3) solves a fourth order twisted
MLDE and for SU(4) solves a sixth order MLDE. Note that indices for SU(N) for odd N have half
integer powers in q and for even N have integer powers in q. The coefficients for these MLDEs are
collected in Appendix A. The first few terms in the q-series expansion of the generalized Schur limit for
the SU(3) theory with 6 flavors and SU(4) theory with 8 flavors are as follows

ẐSU(3)(q, α) = 1 +

(
120α2 − 8α− 4

2α+ 1

)
q +

240α3

(α+ 1)(2α+ 1)
q3/2 +O(q2) . (4.9)
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(A1, A5)
α c2d q-series

− 1
4

7
2 1 + 11q − 10q3/2 + 42q2 − 40q5/2 + 138q3 − 162q7/2 +O

(
q4
)

(A1, D6)
α c2d q-series

− 1
3 6 1 + 36q − 40q3/2 + 297q2 − 360q5/2 + 1590q3 − 2160q7/2 +O(q4)

Table 8: SU(3) Nf = 6 series

(A1, D8)

α c2d q-series

− 1
4 8 1 + 64q + 1052q2 +O(q3)

(A1, A7)

α c2d q-series

− 1
5

26
5 1 + 22q + 177q2 +O(q3)

Table 9: SU(4) Nf = 8 series

ẐSU(4)(q, α) = 1 +

(
280α2 − 18α− 6

3α+ 1

)
q

+

(
78400α6 + 144760α5 + 54902α4 − 9955α3 − 1740α2 + 135α+ 18

(α+ 1)(2α+ 1)(3α+ 1)(3α+ 2)

)
q2 +O(q3) .

(4.10)

The values of α for which we find integer coefficient q-series matching the trace monodromies are collected
in table 8 and 9. For theories in this section, we have not been able to identify the VOAs corresponding
to the q-series.

Flavored checks

The BPS quivers for (A1, A2N−1) and (A1, D2N ) are given in Figure 1 and the flavor symmetry and
conventions for the trace of flavor vector are collected in Table 1. We perform flavored checks for this
case as well. Upto O(q)2, the q-series takes the following form

(A1, A5)

ẐSU(3)(q, α) = Ẑ(A1,A5)(q, 4α) = 1 +

(
120α2 − 8α− 4

2α+ 1

)
q +

(
120α3

(
a+ 1

a

)
(α+ 1)(2α+ 1)

)
q3/2 +O(q2) . (4.11)

(q; q)4TrM(A1,A5)(q) = 1 + 11q − 5

(
a+

1

a

)
q3/2 +O(q2) . (4.12)

(A1, D6)

ẐSU(3)(q, α) = Ẑ(A1,D6)(q, 3α)

= 1 +

(
90α2 − 8α+ 15α2b2 + 15α2

b2 − 4

2α+ 1

)
q +

(
60α3

(
a+ 1

a

) (
b+ 1

b

)
(α+ 1)(2α+ 1)

)
q3/2 +O(q2) .

(4.13)

(q; q)4TrM(A1,D6)(q) = 1 + q

(
5b2 +

5

b2
+ 26

)
− 10

(
a+

1

a

)(
b+

1

b

)
q3/2 +O

(
q2
)
. (4.14)
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(A1, A7)

ẐSU(4)(q, α) = Ẑ(A1,A7)(q, 5α)

= 1 +

(
280α2 − 18α− 6

3α+ 1

)
q

+
q2

(α+ 1)(2α+ 1)(3α+ 1)(3α+ 2)

(
2

(
a+

1

a

)
α4(2520α+ 1680)

+
(
78400α6 + 134680α5 + 48182α4 − 9955α3 − 1740α2 + 135α+ 18

))
+O(q3) .

(4.15)

(q; q)6TrM(A1,A7)(q) = 1 + 22q + q2
(
14a+

14

a
+ 149

)
+O

(
q3
)
. (4.16)

(A1, D8)

ẐSU(4)(q, α) = Ẑ(A1,D8)(q, 4α)

= 1 +

(
−18α+ α2

(
28b2 + 28

b2 + 224
)
− 6

3α+ 1

)
q +

G(a, b, α) q2

(α+ 1)(2α+ 1)(3α+ 1)(3α+ 2)
+O(q3) .

(4.17)

The expresion for G(a, b, α) is too long so we do not write it explicitly. G(a, b, α) is a polynomial in α
and contains positive and negative powers of a and b.

(q; q)6TrM(A1,D8)(q) = 1 +

(
7b2 +

7

b2
+ 50

)
q

+

(
35

(
ab2 +

1

ab2

)
+ 35

(
a+

1

a

)
+ 161

(
b2 +

1

b2

)
+ 590

)
q2 +O(q3) .

(4.18)
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A Notations and MLDE coefficients

We follow the notations in [10] (see also [44]). Here we collect only relevant formulae and notation. A
monic modular linear differential operator (MLDO) is defined as

D(k)
q := D(k)

q +

k∑
r=1

fr(q)D
k−r
q , fr(q) ∈ M2r(Γ̃,C) , (A.1)

where Mk(Γ̃,C) denotes a modular form of weight k and transformations in some congruence subgroup

Γ̃ of the full modular group Γ. D
(k)
q denote derivatives composed of Ramanujan–Serre derivative ∂(k)

D(k)
q := ∂2k−2 . . . ∂2∂0, ∂(k) := q∂q + kE2(τ) . (A.2)

The convention for Eisenstein series in this paper is (q = e2πiτ )

E2k(τ) := − B2k

(2k)!
+

2

(2k − 1)!

∑
n≥1

n2k−1qn

1− qn
, (A.3)

where B2k is the 2k-th Bernoulli number. For Schur indices with integer powers of q, the modular group
under consideration is the full modular group and the MLDO takes the form

D(k)
q +

k∑
n=1

∑
i,j

λ2n,i,jE4(τ)
iE6(τ)

jD(k−n)
q , (A.4)
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where i, j are summed such that E4(τ)
iE6(τ)

j is weight 2n modular form. For Schur indices with half
integer powers of q, the relevant congruence subgroup is Γ0(2) and MLDO takes the form

D(k)
q +

k∑
n=1

[n2 ]∑
i=0

λ2n,iΘi,n−i(τ)D
(k−n)
q (A.5)

where
Θr,s(τ) := θ2(τ)

4rθ3(τ)
4s + θ2(τ)

4sθ3(τ)
4r, r ≤ s (A.6)

and

θ2(τ) =

∞∑
n=−∞

q
1
2 (n+

1
2 )

2

, θ3(τ) =

∞∑
n=−∞

q
n2

2 . (A.7)

MLDE coefficients

Here, we collect the MLDE coefficients for the examples discussed in the main text. The coefficients
λ2n,i,j are the coefficients for untwisted MLDEs and λ2n,i are for twisted MLDEs as described in equation
(A.4) and (A.5).

USp(4) Nf = 6

λ4,1,0 = 20− 1680α2,

λ6,0,1 = 22400α3 − 11760α2 + 140 .
(A.8)

USp(6) Nf = 8

λ4,1,0 = 50− 7560α2,

λ6,0,1 = 241920α3 − 105840α2 + 700,

λ8,2,0 = 3402000α4 + 1036800α3 − 340200α2 + 2025 .

(A.9)

SU(3) Nf = 6

λ1,0 = 0.333333 − 0.5α,

λ2,0 = 0.0277778 − 1.α2,

λ2,1 = 0.5α2 − 0.0138889,

λ3,0 = 0.03125α3 + 0.166667α2 − 0.0138889α− 0.00462963,

λ3,1 = 0.46875α3 − 0.75α2 + 0.0208333,

λ4,0 = 0.0585938α4 − 0.00520833α3 − 0.0277778α2 + 0.00231481α+ 0.000771605,

λ4,1 = 0.703125α4 − 0.427083α3 + 0.138889α2 − 0.00115741α− 0.00385802,

λ4,2 = −0.761719α4 + 0.515625α3 − 0.208333α2 − 0.00347222α+ 0.00578704 .

(A.10)

SU(4) Nf = 8

λ4,1,0 =− 4800α2 + 1200α− 125 ,

λ6,0,1 =56000α3 − 117600α2 + 2100 ,

λ8,2,0 =5.2416× 106α4 − 2.16× 106α3 − 744000α2 + 60000α+ 11275 ,

λ10,1,1 =− 6.1824× 107α5 + 1.2553× 108α4 − 2.996× 107α3 − 1.1004× 107α2

+ 840000α+ 158900 ,

λ12,0,2 =− 0.000151088α8 + 0.00220808α7 − 1.75616× 109α6 + 1.0537× 109α5

− 1.18541× 108α4 + 9.408× 107α3 − 4.9392× 107α2 + 0.175168α+ 793800 ,

λ12,3,0 =0.0000751684α7 − 0.000462009α6 − 2.6496× 108α5 + 5.07744× 108α4

− 1.356× 108α3 − 1.224× 107α2 + 2.43× 106α+ 131625 .

(A.11)
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