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the fixed points. In this paper, we investigate a modulus stabilisation mechanism in the
multiple-modulus framework which is capable of providing de Sitter (dS) global minima
precisely at the fixed points τ = i and ω, by taking into consideration non-perturbative
effects on the superpotential and the dilaton Kähler potential. Due to the existence of
additional Kähler moduli, more possible vacua can occur, and the dS vacua could be in
general the deepest. We classify different choices of vacua, and discuss their phenomeno-
logical implications for lepton masses and flavour mixing.
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1 Introduction

The flavour problem, that of the origin of the three quark and lepton families and their
pattern of masses and mixings, is an unresolved puzzle within the Standard Model (SM) of
particle physics. The discovery of very small neutrino masses with large mixing, enriches
the flavour problem still further, requiring a further seven parameters (more or less) for its
phenomenological description and demanding new physics beyond the SM. The unexpected
phenomenon of large lepton mixing has caused a schism in the community between those
who think that this is a hint of a family symmetry at work, in particular non-Abelian and
discrete, and those who think that it is just a random or anarchic choice of parameters. If
one follows the symmetry approach, one is immediately confronted by the problem of how
to break the symmetry, without which there would be massless fermions with no mixing,
and this leads to the introduction of rather arbitrary flavon fields and driving fields which
determine their vacuum alignments which play a crucial role in determining the masses and
mixings (for a review see, e.g., Ref. [1]).

In an attempt to make the non-Abelian discrete family symmetries, and in particular
the accompanying flavon fields, less arbitrary, it has been suggested that a more satisfactory
framework for addressing the flavour problem, at least in the lepton sector, might be mod-
ular symmetry broken by a single complex modulus field τ [2]. Using ideas borrowed from
string theory [3, 4], modular symmetry on the worldsheet represents a reparameterisation
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symmetry of the extra dimensional coordinates, whose toroidal compactification is con-
trolled by one or more moduli fields, the simplest example being a single complex modulus
field τ describing the two compact dimensional lattice of a six-dimensional theory, modulus
field τ , where its vacuum expectation value (VEV) fixes the geometry of the torus [5–7].

The resulting infinite modular symmetry in the upper half of the complex plane,
PSL(2,Z), has particularly nice features which rely on holomorphicity, the lack of com-
plex conjugation symmetry, which seems to call for supersymmetry. The infinite modular
group has a series of infinite normal subgroups called the principle congruence subgroups
Γ(N) of level N , whose elements are equal to the 2 × 2 unit matrix mod N (where typ-
ically N is an integer called the level of the group). For a given choice of level N > 2,
the quotient group ΓN = PSL(2,Z)/Γ(N) is finite and may be identified with the groups
ΓN = A4 [2, 8–24], S4 [25–28], A5 [29–31] for levels N = 3, 4, 5, which may subsequently
be used as a family symmetry [2].

The only flavon present in such theories is the single modulus field τ , whose VEV fixes
the value of Yukawa couplings which form representations of ΓN and are modular forms.
Remarkably, the resulting Yukawa couplings involved in the terms in the superpotential
containing superfields whose modular weights do not sum to zero, but take even values,
can exist as modular forms with a precise functional dependence on τ [2], leading to very
predictive theories independent of flavons [2]. However, for general values of the modulus
field τ , the resulting Yukawa couplings are not very hierarchical, so fermion mass hierarchies
do not emerge naturally. There are also more general formulations involving the double
cover of the finite groups, where modular forms may have integer values, or more general
still fractional values, called metaplectic groups [32–45].

In all such theories, the modular symmetry acts on the modulus field τ in a non-
linear way, and also the finite modular symmetry is necessarily broken. τ is restricted to a
fundamental domain in the upper-half complex plane which does not include zero. However
it is well known that there are three fixed points where a discrete subgroup of the modular
symmetry is preserved [26, 46, 47], namely τ = i which preserves ZS

2 , τ = ω = e2πi/3

which preserves ZST
3 , and τ = i∞ which preserves ZS

N , for level N , where S, T are the
generators of the modular symmetry [2]. At these fixed points, the Yukawa couplings
may have some zero components, which may correspond to massless charged leptons, with
the charged-lepton mass hierarchy possibly resulting from small deviations from the fixed
points [48–59]. Alternatively, the charged-lepton mass hierarchy could result from the use
of so-called weighton fields [60] which are singlet fields with non-zero modular weights which
develop VEVs and provide a natural suppression mechanism for Yukawa couplings.

Since string theories are usually formulated in 10 dimensions, the simplest factorisable
compactifications require three tori, which motivates bottom-up models based on three
moduli fields τi [61] and several realistic models have been constructed along these lines
[62–68]. In particular the finite fixed points τ = i and τ = ω seem to play a special role
in modular symmetry, since they emerge from 10d supersymmetric orbifold examples [69].
Realistic orbifold models with three S4 modular symmetries have been constructed based
on these fixed points, with two of the moduli τ = i and τ = i + 2 controlling the neutrino
sector, and the third modulus τ = ω being responsible for (diagonal) charge lepton Yukawa

– 2 –



matrices [65]. For the chosen orbifold (T 2)3/(Z2 × Z2), two of the moduli are constrained
to lie at τ = i, or equivalently τ = i and τ = i + 2, while the third modulus is not fixed by
the orbifold, but was chosen to be at τ = ω for phenomenological reasons, although it was
observed that this choice enhanced the remnant symmetry of the orbifold [65]. It would be
interesting to see if such choices of moduli fields are stabilised at these points.

Interestingly, the minima of the effective supergravity potentials which are used to
stabilise the moduli, also seem to be situated close to the fixed points τ = i and τ = ω.
Indeed, the most important physical implication of string theory might be the existence
of extra dimensions, and the moduli are the most important particle species arising in the
compactifications of extra dimensions [70]. In this regard, modulus stabilisation is crucial
for giving moduli nonzero masses and arriving at phenomenologically variable models. One
important question is whether the minima of the potential are precisely at the fixed points
τ = i and τ = ω, or are close to these fixed points but not precisely at them. In the former
case, fermion mass hierarchies could arise from the weighton fields [60], while in the latter
case they could arise from the deviations from the fixed points [48] as discussed above.

One approach to modulus stabilisation is the flux compactifications, which is widely
discussed in Type IIB string theory [71–75]. In the context of modular flavour symmetry,
the authors in Ref. [7] consider the 3-form flux in Type IIB model. They systematically
analyse the stabilisation of complex structure moduli in possible configurations of flux
compactifications on a (T 2)3/(Z2 ×Z2) orbifold. The number of stabilised moduli depends
on an integer Nmax

flux associated with the fluxes. The values of moduli are found to be
clustered at the fixed point τ = ω in the fundamental domain.

Another origin of the non-trivial scalar potential is the non-perturbative effects. In
Refs. [76, 77], the authors realise the modulus stabilisation by constructing a simple non-
perturbative superpotential induced by the hidden dynamics within the framework of su-
pergravity. In heterotic strings, there is an important non-perturbative effect called gaugino
condensation [78–80]. Although the potential is flat in terms of the dilaton, Kähler and
complex structure moduli at tree level, it is indeed shown that threshold corrections [81–84]
or worldsheet instantons can uplift the potential and lead to non-trivial vacua [85]. In the
presence of modular symmetries, the authors in Refs. [86, 87] consider the stabilisation of
Kähler moduli. They enumerate all possible non-perturbative contributions and derive the
scalar potential. Minimising the scalar potential, they find that the anti de Sitter (AdS)
vacua can generally appear at the imaginary axis and the lower boundary of the funda-
mental domain. They comment that no de Sitter (dS) vacuum is found in their numerical
calculations. They also discuss the case where the dilaton comes into the superpotential,
and argue that their results will not change if the superpotential relies on the dilaton as a
sum of exponentials. The authors of Ref. [88] adopt the same framework. However, they
find that in a special case, the VEV of τ can actually be in the interior of the fundamental
domain, which is very close to the fixed point τ = ω. Still, no dS vacuum is found.

Cosmological observations imply our Universe is in a dS phase with a positive cosmo-
logical constant. If we believe the string theory is the correct ultraviolet-complete theory of
particle physics and gravity, the string compactifications should yield the 4d dS cosmology.
It is then interesting to investigate how to uplift the AdS vacua obtained in the simple
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gaugino condensation to the dS vacua. In Ref. [89], the authors show that the AdS vacua
can be uplifted by the matter superpotential [90, 91]. To be specific, they introduce a heavy
meson field, which couples with the moduli in the Kähler potential and superpotential. Due
to the existence of the meson field, the vacua can be uplifted to dS vacua, and the VEVs
of τ could slightly deviate from the fixed points.

There are, however, still some possibilities to realise the dS vacua without introducing
the matter superpotential. In Ref. [92], the authors investigate the modulus stabilisation
within the framework of one Kähler modulus plus one dilaton. They first prove three no-
go theorems that forbid dS vacua, which verify previous conjectures in Refs. [86–88]. In
order to evade the dS no-go theorems, they further include Shenker-like effects [93] as non-
perturbative corrections to the dilaton Kähler potential. As a result, they obtain metastable
dS vacua at the fixed points τ = i and ω.

In this paper, we shall consider a moduli stabilisation mechanism which is capable of
providing dS global minima precisely at the fixed points τ = i and τ = ω, in the absence of
matter fields, but taking into account the effect of the dilaton field, with non-perturbative
corrections to the dilaton Kähler potential, along the lines of Ref. [92], but extended to the
three-modulus case. The dS vacua essentially appear at the fixed points, and it is difficult
to find the AdS vacua in regions which slightly deviate from the fixed points. Due to the
existence of additional Kähler moduli, more possible vacua can occur, and we classify the
different choices of vacua. Conditions for these vacua to be dS vacua are distinct from those
in the single-modulus case. Moreover, we find the dS vacua obtained at the fixed points
can be the deepest, which is also different from Ref. [92]. In addition, we also discuss the
relation between the modulus stabilisation mechanism studied in this paper and neutrino
mass models with multiple modular symmetries.

The layout of the remainder of the paper is as follows. In Sec. 2 we review the basic
knowledge about modular symmetries and non-perturbative effects in the string theory, and
construct the scalar potential relevant for modulus stabilisation. We study the modulus
stabilisation and investigate its phenomenological implications for lepton masses and flavour
mixing in Sec. 3. We summarise our main conclusion in Sec. 4.

2 The modular-invariant scalar potential

2.1 Modular symmetry

To start with, we briefly review some basic knowledge about modular symmetries in the
single- and multiple-modulus framework, as well as the fixed points of moduli. The modular
group Γ is isomorphic to PSL(2,Z) defined as [2]

Γ ≡

{(
a b

c d

)
/(±I)

∣∣∣∣ a, b, c, d ∈ Z , ad− bc = 1

}
, (2.1)

where I is a two-dimensional unitary matrix. Under the modular group, the modulus τ and
chiral supermultiplets χ(I) transform as

γ : τ → aτ + b

cτ + d
, χ(I) → (cτ + d)−kIρI(γ)χ

(I) , (2.2)
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Figure 1. Fundamental domain G of Γ. Acting Γ on G generates the entire upper-half complex
plane with Im τ > 0. Three fixed points τ = i, ω and i∞ in G are labelled by blue dots.

with γ being an element of Γ, kI denoting the weight of the chiral supermultiplet and ρI(γ)

representing the unitary representation matrix of γ. There are two generators S and T in
Γ satisfying S2 = (ST )3 = I, the matrix representations of which can be written as

S =

(
0 1

−1 0

)
, T =

(
1 1

0 1

)
. (2.3)

If we act all the elements γ ∈ Γ on a given point τ in the upper-half complex plane
C+ = {τ ∈ C : Im τ > 0}, we will obtain an orbit of τ . Then one can always find a minimal
connected set G, where all the orbits intersect the interior of G in one and only one point.
The set G is called the fundamental domain of Γ defined as

G =

{
τ ∈ C+ : −1

2
≤ Re τ <

1

2
, |τ | > 1

}
∪
{
τ ∈ C+ : −1

2
≤ Re τ ≤ 0, |τ | = 1

}
. (2.4)

Acting γ ∈ Γ on G will generate another fundamental domain, as shown in Fig. 1.
The modular form f(τ) is a holomorphic function of τ transforming under the modular

group as

f (γτ) = (cτ + d)kf(τ) , γ ∈ Γ(N) , (2.5)

where the level N and weight k are respectively positive and even integers, and Γ(N) denote
the principle congruence subgroups of Γ. For a given N , the modular forms can always be
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decomposed into several multiplets Y (k)
r = (f1(τ), f2(τ), · · · )T that transform as irreducible

unitary representations of the quotient subgroups ΓN = Γ/Γ(N), namely,

Y
(k)
r (γτ) = (cτ + d)kρr(γ)Y

(k)
r (τ) , γ ∈ ΓN , (2.6)

where ρr(γ) denotes the representation matrice of ΓN . ΓN are usually called the finite
modular groups, which are isomorphic to non-Abelian discrete groups, e.g., Γ3 ≃ A4, Γ4 ≃
S4 and Γ5 ≃ A5.

Now consider the modular-invariant supersymmetric theories. The invariance of the
action S under the modular transformations requires that the Kähler potential K(τ, τ , χ, χ)

remains unchanged up to a Kähler transformation K(τ, τ , χ, χ) → K(τ, τ , χ, χ) + u(τ, χ) +

u(τ , χ) [u(τ, χ) itself is invariant under the modular transformation], and the superpotential
W(τ, χ) should exactly keep invariant. For the Kähler potential, the minimal form subject
to the Kähler transformation is

K(τ, τ̄ , χ, χ̄) = −h log(−iτ + iτ̄) +
∑
I

∣∣χ(I)
∣∣2

(−iτ + iτ̄)kI
,

where h is a positive constant. The superpotential W(τ, χ) can be generally written as

W(τ, χ) =
∑
p

∑
{I1,...,Ip}

(
YI1...Ip(τ)χ

(I1) · · ·χ(Ip)
)
1
. (2.7)

In order for W(τ, χ) to be invariant under the modular transformation, the Yukawa cou-
plings YI1...Ip

should take the modular forms

YI1...Ip(γτ) = (cτ + d)kY ρY (γ)YI1...Ip(τ) , γ ∈ ΓN , (2.8)

where ρY denotes the representation matrix and kY is the weight of YI1...Ip(τ). Note that
kY = kI1

+ · · ·+ kIp and ρY ⊗ ρI1
⊗ · · · ⊗ ρIp ∋ 1 should be satisfied.

The modular symmetry can be extended to the framework of multiple moduli [61].
Supposing there are a series of modular groups Γ

1
,Γ

2
, . . . ,Γ

M associated with different
moduli τ1, τ2, . . . , τM , the modular transformation of each modulus field would be

γi : τi → γiτi =
aiτi + bi
ciτi + di

. (2.9)

Similar to the single-modulus case, we can obtain a set of finite modular groups Γi
Ni

=

Γ
i
/Γi(Ni). The chiral superfield χ(I) then transforms under the modular group Γ1

N1
×

Γ2
N2

× · · · × ΓM
NM

as

χ(I)(τ1, . . . , τM ) → χ(I)(γ1τ1, . . . , γMτM )

=
∏

i=1,...,M

(ciτi + di)
−kI,i

⊗
i=1,...,M

ρI,i(γi)χ
(I)(τ1, τ2, . . . , τM ) , (2.10)

where we label the elements in Γi
Ni

as γi. In addition, kI,i and ρI,i are respectively the
weights of χ(I) and the corresponding representation matrices in Γi

Ni
, and

⊗
represents the

outer product of the representation matrices ρI,1, ρI,2, . . . , ρI,M .
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Correspondingly, the Kähler potential can be rewritten as

K(τ1, . . . , τM , τ1, . . . , τM , χ, χ) = −
∑

i=1,...,M

hi log(−iτi + iτ i)

+
∑
I

∣∣χ(I)
∣∣2∏

i=1,...,M

(−iτi + iτ i)
kI,i

. (2.11)

The superpotential W(τ1, . . . , τM , χ) becomes a modular-invariant function of all the moduli
fields as well as the superfields, which takes the form

W(τ1, . . . , τM , χ) =
∑
p

∑
{I1,...,Ip}

(
YI1,...,Ipχ

(I1) · · ·χ(Ip)
)
1
, (2.12)

Under the modular group, the modular forms YI1,...,Ip transform as

YI1,...,Ip(γ1τ1, . . . , γMτM )

=
∏

i=1,...,M

(ciτi + di)
kY,i

⊗
i=1,...,M

ρY,i(γi)YI1,...,Ip(τ1, . . . , τM ) . (2.13)

Since the modular symmetries associated with different moduli are independent of each
other, one modulus field obtaining its VEV will not affect the others. Once all the moduli
acquire their individual VEVs, the entire modular symmetry will be spontaneously broken
down. However, there are some fixed points of τ , where the modular symmetry is only
partially broken and we are left with residual symmetries [26]. There are three different
fixed points in the fundamental domain G (cf. Fig. 1), namely,

• τC = i, which is invariant under S and preserve a ZS
2 symmetry;

• τL = −1/2 + i
√
3/2, which is invariant under ST and preserve a ZST

3 symmetry;

• τT = i∞, which is invariant under T and preserve a ZT
2 symmetry.

It is very interesting to investigate whether these special points which are fixed by
residual symmetries also have dynamical origins. This is exactly the main motivation for
our work.

2.2 N = 1 supergravity theory

We consider the N = 1 supergravity theory in the Abelian heterotic orbifolds, which should
generally include the dilaton, the Kähler moduli, the complex structure moduli, gauge fields
and twisted and untwisted matter fields. Here we focus on a simple scenario where only
the Kähler moduli τi and the dilaton field S are relevant for the scalar potential.

Let us first consider the case of one Kähler modulus τ plus one dilaton field S. In the
framework of supergravity theory, supersymmetry should be regarded as a local symmetry.
In this case, the Kähler potential and the superpotential are dependent on each other via
the following modular-invariant Kähler function

G(τ, τ , S, S) = K(τ, τ , S, S) + log |W(τ, S)|2 . (2.14)
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Assuming the Kähler potential of τ to be the minimal form, K(τ, τ , S, S) can be essentially
expressed as

K(τ, τ , S, S) = K(S, S)− 3 log(2 Im τ) , (2.15)

with K(S, S) representing the Kähler potential for the dilaton.1 At tree level, we have a
simple relation K(S, S) ∝ −ln (S + S), which is related to the 4d universal gauge coupling
via g24/2 = 1/⟨S + S⟩ once the dilaton gets its VEV. However, if non-perturbative effects
such as the Shenker-like effects are included [93], additional corrections δK(S, S) could be
added into K(S, S). We will see later that such effects play a crucial role in generating
dS vacua. On the other hand, it is straightforward to check that Im τ → |cτ + d|−2Im τ

under the modular transformation, hence eK should possess a weight of six. The modular
invariance of G(τ, τ) implies that the transformation of K(τ, τ , S, S) under the modular
group is compensated by that of W(τ). As a result, under the modular group W(τ) should
transform as

W(τ) → (cτ + d)−3W(τ) , (2.16)

indicating the superpotential possesses a weight of −3 under the modular transformation.
In the next subsection, we will show that the superpotential satisfying Eq. (2.16) can be
induced by a non-perturbative effect—gaugino condensation.

Once the Kähler potential and superpotential are known, we can construct the scalar
potential V as [94]

V = eK
(
Kij̄DiWDj̄W

∗ − 3|W|2
)

, (2.17)

where Di = ∂i+(∂iK) with ∂i being the first derivatives with respect to the Kähler moduli
(which is simply ∂/∂τ in the single-modulus case) together with the dilaton, and Kij is
the inverse of the Kähler metric K

ij
= ∂i∂jK. The scalar potential given in Eq. (2.17) is

modular-invariant, which is proved in appendix A.

2.3 Gaugino condensation

In the heterotic string constructions, gaugino condensation is a simple example that can lead
to the spontaneous breakdown of supersymmetry. A gauge group Ga undergoing gaugino
condensation will give rise to a non-perturbative superpotential of the form [78–80]

W ∼ e−fa/ba , (2.18)

where fa is the gauge kinetic function and ba is the beta function of the group Ga. At the
tree level, the gauge kinetic function simply takes the form fa = kaS with ka being the
level of the Kac-Moody algebra of Ga, which is apparently moduli-independent. However,
if the orbifolds of our interest arise in N = 2 subsectors, threshold corrections to the
gauge kinetic functions induced by integrating out heavy string states should be taken into
consideration [71–75]. In the single-modulus case, the modified fa can be written as

fa = kaS + baln η
6(τ) + · · · , (2.19)

1In fact, the Kähler potential for the dilaton could also depend on τ . Here we neglect the τ -dependence
for simplicity.
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where η(τ) is the Dedekind η function (See appendix B for the definition). The modulus-
dependent term baln η

6(τ) indicates that W indeed transforms under the modular group
with a weight of −3, and the dots denote additional contributions to threshold corrections
which are also modulus-dependent but keep invariant under the modular transformation.
Apart from the threshold corrections, one-loop anomaly cancellation could also lead to
significant modifications to fa [95–98], which however can be absorbed into S by redefining
the dilaton field [99]. Substituting Eq. (2.19) into Eq. (2.18), we arrive at the following
parameterised form of W

W(τ, S) =
Ω(S)H(τ)

η6(τ)
, (2.20)

where Ω(S) denotes a function of the dilaton field S, and H(τ) is a dimensionless modular-
invariant function.2 We can further require H(τ) to be a rational function to avoid any
singularity in the fundamental domain, thus the most general form of H(τ) should be [100]

H(τ) = (j(τ)− 1728)m/2j(τ)n/3P(j(τ)) , (2.21)

with j(τ) being the Klein j function which is invariant under the modular transformation
defined in appendix B, m and n being non-negative integers and P denoting a polynomial
with respect to j(τ). In the following, we take P = 1 for simplicity. It is interesting to
mention that j(ω) = 0 and j(i) = 123 = 1728 are satisfied at the two fixed points τ = ω

and i, respectively.
Once we substitute the Kähler potential in Eq. (2.15) and the superpotential in Eq. (2.20)

into Eq. (2.17), the single-modulus scalar potential can be immediately expressed as

V (τ, τ , S, S) = C(τ, τ , S, S)
[
M(τ, τ) +

(
A(S, S)− 3

)
|H(τ)|2

]
, (2.22)

with

C(τ, τ , S, S) = eK(S,S)|Ω(S)|2

(2 Im τ)3|η(τ)|12
,

M(τ, τ) =
(2 Im τ)2

3

∣∣∣∣iH ′(τ) +
H(τ)

2π
Ĝ2(τ, τ)

∣∣∣∣2 ,

A(S, S) =
|ΩS +KSΩ|2

K
SS

|Ω|2
,

(2.23)

where the subscripts S and S represent the first derivatives with respect to S and S,
respectively, and KSS = (KSS)

−1. Moreover, Ĝ2 is the non-holomorphic Eisenstein function
of weight two defined as

Ĝ2(τ, τ) = G2(τ)−
π

Im τ
, (2.24)

where the Eisenstein series G2 is a holomorphic counterpart of Ĝ2(τ, τ), and can be related
to the Dedekind η function via

η′(τ)

η(τ)
=

i

4π
G2(τ) . (2.25)

2For the single gaugino condensation, a generic form of Ω(S) should be Ω(S) = v+ e−S/ba with v being
a constant.
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3 Modulus stabilisation

3.1 Minimising the single-modulus scalar potential

Before going into the details of minimising the scalar potential, we can first gain some
general insights without specifying the form of the scalar potential. One salient feature
of the scalar potential is that it diverges in the limit Im τ → ∞. Hence the fixed point
τ → i∞ seems not to be the vacuum. The finite fixed points, however, are able to be the
minima of the scalar potential. In fact, since V is a zero-weight modular form, ∂V/∂τ must
be a modular form with weight two (See appendix A for proof). Then if we consider the
modular transformation of ∂V/∂τ under the generator S at τ = i, we will arrive at

(∂V/∂τ)|τ=i = (−i)2 (∂V/∂τ)|τ=i = − (∂V/∂τ)|τ=i . (3.1)

Similarly, if we consider the modular transformation of ∂V/∂τ under the generator ST at
τ = ω, we will obtain

(∂V/∂τ)|τ=ω = (−ω − 1)2 (∂V/∂τ)|τ=ω = ω (∂V/∂τ)|τ=ω . (3.2)

Eqs. (3.1) and (3.2) tell us ∂V/∂τ has to be zero at τ = i and ω. Therefore the finite fixed
points should be the extrema of the scalar potential in the Kähler moduli space. However,
identifying whether they are exactly the minima requires an in-depth analysis of certain
scalar potentials.

Another important point is that the dilaton sector also affects modulus stabilisation,
namely, the scalar potential should satisfy ∂V/∂S = 0 at the minima. Hence we arrive at

∂V

∂S
=

eK

(2 Im τ)3|η(τ)|12
(ΩS +KSΩ)Q = 0 , (3.3)

where

Q =e−2iσ|H|2
[
(ΩS +KSΩ)

(
KS

K
SS

−
K

SSS

K2
SS

)
+

Ω
SS

K
SS

+
ΩKSS

K
SS

+
ΩSKS

K
SS

]
(3.4)

+Ω
(
M− 2|H|2

)
, (3.5)

with σ being the phase angle of ΩS +KSΩ. Then we can immediately gain the following
two possibilities of the necessary conditions for S to be stabilised

Condition A : ΩS +KSΩ = 0 ;

Condition B : ΩS +KSΩ ̸= 0 , Q = 0 .
(3.6)

Indeed, Condition A corresponds to the case where A(S, S) is vanishing, i.e., the scalar
potential can be written as a factorised form of the dilaton and Kähler moduli sector.
This scenario has been widely studied in the previous literature [86–88, 100]. In Refs. [87,
100], assuming A(S, S) = 0, the authors analyse different scalar potentials by varying the
indices m and n in Eq. (2.21). They have numerically searched the minima of the scalar
potentials and concluded that the vacua should appear either on the lower boundary of the
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fundamental domain or on the imaginary axis of τ . The authors in Ref. [88] find a special
case where m ̸= 0 and n = 0 can lead to global minima very close to but not precisely at
the fixed point τ = ω. In summary, there are four different types of vacua depending on
the choices of m and n if Condition A is satisfied:

• m = 0 and n = 0: The vacuum ⟨τ⟩ = 1.235i;

• m ̸= 0 and n = 0: The vacuum ⟨τ⟩ = i;

• m = 0 and n ̸= 0: The vacua are close to but not precisely at τ = ω;

• m ̸= 0 and n ̸= 0: The vacua are located at the lower boundary of the fundamental
domain.

It is worth mentioning that all the above vacua will give rise to negative values of the scalar
potential, i.e., they are actually AdS vacua. In Ref. [92], the authors have proved three
no-go theorems regarding the dS vacua, indicating Condition A can never lead to dS vacua.
On the other hand, even if it is possible for the extrema that satisfy Condition B to be the
dS vacua, such vacua may still be unstable in the dilaton sector. In particular, one can
prove that if only the tree-level Kähler potential for the dilaton K(S, S) ∝ −ln (S + S) is
included, τ = i and ω could never be the dS vacua no matter which form Ω(S) takes [92]. In
order to evade the dS no-go theorems, one should go beyond the minimal Kähler potential
of S. It is found in Ref. [92] that non-perturbative Shenker-like effects can result in non-
trivial corrections to K(S, S), rendering the dilaton sector stable at the fixed points τ = i

and ω. Different from the gaugino condensation which has a generic strength δL = e−1/g2s

with gs being the string coupling constant, Shenker-like effects are inherently stringy effects
which lead to modifications of O(e−1/gs). In the rest of this paper, we will not concentrate
on how to realise specific Shenker-like terms and how they can stabilise the dilaton sector.3

Instead, we assume the dilaton is stabilised a priori, and explore how the value of A(S, S)

in Eq. (2.22) can influence the modulus stabilisation.
Nonzero A(S, S) can dramatically reshape the scalar potential, and thus shift the vacua.

To be specific, the dS vacua may appear precisely at the finite fixed points. In order to
make this point clearer, we can calculate the Hessian matrices at the fixed points. Since we
have assumed the scalar potential is stabilised in terms of the dilaton S via Shenker-like
terms a priori, we only need to calculate the second derivatives of V with respect to τ and
τ , and convert the complex variables into real variables {s, t} (where s and t are the real
and imaginary parts of τ , respectively) using the following relations

∂2V

∂s2
= 2

∂2V

∂τ∂τ
+ 2Re

[
∂2V

∂τ2

]
,

∂2V

∂t2
= 2

∂2V

∂τ∂τ
− 2Re

[
∂2V

∂τ2

]
,

∂2V

∂s∂t
= −2 Im

[
∂2V

∂τ2

]
.

(3.7)

3One can refer to Ref. [92] for a preliminary realisation of the Shenker-like terms that can evade the
no-go theorems.
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In general, the second derivatives of the scalar potential would be very complicated
given that V relies on the moduli τ in a highly non-linear way. However, one can easily
check that the first derivatives of C and M defined in Eq. (2.23) with respect to τ vanish
at the fixed points τ = i and ω, rendering the calculations of the second derivatives at the
fixed points much simpler. As a result, we arrive at

∂2V

∂τ2
=

∂2C
∂τ2

[
M+ (A− 3)|H|2

]
+ C

[
∂2M
∂τ2

+ (A− 3)H∗∂
2H

∂τ2

]
,

∂2V

∂τ∂τ
=

∂2C
∂τ∂τ

[M+ (A− 3)|H|2] + C

[
∂2M
∂τ∂τ

+ (A− 3)

∣∣∣∣∂H∂τ
∣∣∣∣2
]

,

(3.8)

with

∂2C
∂τ2

= −iC ∂

∂τ

Ĝ2(τ, τ)

6π
,

∂2C
∂τ∂τ

= iC ∂

∂τ

[Ĝ2(τ , τ )]
∗

6π
,

∂2M
∂τ2

=
(2 Im τ)2

3

[
i
∂2H (τ)

∂τ2
+

H(τ)

2π

∂Ĝ2(τ, τ)

∂τ

]
H∗(τ)

π

∂Ĝ∗
2(τ, τ)

∂τ
,

∂2M
∂τ∂τ

=
(2 Im τ)2

3

∣∣∣∣∣i∂2H(τ)

∂τ2
+

H(τ)

2π

∂Ĝ2(τ, τ)

∂τ

∣∣∣∣∣
2

+

∣∣∣∣∣H(τ)

2π

∂Ĝ2(τ, τ)

∂τ

∣∣∣∣∣
2
 ,

(3.9)

where all the derivatives above are calculated at the τ = i or ω. One can check that the
imaginary parts of ∂2V/∂τ2 are zero at the finite fixed points. Hence we arrive at the 2× 2

diagonal Hessian matrices

H =


∂2V

∂s2
0

0
∂2V

∂t2

 . (3.10)

In order for finite fixed points to be the minima of the scalar potential, we should require
both ∂2V/∂s2 and ∂2V/∂t2 in Eq. (3.10) to be positive at the fixed points. For example,
if we set (m,n) = (0, 0), the conditions for τ = i and ω to be the minima are respectively
given by

τ = i : 3.596−A > 0 , A− 0.4036 > 0 ;

τ = ω : A− 2 > 0 .
(3.11)

Notice that A > 3 should also be satisfied if we require dS vacua, which can be directly
obtained from Eq. (2.22) given that M = 0 and |H| ≥ 0 at the fixed points. Hence τ = i

could be the dS vacuum if 3 < A(S, S) < 3.5964 is satisfied, while τ = ω can always be
the dS vacuum as long as A(S, S) > 3. A detailed analysis of minimising the one-modulus
scalar potential can be found in Ref. [92]. The main conclusions are collected as follows:

• m = 0 and n = 0: τ = ω is always the dS vacuum, while τ = i can be the dS vacuum
if 3 < A(S, S) < 3.5964 is satisfied;
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Figure 2. Density plots of the distribution of log10(∆V/|Vmin|) with ∆V = V −Vmin in the vicinity
of τ = ω. We take m = 2 and n = 0 for instance. In the left panel, we choose A(S, S) = 0, while
A(S, S) is fixed to be four in the right panel. We use white stars to label the vacua. The dashed
lines correspond to the boundaries of the fundamental domain.

• m > 1, n = 0: τ = ω is always a dS vacuum if A(S, S) > 3, and τ = i is a Minkowski
vacuum;

• m = 0, n > 1: τ = i is a dS vacuum within a window of A(S, S) which increases with
n, and τ = ω is a Minkowski vacuum.

• m = 1 or n = 1: τ = i or τ = ω could be the minimum in terms of the Kähler
modulus, but it is actually unstable in the dilaton sector;

• m > 1, n > 1: Both τ = i and τ = ω are Minkowski vacua when A(S, S) > 3.

As can be seen above, the inclusion of dilaton effects will not only uplift the vacua
to dS vacua, but also shift the VEVs of τ towards the fixed points. For illustration, we
consider a specific case with m = 2 and n = 0. In Fig. 2, we exhibit the distribution of
log10(∆V/|Vmin|) with ∆V defined as the difference between V and its minimal value Vmin

in the vicinity of τ = ω under the assumptions A(S, S) = 0 and A(S, S) = 4, respectively.
In the case where A(S, S) = 0, the fixed point τ = ω turns out to be a local maximum, and
the global AdS vacuum appears at τ = −0.492 + 0.875i with Vmin = −2.48× 107, which is
consistent with the result in Ref. [88]. However, if A(S, S) > 3, e.g., A(S, S) = 4, we obtain
a vacuum precisely at τ = ω, where the value of V are found to be Vmin = 8.29 × 106,
indicating τ = ω is indeed a dS vacuum.

One may wonder whether it is possible to obtain dS vacua at the points which are
close to but not precisely at the fixed points. τ = ω is always the dS/Minkowski minimum
of the scalar potential as long as A(S, S) > 3, so it is natural to expect that there would
be no chance to find another dS vacuum close to τ = ω. As for the other fixed point
τ = i, there are indeed some ranges of A(S, S), where τ = i is not the vacuum but the
scalar potential takes a positive value, e.g., A(S, S) > 3.5964 when (m,n) = (0, 0). In
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Figure 3. Density plots of the distribution of log10(∆V/|Vmin|) in the fundamental domain with
m = 0 and n = 0, where we choose A(S, S) = 4.

Fig. 3, we exhibit the distribution of log10(∆V/|Vmin|) in the fundamental domain choosing
(m,n) = (0, 0) and A(S, S) = 4. One can observe that τ = i becomes a saddle point and
no vacuum appears around τ = i, which can also be identified given that (∂2V/∂s2)|τ=i < 0

and (∂2V/∂t2)|τ=i > 0. Therefore, it is difficult to realise a dS vacuum close to the fixed
points even if non-perturbative effects in the dilaton sector are taken into consideration.

3.2 Modulus stabilisation in the three-modulus framework

Since the compactification of 10d heterotic string theory will generally lead to three moduli,
associated with three 2d tori, we should extend the single modulus stabilisation into this
more complete scenario, and explore how the non-perturbative effects can give a dynamical
explanation of the VEVs of moduli with multiple modular symmetries.

In the three-modulus case, the modular-invariant function H(τ) in the superpotential
should be replaced by a more general form H(τ1, τ2, τ3) with

H(τ1, τ2, τ3) =
∑

m1,m2,m3
n1,n2,n3

H(m1,n1)(τ1)H
(m2,n2)(τ2)H

(m3,n3)(τ3) , (3.12)

where H(mi,ni) = (j(τ) − 1728)mi/2j(τ)ni/3 for i = 1, 2, 3. One may notice that the sim-
plest H(τ1, τ2, τ3) should be a factorised form H(m1,n1)(τ1)H

(m2,n2)(τ2)H
(m3,n3)(τ3), which,

however would become zero as long as one H(mi,ni)(τi) is vanishing. Consequently, this
scenario will essentially lead to Minkowski vacua at the fixed points. Instead, we consider
H(τ1, τ2, τ3) as the summation of three different H(mi,ni)(τi), namely,4

H(τ1, τ2, τ3) = H(m1,n1)(τ1) +H(m2,n2)(τ2) +H(m3,n3)(τ3) . (3.13)
4It seems more natural to expect a factorised form for H(τ1, τ2, τ3), since the loop-level corrections from

each torus contribute to the superpotential as exponential forms, as can be seen in Eq. (2.18). However,
H(τ1, τ2, τ3) in Eq. (3.13) may still be realised, by, e.g., introducing multiple dilatons, each of which is
associated with one torus.
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Then H(τ1, τ2, τ3) would be nonzero as long as at least one of H(mi,ni)(τi) is non-vanishing,
which makes it more likely to realise the dS vacua. As a result, the Kähler potential and
superpotential can be respectively rewritten as

K(τi, τ i, S, S) = K(S, S)− log[(2 Im τ1)(2 Im τ2)(2 Im τ3)] , (3.14)

W(τi, S) =
Ω(S)[H(m1,n1)(τ1) +H(m2,n2)(τ2) +H(m3,n3)(τ3)]

η2(τ1)η
2(τ2)η

2(τ3)
, (3.15)

where the variables τi go through {τ1, τ2, τ3}. The scalar potential in this scenario turns
out to be

V (τi, τi, S, S) = C̃(τi, τi, S, S)
{
M̃(τi, τ i) +

[
A(S, S)− 3

]
|H(τi)|2

}
, (3.16)

with

C̃(τi, τi, S, S) =
3∏

i=1

eK(S,S)|Ω(S)|2

(2 Im τi)|η(τi)|4
,

M̃(τi, τ i) =

3∑
i=1

(2 Im τi)
2

∣∣∣∣∣∣i∂H
(mi,ni)(τi)

∂τi
+

3∑
j=1

H(mj ,nj)(τj)

2π
Ĝ2(τi, τ i)

∣∣∣∣∣∣
2

,

(3.17)

One can observe that apart from τ1,2,3 and A(S, S), there are additional six parameters that
can affect the minima of the scalar potential, namely, m1,2,3 and n1,2,3. In the following,
we discuss the minimisation of the scalar potential given in Eq. (3.16), mainly focusing
attention on the finite fixed points i and ω. In order to identify whether they are indeed
the minima of the potential, we again calculate the Hessian matrices at the fixed points
and make them positive-definite. We also thoroughly search the minima of V in the entire
fundamental domain for different m1,2,3, n1,2,3 and A(S, S) in a numerical way, which could
help us identify when the fixed points can be the deepest vacua, i.e., the global minima of
the scalar potential.

The second derivatives of V in terms of Kähler moduli are expressed as

∂2V

∂τ2i
=

∂2C̃
∂τ2i

[
M̃+ (A− 3)|H|2

]
+ C̃

[
∂2M̃
∂τ2i

+ (A− 3)H∗∂
2H(mi,ni)

∂τ2i

]
,

∂2V

∂τi∂τ j
=

∂2C̃
∂τi∂τ j

[M̃+ (A− 3)|H|2] + C̃

 ∂2M̃
∂τi∂τ j

+ (A− 3)

∣∣∣∣∣∂H(mi,ni)

∂τi

∣∣∣∣∣
2
 ,

(3.18)

with

∂2C̃
∂τi∂τj

= −iδij C̃
∂

∂τi

Ĝ2(τi, τ i)

2π
,

∂2C̃
∂τi∂τ j

= iδij C̃
∂

∂τi

[Ĝ2(τj , τ j)]
∗

2π
,

∂2M̃
∂τi∂τj

= δij(2 Im τi)
2

[
i
∂2H(mi,ni)(τi)

∂τ2i
+

H(τi)

2π

∂Ĝ2(τi, τ i)

∂τi

]
H∗(τi)

π

∂Ĝ∗
2(τi, τ i)

∂τi
,
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∂2M̃
∂τi∂τ j

= δij(2 Im τi)
2

∣∣∣∣∣i∂2H(mi,ni)(τi)

∂τ2i
+

H(τi)

2π

∂Ĝ2(τi, τ i)

∂τi

∣∣∣∣∣
2

+

∣∣∣∣∣H(τi)

2π

∂Ĝ2(τi, τ i)

∂τ i

∣∣∣∣∣
2
 ,

(3.19)

where all the derivatives above are calculated at the τ = i or ω.
According to the choices of (mi, ni), we have the following three distinct classes:

• Class A—(m1, n1) = (m2, n2) = (m3, n3). This is an exactly symmetric class,
where three moduli parameters can be exchanged. It is natural to expect the global
minima should appear at τ1 = τ2 = τ3. Then one can find that C̃(τi, τ i, S, S) and
M̃(τi, τ i) in Eq. (3.17) reduce to the single-modulus case, and thus the results for the
minima are the same as those obtained in the single-modulus case.

• Class B—(m1, n1) = (m2, n2) ̸= (m3, n3). In this case, we can freely exchange
τ1 and τ2 without affecting the value of the scalar potential, hence it is effectively a
two-modular case, where only two Kähler moduli τ1 (or τ2) and τ3 are independent.

• Class C—(m1, n1) ̸= (m2, n2) ̸= (m3, n3). This class becomes more complicated
since there is no symmetry among the three moduli parameters. In this class we
should consider all three moduli as free parameters.

We mainly focus on Class B. In this class, the number of independent real variables is
reduced to four, indicating that the Hessian matrices should be four-dimensional. On the
other hand, Eq. (3.19) tells us all the mixed second derivatives in terms of different moduli
are vanishing. Moreover, the imaginary parts of ∂2V/(∂τi∂τj) are also zero at the finite
fixed points. Hence we arrive at the following diagonal Hessian matrices

H =



∂2V

∂s21
0 0 0

0
∂2V

∂t21
0 0

0 0
∂2V

∂s23
0

0 0 0
∂2V

∂t23


. (3.20)

Therefore, in order for finite fixed points to be the minima of the scalar potential, we should
require each element in Eq. (3.20) to be positive.

Since effectively we have two independent modulus parameters τ1 and τ3, there are
twelve kinds of arrangements of the indices (mi, ni) depending on whether they are zero or
not, including

• (m1, n1) = (0, 0), (m3, n3) = (0, n3);

• (m1, n1) = (0, 0), (m3, n3) = (m3, 0);

• (m1, n1) = (0, 0), (m3, n3) = (m3, n3);
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• (m1, n1) = (0, n1), (m3, n3) = (m3, 0);

• (m1, n1) = (0, n1), (m3, n3) = (m3, n3);

• (m1, n1) = (m1, 0), (m3, n3) = (m3, n3),

together with their counterparts by exchanging the subscripts 1 and 3. Note that we use
mi and ni to underline non-vanishing mi and ni. In the following, we choose mi = 2 and
ni = 3 for illustration. Then the powers of j(τ) − 1728 and j(τ) in H(τ1, τ2, τ3) become
integers, which simplifies the calculation. Such a parameter choice also allows us to avoid
the problem that the scalar potential may not be stabilised in the dilaton sector [92].

We can take (m1, n1) = (0, 0) and (m3, n3) = (0, 3) as an example. In order for the
Hessian matrix in Eq. (3.20) to be positive-definite, one should require(

∂2V

∂s21
,
∂2V

∂t21

)∣∣∣∣
τ1=i or ω

> 0 ,

(
∂2V

∂s23
,
∂2V

∂t23

)∣∣∣∣
τ3=i or ω

> 0 , (3.21)

Substituting the values of mi and ni into the above inequalities, we arrive at the following
conditions

τ1 = i : 3.596−A > 0 , A− 0.4036 > 0 ;

τ1 = ω : A− 2 > 0 ;

τ3 = i : 117.2−A > 0 , A+ 113.2 > 0 ,

τ3 = ω : A− 2 > 0 .

(3.22)

Then we can immediately find that τ1 = i and ω can be the vacua of the scalar potential
only if 0.4036 < A < 3.596 and A > 2, respectively. These conditions are exactly consistent
with those in the one-modulus case with (m,n) = (0, 0), which can be understood as follows.
From Eqs. (3.9) and (3.19), one could realise that the main difference between the second
derivatives in the three-modulus case and those in the single-modulus case is that we replace
H(τ) with H(τi) = H(m1,n1)(τ1)+H(m2,n2)(τ2)+H(m3,n3)(τ3). Given that ∂H(0,0)/∂τi = 0

and ∂2H(0,0)/∂τ2i = 0, |H|2 can actually be extracted out as an overall factor in Eq. (3.18).
As a consequence, we obtain the same conditions for τ = i, ω to be the vacua as those in
the single-modulus case. Meanwhile, the conditions for τ3 = i and ω to be the vacua turn
out to be respectively −113.2 < A < 117.2 and A > 2, the former one of which is different
from that in the single-modulus case with (m,n) = (0, 3) obtained in Ref. [92]. This is
because ∂2H(0,3)/∂τ2i ̸= 0 at the fixed points, then one can not extract an overall |H|2 in
Eq. (3.18). As a summary, we arrive at the following conditions for different fixed points
to be the dS vacua in the case where (m1, n1) = (m2, n2) = (0, 0) and (m3, n3) = (0, 3).

• τ1 = τ2 = τ3 = i: 3 < A < 3.596;

• τ1 = τ2 = i, τ3 = ω: 3 < A < 3.596;

• τ1 = τ2 = ω, τ3 = i: 3 < A < 117.2;

• τ1 = τ2 = τ3 = ω: A > 3.
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Table 1. Possible vacua of the scalar potential for different choices of mi and ni in Class B where
we set (m1, n1) = (m2, n2) ̸= (m3, n3), together with the corresponding constraints on A(S, S) for
the vacua not to be AdS vacua. The global minimum in each case is labelled by green (dS vacuum)
or red (Minkowski vacuum) colour.

(m1, n1) (m3, n3) τ1 τ3 A(S, S) (m1, n1) (m3, n3) τ1 τ3 A(S, S)

(0, 0) (0, 3)

i i (3, 3.596)

(0, 3) (0, 0)

i i (3, 3.596)

i ω (3, 3.596) i ω (3, 60.43)

ω i (3, 117.2) ω i (3, 3.596)

ω ω (3,+∞) ω ω (3,+∞)

(0, 0) (2, 0)

i i (3, 3.596)

(2, 0) (0, 0)

i i (3, 3.596)

i ω (3, 3.596) i ω (3, 198624)

ω i (3, 99314) ω i (3, 3.596)

ω ω (3,+∞) ω ω (3,+∞)

(0, 0) (2, 3)

i i (3, 3.596)

(2, 3) (0, 0)

i i (3, 3.596)

i ω (3, 3.596) i ω (3, 3.43× 108)

ω i (3, 1.72× 108) ω i (3, 3.596)

ω ω (3,+∞) ω ω (3,+∞)

(2, 0) (0, 3)

i i (3, 117.3)

(0, 3) (2, 0)

i i (3, 60.45)

i ω [3,+∞) i ω [3, 117.3)

ω i (3, 114.1) ω i [3,+∞)

ω ω (3,+∞) ω ω (3,+∞)

(2, 0) (2, 3)

i i [3,+∞)

(2, 3) (2, 0)

i i [3,+∞)

i ω [3,+∞) i ω (3,+∞)

ω i (3,+∞) ω i [3,+∞)

ω ω (3,+∞) ω ω (3,+∞)

(0, 3) (2, 3)

i i (3, 60.45)

(2, 3) (0, 3)

i i (3, 117.3)

i ω (3, 60.45) i ω [3,+∞)

ω i [3,+∞) ω i (3, 117.3)

ω ω [3,+∞) ω ω [3,+∞)

We have also numerically searched the minima of V by scanning the parameter space of
τ1, τ2, τ3 and A. The results support the above conclusions. The numerical calculation also
reveals where the deepest vacuum is. Assuming A = 3.3, we arrive at V |(ω,ω,ω) = 3.331,
V |(i,i,ω) = 3.475, V |(i,i,i) = 2.656× 106 and V |(ω,ω,i) = 2.546× 106. It is then apparent that
τ1 = τ2 = τ3 = ω corresponds to the global minimum.

Following the same procedure, we can also calculate the vacua for other arrangements
of (mi, ni). The results are summarised in Table 1, where we show possible vacua situated
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Figure 4. Illustration for the vacua of the scalar potential in the case where (m1, n1) = (m2, n2) =

(2, 0) and (m3, n3) = (0, 0). We focus on the global vacuum (τ1, τ2, τ3) = (i, i, ω). For each plot,
we fix τ1 (τ2) or τ3 and exhibit the projection of log10(∆V/|Vmin|) in terms of the other modulus
parameter. Left Panel: τ3 = ω is fixed. Right Panel: τ1 = τ2 = i is fixed.

at the fixed points, together with the corresponding constraints on A(S, S). Some remarks
are as follows.

• As mentioned before, since (m1, n1) = (m2, n2) is assumed, we only consider the vacua
with τ1 = τ2 that preserve the symmetry between τ1 and τ2. Although the vacuum
may also exist when τ1 and τ2 take different values, the symmetric vacua should be
in general deeper.

• (τ1, τ2) = (ω, ω) is always the vacuum, while other fixed points could be the vacua for
certain ranges of A(S, S). If there is at least one pair of (mi, ni) equal to (0, 0), the
global minimum of the scalar potential would be the dS vacuum. If none of (mi, ni)

equals zero, the Minkowski vacuum could exist. Similar to the single-modulus case,
numerically we could not find the dS vacuum which is close to but not precisely at
the fixed points in the multiple-modulus case.

• If we exchange the values of (m1, n1) and (m3, n3), we will arrive at a mirrored case,
in which similar vacua could also be easily obtained by reversing the values of τ1 and
τ3. The allowed ranges of A(S, S) for dS vacua may change by roughly a factor of
two since there are actually two moduli τ1 and τ2 associated with (m1, n1).

• In the single-modulus case, it is shown τ = i will always be the minimum as long
as m > 1 [91], since the Hessian matrix is positive-definite and does not depend
on A(S, S). However, this is not the case in the three-modulus extension. Taking
(m1, n1) = (0, 0) and (m3, n3) = (2, 0) for instance, non-vanishing H(0,0)(ω) recruits
the dependence on A(S, S) in the Hessian matrix, setting an upper bound on A(S, S)

for τ = i to be the minimum, which is of the order of [∂2H(2,0)(τi)/∂τ
2
i ]|τi=i.
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• Among all the dS vacua, two of them are phenomenologically interesting. These two
vacua appear at τ1 = τ2 = i and τ3 = ω when (m1, n1) = (2, 0) and (m3, n3) = (0, 0),
and τ1 = τ2 = ω and τ3 = i when (m1, n1) = (0, 0) and (m3, n3) = (2, 0). In Fig. 4,
we show the projections of log10(∆V/|Vmin|) with the choice (m1, n1) = (2, 0) and
(m3, n3) = (0, 0), by fixing respectively τ3 = ω and τ1 = τ2 = i, where one can indeed
find the global minimum appears when τ1 = τ2 = i and τ3 = ω in this case. In the
next subsection, we will demonstrate that they can lead to viable models which can
account for neutrino masses and flavour mixing.

At the end of this subsection, let us briefly discuss Class C. Although this entire non-
symmetric class would be much more complicated since all the moduli should be regarded as
free variables, one can still follow the similar method adopted in Class B to determine the
vacua. It is shown that the vacua are still essentially located at the fixed points. Different
from Class B, there may exist degenerate global minima in the fundamental domain. For
example, if (m1, n1) = (0, 0), (m2, n2) = (0, 3), (m3, n3) = (2, 0), the global minima would
appear at τ1 = τ2 = ω and τ3 = i, or τ1 = τ3 = ω and τ2 = i. In addition, if no pair of
(mi, ni) is selected to be (0, 0), the global minima would become Minkowski vacua.

3.3 Phenomenological implications for lepton masses and flavour mixing

The simplest factorisable compactifications with more than one torus motivate several
bottom-up models based on multiple moduli fields, which can account for lepton masses,
flavour mixing and CP violation [61–65]. The main idea is to introduce multiple modu-
lar symmetries, each of which is related to one modulus field. The transformation of one
modulus under the corresponding modular group is independent of each other, as shown
in Eq. (2.9). Similar to the single-modulus case, the chiral supermultiplets and Yukawa
couplings are arranged as irreducible representations under different finite modular groups
Γi
Ni

. Here we take a minimal seesaw model based on three modular symmetries SA
4 , SB

4

and SC
4 as an example [61]. The moduli fields associated with three modular S4 groups are

respectively labelled by τA, τB and τC . The representations and modular weights of the
left-handed lepton doublet L, three right-handed charged-lepton singlets {ec, µc, τ c} (with
“c” being the charge conjugate), two right-handed neutrino singlets {N c

A, N
c
B}, together

with the Yukawa couplings and right-handed neutrino masses under the SA
4 × SB

4 × SC
4

group are listed in Table 2. Then it is straightforward to write the superpotential relevant
for the lepton masses as

Wℓ =
1

Λ
[LΦACYA(τA)N

c
A + LΦBCYB(τB)N

c
B]Hu

+
[
LYe(τC)e

c + LYµ(τC)µ
c + LYτ (τC)τ

c
]
Hd

+
1

2
MA(τA)N

c
AN

c
A +

1

2
MB(τB)N

c
BN

c
B +MAB(τA, τB)N

c
AN

c
B , (3.23)

where Hu,d denote the Higgs doublets. It should be mentioned that two additional flavon
fields ΦAC and ΦBC are also introduced. They behave as bi-triplets under the SA

4 ×SB
4 ×SC

4

group. Once ΦAC and ΦBC obtain their individual VEVs, the modular SA
4 × SB

4 × SC
4

symmetry is spontaneously broken to a unified modular SD
4 symmetry, which is depicted by
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Table 2. Representations and modular weights of leptons, Yukawa couplings Y and right-handed
neutrino masses M in the SA

4 × SB
4 × SC

4 group discussed in Ref. [61].

Field SA
4 SB

4 SC
4 2kA 2kB 2kC

L 1 1 3 0 0 0
ec 1 1 1 0 0 −6

µc 1 1 1 0 0 −4

τ c 1 1 1 0 0 −2

N c
A 1 1 1 −6 0 0

N c
B 1 1 1 0 −4 0

ΦAC 3 1 3 0 0 0
ΦBC 1 3 3 0 0 0

Yuk/Mass SA
4 SB

4 SC
4 2kA 2kB 2kC

Ye(τC) 1 1 3 0 0 6

Yµ(τC) 1 1 3 0 0 4

Yτ (τC) 1 1 3 0 0 2

YA(τA) 3 1 1 6 0 0
YB(τB) 1 3 1 0 4 0
MA(τA) 1 1 1 12 0 0
MB(τB) 1 1 1 0 8 0
MAB(τA, τB) 1 1 1 6 4 0

Fig. 5. All three moduli transform in the same way under the SD
4 group. Therefore, the bi-

triplet scalars play a crucial role in connecting various modular groups and accommodating
all three moduli in the mass terms of charged leptons and neutrinos. The VEVs of ΦAC

and ΦBC can be determined by introducing driving fields [61], which is assumed to be
independent of the modulus stabilisation.

The modulus stabilisation we have discussed in the previous sections is based on the
infinite modular group Γ. As has been shown in Fig. 6, the modulus parameter inside the
fundamental domain G can be mapped into other domains via modular transformations,
hence we should have an infinite number of degenerate vacua of τ in the upper-half complex
plane. If we consider a specific finite modular group ΓN , acting ΓN on G will give rise to
the fundamental domain of Γ(N), namely, G(N) = ΓNG. Any transformation γ ∈ ΓN

acting on G(N) will leave G(N) invariant, indicating that G(N) is actually a target space of
ΓN [47]. In Fig. 6, we exhibit the fundamental domain G(4) of Γ(4). In order to illustrate
the degeneracy of vacua inside G(4), we take the fixed point τ = i for instance. The red
dots in Fig. 6 denotes the values of τ which can be converted to τ = i via the modular
transformation γ ∈ Γ4. Given that S2 = (ST )3 = T 4 = I should be satisfied, we have the
following equalities

2 + i = −2 + i ,
2

5
+

i

5
= −2

5
+

i

5
,

7

5
+

i

5
=

3

5
+

i

5
,

−7

5
+

i

5
= −3

5
+

i

5
,

8

5
+

i

5
= −8

5
+

i

5
,

(3.24)

indicating that there are redundant points on the boundary of G(4), which are represented
by the hollow dots in Fig. 5. Then one can easily observe that if τ = i turns out to be
the vacuum, there will be eleven additional degenerate vacua in the target space of the S4

group. In the single-modulus case, if two moduli can be related to each other via a modular
transformation, the resulting physical observables would be the same, since the modular
transformation in the neutrino sector compensates for that in the charged-lepton sector
and the final physical quantities will be modular-invariant. Nevertheless, if multiple moduli
parameters come into the superpotential, we are unable to arbitrarily vary the values of
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�AC �BC
⌧A, ⌧B , ⌧C

SD
4

SC
4 , ⌧C

SA
4 , ⌧A SB

4 , ⌧B

Figure 5. Illustration of the breaking of SA
4 ×SB

4 ×SC
4 → SD

4 , identified as the diagonal subgroup,
via the VEVs of ΦAC and ΦBC . Figure adapted from Ref. [61].

Figure 6. The fundamental domain G(4) of Γ(4) is shaded by red colour. Red dots label the values
of τ which can be converted to τ = i via the modular transformation γ ∈ Γ4, where the hollow dots
are removed due to redundancies.

moduli via modular transformations without changing the results of physical observables,
due to the relative phases among the moduli. For example, (i, i, i) and (i, i, i + 2) would in
principle result in different physical consequences.

In Table 3, we summarise various lepton flavour models with multiple modular symme-
tries, where the values of τ are taken to be precisely at the fixed points. Except for the mod-
ular Al

5×Aν
5 model [67] where the value of τl is fixed to be i∞, the VEVs of moduli required

in all the other models can indeed be realised in our formalism. In particular, in the modu-
lar SA

4 ×SB
4 ×SC

4 model discussed in Ref. [62], the TM1 mixing pattern requires τA = −ω2,
τB = 1/2 + i/2 and τC = ω, which can be fulfilled by choosing (m1, n1) = (m2, n2) = (0, 0)

and (m3, n3) = (2, 0). The littlest seesaw models can also be realised in the framework
of the SA

4 × SB
4 × SC

4 symmetry [64, 65, 68], where the required VEVs of moduli can be
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Table 3. Models with multiple modular symmetries investigated in the previous literature. The
values of moduli parameters in the charged-lepton and neutrino sectors that can generate viable
lepton masses and flavour mixing, together with the corresponding flavour mixing patterns are
summarised.

Modular group Charged-lepton sector Neutrino sector Flavour pattern References

SA
4 × SB

4 × SC
4 τC = ω

τA = −ω2,

τB =
1

2
+

i

2

TM1 Ref. [61]

Sl
4 × Sν

4 τl = ω τν = −1

2
+

i

2
TM1 Ref. [62]

SF
4 × SN

4
5 τF = ω τN = −1

2
+

i

2
CM + TM1 Ref. [63]

SA
4 × SB

4 × SC
4 τC = ω

τA =
1

2
+

i

2
,

τB =
3

2
+

i

2

Littlest
modular seesaw

Refs. [64, 68]

SA
4 × SB

4 × SC
4 τC = ω

τA = i + 2,
τB = i

Littlest
modular seesaw

Ref. [65]

Al
4 ×Aν

4 τl =
3

2
+

i

2
√
3

τν = i TM2 Ref. [66]

Al
5 ×Aν

5 τl = i∞ τν = i GR2 Ref. [67]

generated by choosing (m1, n1) = (m2, n2) = (2, 0) and (m3, n3) = (0, 0). Therefore we
indeed find a dynamical origin of the VEVs of moduli fields in the modular-invariant models
with multiple moduli.

4 Summary

The modular symmetry provides us with a satisfactory and appealing framework for ad-
dressing the flavour problem. The only flavons present in such a framework are one or
more moduli fields τ . It seems that the fixed points τ = i and τ = ω play a special role in
both the phenomenological model building and the 10d supersymmetric orbifold examples.
However, revealing the origin of the VEVs of moduli is still an intricate challenge.

In this paper, we study the modulus stabilisation within the multiple-modulus frame-
work. In line with Ref. [92], we consider the Kähler moduli and dilaton but neglect
their coupling with matter fields. The influence of the dilaton sector is two-fold. On
the one hand, the tree-level dilaton Kähler potential will be modified by additional non-
perturbative stringy effects, e.g., Shenker-like effects, which are vital for us to evade sev-
eral dS no-go theorems. On the other hand, the dilaton will enter the superpotential as
a functional form Ω(S). The parameterised form of the superpotential turns out to be
Eq. (3.15), where the modular-invariant function H(τ) in the single-modulus case is re-
placed by H(τ1, τ2, τ3) = H(m1,n1)(τ1) +H(m2,n2)(τ2) +H(m3,n3)(τ3) in the three-modulus

5In Ref. [63], the authors work in a SU(5) grand unified extension of flavour models involving two
modular S4 groups. SF

4 acts on quarks and left-handed lepton doublets, while SN
4 acts on the right-handed

neutrino sector. An approximate TM1 lepton flavour mixing and a Cabbibo mixing (CM) in the quark
sector are realised in their model.
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case. The scalar potential in the three-modulus scenario is then given by Eq. (3.16), where
the contribution from the dilaton sector is parameterised by A(S, S).

We numerically search the minima of the scalar potential in the entire parameter space
of τi and A(S, S), and calculate the Hessian matrices at the fixed points τ = i and ω. Due
to the existence of additional Kähler moduli, the vacua look rather different from those in
the single-modulus case. In fact, both the finite fixed points τ = i and τ = ω could be the
dS vacua of the scalar potential if specific conditions on A(S, S) are satisfied. We classify
different choices of vacua by varying the indices (mi, ni), and summarise conditions for the
vacua to be dS minima in Table 1, which are also distinct from the single modulus case. In
addition, we are unable to obtain the dS vacua which are close to but not precisely at the
fixed points within this framework.

Modulus stabilisation discussed in this paper has significant phenomenological impli-
cations for fermion masses and flavour mixing, once the finite modular groups are spec-
ified. In particular, we find that the vacua (τ1, τ2, τ3) = (ω, ω, i) [obtained by setting
(m1, n1) = (m2, n2) = (0, 0) and (m3, n3) = (2, 0)] and (τ1, τ2, τ3) = (i, i, ω) [obtained by
setting (m1, n1) = (m2, n2) = (2, 0) and (m3, n3) = (0, 0)] can lead to the TM1 mixing and
littlest modular seesaw model, respectively. It should be mentioned that there are several
degenerate vacua inside the fundamental domain G(N) of Γ(N). Therefore it would be
interesting to explore whether the domain wall problem could exist and how to break this
degeneracy, which we leave for future work.
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A Why is the scalar potential modular-invariant?

Before going further, it is useful to find out how the derivative of modular forms changes
under the modular transformation. Suppose f(τ) is a modular form, we have

f ′(τ) ≡ d

dτ
f(τ)

γ→ d

d(γτ)
f(γτ) =

d

dτ

[
(cτ + d)kf(τ)

]
· dτ

d(γτ)

= ck(cτ + d)k+1f(τ) + (cτ + d)k+2f ′(τ) ,

(A.1)

where we have used the relations

γτ =
aτ + b

cτ + d
, d(γτ) =

dτ

(cτ + d)2
. (A.2)

From Eq. (A.1) we can easily find that f ′(τ) becomes a modular form with weight two only
if f(τ) is a zero-weight modular form. In this regard, we introduce the derivative Di which

– 24 –



is covariant under the modular transformation. Keeping Eq. (2.14) in mind, we find that

DiW = ∂iW + (∂iK)W = ∂iW + (∂iG− ∂i log |W|2)W = (∂iG)W . (A.3)

Since G is a modular-invariant function, i.e., a modular form with weight zero, DiW then
turns out to be a modular form with k = −1.

Now we can write down the transformation properties of all the components in the
scalar potential

eK → (cτ + d)6eK ,

Kij → |cτ + d|−4Kij ,

DiW → (cτ + d)−1DiW .

(A.4)

Taking the above transformation rules into consideration, we can conclude that the scalar
potential V is indeed invariant under the modular transformation.

B The Dedekind η function and Klein j function

In this appendix, we present the definitions of several important modular forms. The
Dedekind η function is a modular form with a weight of −1/2 defined as

η(τ) ≡ q1/24
∞∏
n=1

(1− qn) , (B.1)

where q = e2πiτ . One can express η(τ) as the following q-expansions

η = q1/24
(
1− q − q2 + q5 + q7 − q12 − q15 +O

(
q22
))

. (B.2)

The Eisenstein series G2k(τ) is another kind of modular form with a weight of 2k, the
definition of which is

G2k(τ) =
∑

n1,n2∈Z
(n1,n2 )̸=(0,0)

(n1 + n2τ)
−2k , (B.3)

which converges to the holomorphic function in the upper-half complex plane for the integer
k ≥ 2. The series does not converge when k = 1, but one can still define G2(τ) via a specific
prescription on the order of summation. With the help of η(τ) and G4(τ), one can define
a modular-invariant function which is called the Klein j function as

j(τ) =
3653

π12

G4(τ)
3

η(τ)24
, (B.4)

which is also a modular form with weight zero.
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