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ABSTRACT: This is a review article about neutrino mass and mixing and flavour model
building strategies based on modular symmetry. After a brief survey of neutrino mass and
lepton mixing, and various Majorana seesaw mechanisms, we construct and parameterise
the lepton mixing matrix and summarise the latest global fits, before discussing the flavour
problem of the Standard Model. We then introduce some simple patterns of lepton mixing,
introduce family (or flavour) symmetries, and show how they may be applied to direct,
semi-direct and tri-direct CP models, where the simple patterns of lepton mixing, or cor-
rected versions of them, may be enforced by the full family symmetry or a part of it, leading
to mixing sum rules. We then turn to the main subject of this review, namely a pedagogical
introduction to modular symmetry as a candidate for family symmetry, from the bottom-up
point of view. After an informal introduction to modular symmetry, we introduce the mod-
ular group, and discuss its fixed points and residual symmetry, assuming supersymmetry
throughout. We then introduce finite modular groups of level N and modular forms with in-
teger or rational modular weights, corresponding to simple geometric groups or their double
or metaplectic covers, including the most general finite modular groups and vector-valued
modular forms, with detailed results for N = 2,3,4,5. The interplay between modular
symmetry and generalized CP symmetry is discussed, deriving CP transformations on mat-
ter multiplets and modular forms, highlighting the CP fixed points and their implications.
In general, compactification of extra dimensions generally leads to a number of moduli,
and modular invariance with factorizable and non-factorizable multiple moduli based on
symplectic modular invariance and automorphic forms is reviewed. Modular strategies for
understanding fermion mass hierarchies are discussed, including the weighton mechanism,
small deviations from fixed points, and texture zeroes. Then examples of modular models
are discussed based on single modulus A4 models, a minimal Sj model of leptons (and
quarks), and a multiple moduli model based on three Sy groups capable of reproducing the
Littlest Seesaw model. We then extend the discussion to include Grand Unified Theories
(GUTs) based on modular (flipped) SU(5) and SO(10). Finally we briefly mention some
issues related to top-down approaches based on string theory, including eclectic flavour
symmetry and moduli stabilisation, before concluding.
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1 Introduction to neutrino mass and lepton mixing

Neutrino physics holds a unique place in particle physics as the only sector which demands
new physics beyond the Standard Model (BSM). We know this is the case since the origin
of neutrino mass and mixing is not present in the SM and is so far unknown. Moreover,
neutrino physics forms a part of the flavour puzzle, the unexplained origin of the three
fermion famlies, and their puzzling pattern of hierarchical masses and mixing parameters,
namely the mixing angles and CP violating phases. In this section we first give a brief
survey of neutrino mass and lepton mixing, and then discuss various Majorana seesaw
mechanisms. We then construct and parameterise the lepton mixing matrix and summarise
the latest global fits, before discussing the flavour problem of the Standard Model.

1.1 A brief survey of neutrino mass and mixing

A brief history of neutrino oscillation discoveries in the period 1998-2012 indicates the rapid
development of this field, from the SM starting point of zero neutrino mass and mixing, to
the BSM situation where three neutrino mixing is required:

e 1998 Atmospheric v, disappear, large atmospheric mixing (SK)

e 2002 Solar v, disappear, large solar mixing (SK, after Homestake and Gallium)
e 2002 Solar v, appear as v, and v, (SNO)

e 2004 Reactor 7, oscillations observed (KamLAND)

e 2004 Accelerator v, disappear (K2K)

e 2006 Accelerator v, disappearance confirmed (MINOS)

e 2010 Accelerator v, appear as v, (OPERA)

e 2011 Accelerator v, appear as v, (T2K, MINOS)

e 2012 Reactor 7 disappear, reactor mixing measured (Daya Bay, RENO)

It is known that neutrino oscillations only depend on the two mass squared differences
Am3, = m%—m?, which is constrained by data to be positive, and Am2; = m3 —m?, which
current data allows to take a positive (normal) or negative (inverted) value. The neutrino
oscillation data may be further parameterised by three lepton mixing angles, and one CP
violating phase, whose precise definitions will be discussed later. The 1998 atmospheric
neutrino oscillation data was consistent with equal bi-maximal v, —v; mixing, corresponding
to a maximal atmospheric mixing angle 23 of roughly 45° [1]. The 2002 solar neutrino
oscillation data was consistent with equal tri-maximal v, — v, — v, mixing, corresponding
to a solar mixing angle 015 determined to be roughly 35° [2]. The 2012 reactor oscillation
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Figure 1. Neutrino oscillation data allows two possible orderings of neutrino squared masses
(normal on the left and inverted on the right). In each case the colour coded v., v, v, probability
composition of each of the mass eigenstates is shown. Neutrino oscillation data is consistent with
an approximate tri-bimaximal mixing pattern, namely roughly equal v, — v, composition for one
mass eigenstate and roughly equal v, — v, — v, for another. Neutrino oscillation experiments do
not determine the absolute neutrino mass scale, only the mass squared differences.

experiments were consistent with a reactor mixing angle 63 of around 8.5° |3, 4]. Note that
no single experiment to date is able to determine the CP violating oscillation phase. Our
present understanding of neutrino mass and mixing is summarised in figure 1.

These milestones have led to a remarkable transformation of our knowledge of the
neutrino sector, from the pre-1998 situation where neutrino masses could be zero, in accor-
dance with the SM expectation, to our present understanding which may be characterised
as follows:

e Neutrinos have exceptionally small masses, a million times smaller than me..
e At least two neutrino masses are not so hierarchical, unlike charged fermion masses.
e Neutrino masses break individual lepton numbers L., L, L,

e Neutrino masses may or may not respect total lepton number L = L. + L, + L,
depending on them being Dirac or Majorana in nature.

e Neutrinos are observed to mix a lot, within a three-neutrino mixing paradigm, where
the largest (atmospheric and solar) mixing angles are much larger than any mixing
in the quark sector, and the smallest lepton mixing angle (the reactor angle) being
comparable to the largest quark mixing angle (the Cabibbo angle).

Although we have learned quite a lot about the lepton mixing angles and neutrino
masses, it is worth summarising what we still don’t know:



Is leptonic CP symmetry violated?

Does 623 belong to the first octant (< 45°) or the second octant (> 45°)7

Are the neutrino mass squareds normal ordered (NO) or inverted ordered (10)?

e What is the lightest neutrino mass value?

Are the neutrino masses of the Dirac or Majorana type?

In the SM, there are three neutrinos v, v, v; which all massless and are distinguished
by separate lepton numbers L, L,, Lr. The neutrinos and antineutrinos are distinguished
by total lepton number L = £1. Clearly we must go beyond the SM to understand the
origin of the tiny neutrino masses. It is important to recall that, in the SM, neutrinos are
massless for three reasons:

e There are no right-handed (RH) sterile neutrinos vg in the SM;
e In the SM there are no Higgs in SU(2), triplet representation;
e The SM Lagrangian is renormalisable.

In order to account for neutrino mass and mixing, at least one or more of these conditions
must therefore be relaxed. For instance, if RH (sterile) neutrinos vg are included, then the
usual Higgs mechanism of the SM yields Dirac neutrino mass in the same way as for the
electron mass m,. This would break L., L,, L., but preserve L and B — L. According to
this simplest possibility, the Yukawa term would be Y, LH,vg, in the standard notation,
and Y, ~ 10712, By comparison, the electron mass has a Yukawa coupling eigenvalue Y, of
about 1076.

According to the above argument, Dirac neutrino Yukawa couplings are a million times
smaller than that of the electron. However there have been many attempts which yield
Dirac neutrinos without relying on such tiny Yukawa couplings [5-27]. For example, a
Dirac seesaw mechanism has been proposed as an ultraviolet completion of the dimension-
five operator %[_/VRH S, where S is a scalar and A denotes the scale of heavy intermediate
particles, and renormalisable Dirac terms are forbidden by an extra symmetry. Although
there are several types of Dirac seesaw mechanisms, the minimal models all rely on a Zs
symmetry [24], under which v and S are odd, where the S vacuum expectation value (VEV)
spontaneously breaks the symmetry. This leads to cosmological domain wall formation,
where a soft Z, breaking term leads to their annihilation, resulting in gravitational waves
with a peaked spectrum [28], unlike those produced from spontaneous breaking of U(1)p_1,
or U(1)r in Majorana models which leads to cosmic strings and a flatter spectrum.

As mentioned above, neutrinos may have a Majorana mass which would break L and
B — L, leading to neutrinoless double beta decay. Indeed, having introduced RH neu-
trinos (also called sterile neutrinos, since they are SM singlets), something must prevent
(large) Majorana mass terms Mprvprr where My could take any value up to the Planck
scale. A conserved symmetry such as U(1)p_r, would forbid RH neutrino masses, but if
gauged (in order to be a robust symmetry) it would have to be broken at the TeV scale
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Figure 2. Diagram illustrating the type I (or more precisely type Ia) seesaw mechanism. The type
Ib seesaw mechanism involves replacing one of the two Higgs doublets H,, with a charge conjugated
second Higgs doublet H§. In the type III seesaw mechanism, the electroweak singlet RH neutrinos
are replaced with fermion electroweak triplets.

or higher, allowing Majorana masses at the U(1)p_r breaking scale. If the symmetry is
broken spontaneously this would also lead to cosmic strings and gravitational waves.

Indeed it is possible to generate left-handed (LH) Majorana neutrino masses, even
without RH neutrinos. For instance, introducing a Higgs triplet A (written as a 2 x 2
matrix), LH Majorana neutrino masses arise from the term y5,L7(A)L, where yys is a
dimensionless coupling. Majorana masses occur once the lepton doublets L are contracted
with the neutral component of the Higgs triplet which develops a VEV.

Majorana mass can also arise from non-renormalisable dimension five operators pro-
portional to a dimensionful coupling constant x, first proposed by Weinberg [29],

T LA\ 7
—kL* (HH)L = —3 (A) L' (HH)L, (1.1)

where A is a dimensionless coupling constant, A is a mass scale and (HH) is an SU(2)p,
triplet combination of two Higgs doublets (written as a 2 X 2 matrix). This is a non-
renormalisable operator, which is the lowest dimension operator which may be added to
the renormalisable SM Lagrangian. We require (1) ~ 1/(10#GeV) for m” ~ 0.1 eV. The
elegant type I seesaw mechanism [30-35] identifies the mass scale A with the RH neutrino
Majorana mass A = My, and A with the product of Dirac Yukawa couplings A = Y,2. Of
course the situation is rather more complicated in practice since there may be three RH
neutrinos and both My and Y, may be a 3 x 3 matrices. In this case, after integrating out
the RH neutrinos [30-35], we reproduce the Weinberg operator in Eq. (1.1). This is called
the type I seesaw mechanism and is discussed in more detail in the next subsection.

In general there are three classes of proposals in the literature for the new physics at
the scale A:

e Several types of Majorana seesaw mechanisms [30-41]; also in addition low (TeV)
scale seesaw mechanisms [42] (with the Weinberg operator resulting from the mass
M of a heavy particle exchanged at tree-level with A = M). For example the type I



seesaw mechanism is illustrated diagrammatically in figure 2. To be precise, this is the
type Ia seesaw mechanism since it involves two insertions of the same Higgs doublet
H,. The type Ib seesaw mechanism involves replacing one of the Higgs doublets by a
charge conjugated second Higgs doublet HS in the framework of a two Higgs doublet
model [41], leading to a new kind of effective Weinberg operator involving the factor

(H, H).
e R-parity violating supersymmetry [43] (A =TeV Majorana mass neutralinos x).

e Loop mechanisms involving new fields with masses of order the TeV-scale [44, 45| (in
which the Weinberg operator arises from loop diagrams involving additional Higgs
doublets/singlets);

In addition there are two classes of early! string-inspired explanations for neutrino mass:

e Extra dimensions [46-50| with RH neutrinos in the bulk leading to suppressed Dirac
Yukawa Y,;

e String inspired mechanisms [51-54].

1.2 Majorana seesaw mechanisms

There are several different kinds of seesaw mechanism in the literature. Here we shall focus
on the type I and II seesaw mechanisms, which are used later in the review, although we
shall also briefly discuss other seesaw mechanisms.

1.2.1 Type I seesaw

If we introduce right-handed neutrino fields then there are two sorts of additional neutrino

mass terms that are possible. There are additional Majorana masses of the form
MN%I/R ~ MNVRVR , (1.2)

where vg is a right-handed neutrino field and v is the CP conjugate of a right-handed
neutrino field, in other words a left-handed antineutrino field. In addition there are Dirac
masses arising from the Yukawa couplings which, after the Higgs VEVs are inserted, take
the form in LR convention,

Mprrvg. (1.3)

Such Dirac mass terms conserve lepton number, and are not forbidden by electric charge
conservation even for the charged leptons and quarks.

Once this is done then the types of neutrino mass discussed in Egs. (1.2,1.3) are per-
mitted, and we have the mass matrix

() (v ) (1) w0

1We shall discuss some recent developments later.




Since the right-handed neutrinos are electroweak singlets the Majorana masses of the right-
handed neutrinos My may be orders of magnitude larger than the electroweak scale. In
the approximation that My > Mp the matrix in Eq. (1.4) may be diagonalised to yield
the approximate light effective 3 x 3 Majorana mass matrix,

M, ~ —MpMy'M}. (1.5)

The effective left-handed Majorana masses M, are naturally suppressed by the heavy scale
Mp. In a one family example if we take Mp ~ My, (where My is the mass of the W
boson) and My ~ Mgyt then we find M, ~ 103 eV which looks good for solar neutrinos.
Atmospheric neutrino masses would require a right-handed neutrino with a mass below the
GUT scale.

The type I seesaw mechanism can be formally derived from the following Lagrangian

1
L=-vMpvg — il/gMNVR +h.c., (1.6)

where vy, represents left-handed neutrino fields (arising from electroweak doublets), v rep-
resents right-handed neutrino fields (arising from electroweak singlets), in a matrix notation
where the Mp matrix elements are typically of order the charged lepton masses, while the
My matrix elements may be much larger than the electroweak scale, and maybe up to
the Planck scale. The number of right-handed neutrinos is not fixed, but the number of
left-handed neutrinos is equal to three. Below the mass scale of the right-handed neutrinos
we can integrate them out using the equations of motion

e
=0 1.7
il (1.7)
which gives
vk = —ULMpMy',  vp=-My'Mpor" . (1.8)

Substituting back into the original Lagrangian we find
17 (&
L= —§I/LM1,VL +he., (1.9)

with M, as in Eq. (1.5). Note that if we had assumed a RL convention for Dirac masses
this would have led to a charge conjugated definition of M,,, where both conventions appear
frequently in the literature.

1.2.2 Minimal seesaw extension of the Standard Model

We now briefly discuss what the Standard Model looks like, assuming a minimal seesaw
extension. In the Standard Model Dirac mass terms for charged leptons and quarks are
generated from Yukawa type couplings to Higgs doublets whose vacuum expectation value
gives the Dirac mass term. Neutrino masses are zero in the Standard Model because right-
handed neutrinos are not present, and also because the Majorana mass terms of left-handed
neutrinos require Higgs triplets in order to be generated at the renormalisable level. The
simplest way to generate neutrino masses from a renormalisable theory is to introduce



right-handed neutrinos, as in the type I seesaw mechanism, which we assume here. The
Lagrangian for the lepton sector of the Standard Model containing three right-handed

neutrinos with heavy Majorana masses in Weyl fermion notation is?
- y 1 o~
%m:—ewwmﬁ%%ﬂmwmﬂw+?ﬂﬁﬁ%ﬁ@, (1.10)
where €,3 = —€g4, €12 = 1, and the remaining notation is standard except that the 3 right-

handed neutrinos Vf% have been replaced by their CP conjugates v{, and M;\J, is a complex
symmetric Majorana matrix. When the two Higgs doublets get their VEVs (HY=2) = v,
<Hc‘l":1> = vq, where the ratio of VEVs is defined to be tan 8 = v, /vg4, we find the terms

L L 1 - .
Linass = —vaY eief — v, Y, vivf — iMf\?Vfl/]c +h.ec.. (1.11)

Replacing CP conjugate fields we can write in a matrix notation

~ ~ 1
Lmass = _qu)/;*eR - ﬁvuYu*VR - iylgMNVR +h.c., (1'12)

where My = Mjy,. It is convenient to work in the diagonal charged lepton basis
diag(me, my, m;) = VeTLvd?e*VeR , (1.13)
and the diagonal right-handed neutrino basis

diag(My, My, M3) =V, MxV, (1.14)

R’

where V¢, , Ve, V,, are unitary transformations. This is commonly referred to as the flavour
basis. In the flavour basis the neutrino Yukawa couplings are given by
Y, =VI YV, (1.15)
and the Lagrangian in this basis is
Linass = — (er fip 77)diag(me, my, m:)(er prr)"
—  (VeL, Upt, 1)0uYy (VR1 VR2 VR3) T
- %(I/Rl vro vgs)diag(My, My, M3)(vri vra vr3)T + h.c.. (1.16)
After integrating out the right-handed neutrinos (the seesaw mechanism) we find
Liass = — (ez 1ip 77)diag(me, my, m-)(eg pir Tr)"
- %m;zznzm@@&wiwaT+ho, (1.17)

where the light effective left-handed Majorana neutrino mass matrix in the above basis is
given by the following seesaw formula which is equivalent to Eq. (1.5),

M, = —v2Y, diag(M; ', Myt M) Y, (1.18)

2We introduce two Higgs doublets as in the supersymmetric Standard Model, since the usual formulation

of modular symmetry as discussed later requires supersymmetry. For the same reason we express the
Standard Model Lagrangian in terms of left-handed fields, replacing right-handed fields ¥r by their CP
conjugates 1, where the subscript R has been dropped. In the case of the minimal standard type Ia seesaw
model with only one Higgs doublet, the other Higgs doublet in Eq. (1.10) is obtained by charge conjugation,
ie. H, = Hj.



1.2.3 (Constrained) Sequential Dominance

Although the type I seesaw mechanism can qualitatively explain the smallness of neutrino
masses through the heavy right-handed neutrinos (RHNs), if one doesn’t make other as-
sumptions, it contains too many parameters to make any particular predictions for neutrino
mass and mixing. The sequential dominance (SD) [55, 56| of right-handed neutrinos pro-
poses that the mass spectrum of heavy Majorana neutrinos in the basis of Eq. (1.18) is
strongly hierarchical, i.e. M; <« Ms < Mj3, where the lightest RHN with mass M is
dominantly responsible for the heaviest physical neutrino mass ms, that with mass Ms is
mainly responsible for the second heaviest physical mass mo, and a third largely decoupled
RHN of mass M3 gives a very suppressed lightest neutrino mass. It leads to an effective two
right-handed neutrino (2RHN) model [57, 58] with a natural explanation for the physical
neutrino mass hierarchy, with normal ordering and the lightest neutrino being approxi-
mately massless, m; = 0. This is a good starting point to make predictions for the mixing
angles, as follows.

After decoupling the third right-handed neutrino, the Dirac neutrino mass matrix or
Yukawa matrix Y" in the flavour basis consists of a 3 x 2 matrix with the elements of
the first column (d, e, f) describing the Yukawa couplings of (vey, v, vrr) to the first RH
neutrino of mass M, and the elements of the second column (a, b, ¢) describing the Yukawa
couplings of (ver,, V., Vr1,) to the second RH neutrino of mass My. Then according to SD,
we expect that the atmospheric mixing angle is given by tan a3 ~ |e|/|f|, and the solar
mixing angle is given by tanfis ~ v/2|a|/|b — ¢|. Maximal atmospheric mixing suggests
that |e| ~ |f] and tri-maximal solar mixing suggests that |b — ¢| ~ 2|a|]. Assuming d = 0
then the reactor angle is given by tan 613 < mo/ms3 in agreement with the data.

A very predictive structure for the minimal type I seesaw model with two right-handed
neutrinos and one texture zero is the so-called constrained sequential dominance (CSD)
model [59-68|. Motivated by the SD results above, the CSD(n) scheme assumes that
the two columns of the Dirac neutrino mass matrix or Yukawa matrix Y" are accurately
proportional to (d, e, f) o< (0,1, 1) which yields approximately maximal atmospheric mixing
and (a,b,c) x (1,n,n—2) or (a,b,c) < (1,n—2,n) where the parameter n is a real number
which cancels in the formula tan 615 ~ v/2|a|/|b— ¢| to yield approximate tri-maximal solar
mixing. The reactor angle is given by tan 613 ~ (n—1)v/2ms/(3m3). A phenomenologically
viable reactor angle requires n &~ 3, and such models are called the Littlest Seesaw. For
example the CSD(3) [61-65], CSD(2.5) [69] and CSD(1 + v/6) ~ CSD(3.45) [70-73|, as
suggested by modular symmetry, can give rise to phenomenologically viable predictions for
lepton mixing parameters and the two neutrino mass squared differences Am3, and Am3,,
in terms of three real input parameters [74], as discussed later in the review.

1.2.4 Type II seesaw mechanism

It is also possible to generate the dimension 5 operator in Eq. (1.1) by the exchange of
heavy Higgs triplets of SU(2)y, referred to as the type II seesaw mechanism [35-38|. In the
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Figure 3. Diagram leading to a type II contribution M to the neutrino mass matrix via an
induced VEV of the neutral component of a triplet Higgs A.

type II seesaw the general neutrino mass matrix is given by

_ — ML MD VE
¢ . 1.19
(v VR)<Mg MN) (VR (1.19)
Under the assumption that the mass eigenvalues M; of My are very large compared to the

components of My and Mp, the mass matrix can approximately be diagonalised yielding
the light effective Majorana 3 x 3 mass matrix

M, =~ M, — Mp My" M}, (1.20)

which may be compared to the type I result in Eq. (1.5). The new direct mass term Mp,
can provide a naturally small contribution to the light neutrino masses if it stems e.g. from
a seesaw suppressed induced VEV, see figure 3. The general case, where both possibilities
are allowed, is generally referred to as the type II seesaw mechanism, although people also
talk about type II dominance or type I dominance, if the first or second term in Eq. (1.20)
dominates.

1.2.5 Other Majorana seesaw mechanisms

It is possible to implement the Majorana seesaw in a two-stage process by introducing
additional neutrino singlets S beyond the three right-handed neutrinos I/}‘% that we have
considered so far. If the singlets have Majorana masses Mg, but the right-handed neutrinos
have a zero Majorana mass My = 0, the seesaw mechanism may proceed via mass couplings
of singlets to right-handed neutrinos M. In the basis (vf,vg, S) the mass matrix is

0 Mp O
ME 0 M |. (1.21)
0 MT Mg

There are two different cases often considered:

~10 -



(i) Assuming Mg > M the light physical left-handed Majorana neutrino masses are
then,
M, = —~MpMy' M} , (1.22)

where

My =-MMg'M". (1.23)
The mass matrix of the light physical left-handed Majorana neutrino masses is then,
M, = Mp(MTYy"*MsM 1 ME, (1.24)

which has a double suppression. This is called the double seesaw mechanism [75]. It is
often used in GUT or string inspired neutrino mass models to explain why My is below
the GUT or string scale.

(ii) Assuming Mg < M, the matrix has one light and two heavy quasi-degenerate
states for each generation. In the limit that Mg — 0 all neutrinos become massless and
lepton number symmetry is restored. Close to this limit Mg ~ 0 one may have acceptable
light neutrino masses for M ~ 1 TeV, allowing a testable low energy seesaw mechanism
referred to as the inverse seesaw mechanism [51]. If one allows the 1-3 elements of Eq. (1.21)
to be filled in by a matrix M’ [76] then one obtains another version of the low energy seesaw
mechanism called the linear seesaw mechanism [76, 77] with

M, = Mp(M'M~YHT + (M'M~Y)ME. (1.25)
1.3 Constructing the Lepton Mixing Matrix
In this subsection we discuss lepton mixing from first principles. For definiteness we consider
Majorana masses, since Dirac neutrinos are completely analogous to the SM description of
quarks. Consider the effective Lagrangian, in some general basis,

mass __ et ] v €j
lepton = —VaY;;E€L€R — §MijVZLVL +h.c., (1.26)

which is valid below the EW symmetry breaking scale, where 4, j are flavour indices. We
do not yet specify the mechanism responsible for the above complex symmetric Majorana
neutrino matrix® MY. The mass matrices may be diagonalised by unitary matrices,

e 0 0 my 0 0
Ul YU =| 0y, 0|, UL MU, =|0mg 0 |. (1.27)
00 yr 0 0 ms

The charged current (CC) couplings to W™ in the flavour basis are given by —%EiLW’LWJ v,
which becomes in the mass basis, where ey, up, 77, and v; are now mass eigenstates,

ViL
g (- _ _ _
Liagton = VG <€L Ay, TL) UpmnsV*W,, | var | +hec.. (1.28)
V3L

3For example it could arise from a seesaw mechanism as in Eq. (1.17) where here we are not in the
flavour basis but in some general basis. The choice of superscript or subscript v has no significance, thus
MY =M,.
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The Pontecorvo-Maki-Nakagawa-Sakata (PMNS) lepton mixing matrix is identified as?*,
Upmns = Ul Uy, (1.29)

It is possible to remove three of the lepton phases in Upyng, using the phase invariance
of me,my, m,. For example, mc€rer, is unchanged by e;, — e®eer, and ep — e'eep.
The three such phases ¢¢, ¢, ¢ may be chosen in various ways to yield an assortment
of possible PMNS parameterisations one of which is the PDG standard choice discussed
below. This does not apply to the Majorana mass terms —%miVTLVfL where m; are real
and positive, and thus the PMNS matrix may be parametrised as in Eq. (1.31) but with an
extra Majorana phase matrix [79]:

c12€13 512€13 s13e % 10 0
— i& i6 i 221
UpmMns = | —s12023 — c12513523€"  c12C23 — S12513523€"° 13523 Oe™= 0 ,(1.30)
512823 — C12513C23€"0  —C12523 — S12513C23€™° C13Ca3 0 0 e

where a9; and ag3; are irremovable Majorana phases. The mixing angles 613 and 623 must
lie between 0 and 7/2, while (after reordering the masses) 612 lies between 0 and 7/4. The
phases all lie between 0 and 27, however we shall equivalently express § in the range —7 to
7. There is no current constraint on the Majorana phases, ag; and agp, nor is there likely
to be in the forseeable future. The first step will be to experimentally show that neutrinos
are Majorana particles, which will most likely require neutrinoless double beta decay to be
discovered. Then, only after precision studies of neutrinoless double beta decay rates, will
there be any hope of determining the Majorana phases ao; and as; [80].

1.4 Neutrino mass and lepton mixing - the global fits

Neutrino physics has made remarkable progress since the discovery of neutrino mass and
mixing in 1998. The reactor angle is accurately measured by Daya Bay: 613 ~ 8.2° —
8.9° [81]. The other lepton mixing angles are determined from global fits to be in the three
sigma ranges: 6012 ~ 31° — 36° and 3 ~ 37° — 52°, but the CP-violating (CPV) phase is
allowed in the three sigma range 6 ~ 108° — 404° (corresponding to a sizeable three sigma
excluded region § & 45° — 107°). The best global fit values with one sigma errors are given

in table 1 [82] where the meaning of the angles is given in figure 4.

The measurement of the reactor angle had a major impact on models of neutrino mass
and mixing as reviewed in [83-87| (for earlier reviews see e.g. [88-90]). Despite the enor-
mous progress in the measurement of neutrino mass and mixing, further higher precision
measurements are required in order to test the hypothesis that the lepton sector is con-
trolled by symmetry, as discussed in [74]. Fortunately, a large program of future neutrino
experiments is in progress and higher accuracy is expected over the next few years.

4Different physically equivalent conventions appear in the literature, we follow the conventions in [78].
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Normal Ordering (best fit) Inverted Ordering (Ax? = 2.7)
bfp +1o 30 range bip £1o 30 range
sin? 012 0.30370012 0.270 — 0.341 0.30370 613 0.270 — 0.341
- : :
5| 0/° 33.4175°75 31.31 — 35.74 33.4175°75 31.31 — 35.74
]
E sin? a3 0.57270 658 0.406 — 0.620 0.57870 058 0.412 — 0.623
g | 02s/° 49.111°9 39.6 — 51.9 49.5109 39.9 — 52.1
g
® | sin® 013 0.0220315-30955 0.02029 — 0.02391 | 0.0221973:0595%  0.02047 — 0.02396
5 613/° 8.547013 8.19 — 8.89 8.57T013 8.23 — 8.90
=
2 | dcp/° 197132 108 — 404 286737 192 — 360
E Am?
ﬁ 7417920 6.82 — 8.03 74115350 6.82 — 8.03
Am? .
me;(ﬂ +251110028 19498 5 42597 | —2.49870032  _2581 — —2.408
Normal Ordering (best fit) Inverted Ordering (Ax? = 7.1)
bfp £1o 30 range bfp £1o 30 range
sin? 012 0.30370 512 0.270 — 0.341 0.30370 512 0.270 — 0.341
2| 0w/ 33.417075 31.31 — 35.74 33.417075 31.31 — 35.74
o
£ | sin®6as 0.45170 612 0.408 — 0.603 0.56970 030 0.412 — 0.613
]
S | 023/° 42.2%58 39.7 = 51.0 49.0119 39.9 — 51.5
9}
Q
% sin? 013 0.02225 1000056 0.02052 — 0.02398 | 0.0222379-990%%  0.02048 — 0.02416
2 | Ohs/° 8.587011 8.23 — 8.91 8.5710-11 8.23 — 8.94
2 | bop/° 232736 144 — 350 276122 194 — 344
&
Am%l +0.21 +0.21
T a7 7.41792 6.82 — 8.03 7.4115:21 6.82 — 8.03
Am%z +0.026 +0.025
m +2.507_0‘027 +2.427 — +2.590 —2.486_0_028 —2.570 — —2.406

Table 1. The NuFIT 5.2 results [82].

1.5 The flavour puzzle of the Standard Model

In PDG convention, the CKM matrix for quarks has a similar form to the PMNS matrix
but without the Majorana phases:

Uckm =

where s{; = sin6,, etc. are quark mixing angles angles which are very different from the
lepton mixing angles in Eq. (1.30).

q 4
C12€13

q 4q q 4 .9 ,i67
—812C93 — C12513523€

q 4 q 9 .49 i

512523 — €12513C23€

q 4q
512€13

q q q 4 .9 ,i67

C12C23 — 512513523€

854q

q 4 q a4 .4 s
—C12893 — 512513C23€

It is interesting to compare quark mixing, which is small,

q _ q 2 3
S1g = Ay Sg3 ~ AT, S13 A

~ 13 -

—104

q 4
C13523
q 49
C13C23



Figure 4. Neutrino mixing angles may be represented as Euler angles relating the states in the
charged lepton mass basis (v, v, v-) to the mass eigenstate basis states (11, v2, v3).

where the Wolfenstein parameter is A = 0.226 & 0.001, to lepton mixing, which is large®,
513 ~~ )\/\/i, 5§93 1/\/5, 512 ~~ 1/\/§ (133)

The smallest lepton mixing angle ;3 (the reactor angle), is of order the largest quark mixing
angle 0], = 6 = 13.0° (the Cabibbo angle, where sin f = \). There have been attempts to
relate quark and lepton mixing angles such as postulating a reactor angle 613 = 6 /v/2 [91],
and the CP violating lepton phase 6 ~ —7/2 (c.f. the well measured CP violating quark

phase §9 ~ (1/2)/V/2).

2 Neutrino Mass and Mixing Models without Modular Symmetry

2.1 Simple patterns of lepton mixing

Various simple ansatzes for the PMNS matrix were proposed, the most simple one involving
a zero reactor angle and bimaximal atmospheric mixing, sj3 = 0 and s93 = co3 = 1/ V2,
leading to a PMNS matrix of the form,

S c 1

U=\~ A 5| (2.1)
s12  _cz2 1
V2 V2 V2

where the zero subscript reminds us that this form has 613 = 0 (and 693 = 45°).
For tri-bimaximal (TB) mixing [92-94], one assumes s12 = 1/V/3, c1a = \/2/3 (612 =
35.26°) in Eq. (2.1),

2 1 0
T

Ut = —1% 7% ? . (2.2)
V6 VB V2

5As in section 1 lepton parameters are denoted without a superscript I.
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For bimaximal (BM) mixing (see e.g. [95-98| and references therein), one has sj2 =
c12 = 1/3/2 (612 = 45°) into Eq. (2.1),

11
SR
Usm=|-3 32 5 (2.3)
1 _1 1
2 2 2

For golden ratio (GRa) mixing [99-103], the solar angle is given by tan 612 = 1/¢, where
¢ = (1 ++/5)/2 is the golden ratio which implies f15 = 31.7°. There are two alternative
versions where cos 13 = ¢/2 and 612 = 36° [104] which we refer to as GRb mixing, and
GRc where cos 12 = ¢/+/3 and 615 ~ 20.9°.

Finally another pattern studied in the literature with 613 = 0 (and 623 = 45°) is the
hexagonal mixing (HEX) where 615 = 7/6 [105, 106].

As we discuss in the next subsection, these simple patterns may be enforced by discrete
non-Abelian family symmetry. Although these simple patterns are excluded by current
data, mainly because of the non-zero reactor angle, it is possible that some relic of these
patterns may survive, either due to charged lepton mixing corrections, or due to the first or
second column of these matrices surviving, where these situations correspond to a controlled
symmetry breaking as discussed in the next subsection.

2.2 Symmetry of the lepton mass matrices

The starting point for family symmetry models is to consider the symmetry of the mass
matrices. In a basis where the charged lepton mass matrix M, is diagonal, the symmetry
is,

TT(M] M,)T = MM, (2.4)

where T = diag(1,w?,w) and w = ¢?27/™  For example for n = 3 clearly T generates a cyclic
group Z3T .
In the diagonal charged lepton mass basis, assuming U, = I,

Ulyinsm! Ubins = diag(mi, ma, ma) (2.5)
and the neutrino mass matrix in this basis may be expressed as
m” = UpMNs diag(ml, mo, mg)UgMNS =m1G1 + maGo + m3Gs (2.6)

where G; = G;fp = q;l.q);f and ®; are the three columns of Upyng = (@1, Do, P3) with
oo, = 5;;.

The Klein symmetry Zﬁq x ZY of the light Majorana neutrino mass matrix defined in
Eq. (1.26) is given by the four element group (1, S, U, SU) [107],

m’ = STm?S*,  m’ =U'm"U*, m” = (SU)'m"(SU)* (2.7)
where

S = Upnins diag(—1,+1, —1) Upyng = —G + Gy — G (2.8)
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U = Upnns diag(—1, =1, +1) Upyng = —G1 — G + G (2.9)
SU = Upnns diag(+1, =1, 1) Upy g = G1 — Gh — G (2.10)

with G = G/' = ®;®! and GG = 6;;G}. Note that we have G; = G} in the limit that the
lepton mixing matrix Upyngs is real. One can check that S and U generate a Klein four
group and they satisfy the following identities:

S?=U?=1, SU=US. (2.11)
If the generators S, U, T are identified with the generators of S4, then the Klein symmetry
enforces TB mixing. Note also that the Sy subgroups Z5 and Z5Y enforce TMy and TM;

mixing, respectively, where the preserved column of the TB matrix in each case is given by
the eigenvector associated with the +1 eigenvalue which preserves the symmetry.

2.3 Direct Models

Family Generators
symmetry G S,T,U
T preserved S,U preserved

¢ ¢”

Charged Neutrino
Lepton Sector Sector

Figure 5. The diagram illustrates the so called direct approach to models of lepton mixing. For
example, for the flavor symmetry group G = Sy, this structure leads to tri-bimaximal mixing. To
avoid the bad prediction that #13 = 0, one or more of the generators S, T, U must be broken, as
discussed in the main text.

The idea of “direct models” [83], illustrated in figure 5, is that the three generators
S, T,U introduced above are embedded into a discrete family symmetry GG which is broken
by new Higgs fields called “flavons” of two types: ¢' whose VEVs preserve T and ¢” whose
VEVs preserve S, U. These flavons are segregated such that ¢! only appears in the charged
lepton sector and ¢" only appears in the neutrino sector, thereby enforcing the symmetries
of the mass matrices. Note that the full Klein symmetry Z5 x Z¥ of the neutrino mass
matrix is enforced by symmetry in the direct approach.

There are many choices of the group G, with some examples given in figure 6 (right
panel), with each choice leading to different lepton mixing being predicted. For example,
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PSL(2,7)
N=7

PSL(2,5)

'l ‘%\\\\\
ISg A4 \
N=3

A

N=2

Figure 6. The diagram shows some possible choices of the flavor symmetry group G. As discussed
later in this review, the blue groups can emerge at level N = 2,3,4,5,7 of the finite modular
symmetry group PSL(2, N), which is the projective special linear group of 2x 2 matrices with integer
elements mod NN, with unit determinant, where positive and negative matrices are identified. The
coloured shapes for the real groups are the regular geometric shapes which enjoy the symmetries
indicated. The simple group X(168) has complex representations, so does not have any simple
geometrical interpretation.

consider the group Sy whose irreducible triplet representations areS:
1 -1 2 2 1 0 O 100
S:g 2 -1 2|, T=10 w? 0], U=F|00 1|, (212
2 2 -1 0 0 w 010

where w = €27/3. Assuming these Sy matrices, the Z;;F symmetry of the charged lepton
mass matrix and the Klein symmetry Z§ x Z¥ of the neutrino mass matrix leads to the
prediction of TB mixing (indeed one can check that S and U are diagonalised by Urp as
in Egs. (2.8,2.9)).

2.4 Semi-direct and tri-direct CP models

In the “semi-direct” approach [83], in order to obtain a non-zero reactor angle, one of the
generators T or U of the residual symmetry is assumed to be broken. For example, consider
the following two interesting possibilities:

1. The Zg symmetry of the charged lepton mass matrix is broken, but the full Klein
symmetry ZQS X Zg in the neutrino sector is respected. This corresponds to having
charged lepton corrections, with solar sum rules as discussed recently [74].

SThere are precise group theory rules for establishing the irreducible representations of any group, but
here we shall only state the results for Sy in the T-diagonal basis, see [90] for proofs, other examples and
bases (e.g. dropping the U generator leads to the A4 subgroup).
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2. The ZY symmetry of the neutrino mass matrix is broken, but the ZI symmetry of
the charged lepton mass matrix is unbroken. In addition either Z5 or Z5U (with
SU being the product of S and U) is preserved. This leads to either TM; mixing (if
75U is preserved [108]); or TMy mixing (if Z5 is preserved [109]). Then we have the
atmospheric sum rules as discussed recently [74].

The “semi-direct approach” may be extended to include a generalised CP symmetry X
such that (M")* = X7 MV X, with a separate flavour and CP symmetry in the neutrino and
charged lepton sectors [110, 111] (see also [112-125]). Such models typically tend to predict
maximal CP violation § = 47 /2 (the first example of such generalised CP symmetry is
mu-tau reflection symmetry discussed in the following subsection). The combination of
flavor symmetry and generalized CP symmetry allows to predict both lepton mixing angles
and CP violation phases [126-128|, it provides a plenty of possible residual symmetries
which constrain the lepton mixing matrix to depended on few free parameters [129-131].
It is notable that both quark and lepton mixing could be explained if the flavor and CP
symmetry are broken down to Zs x C'P subgroups in the up type quark sector, down type
quark sector, charged lepton sector and neutrino sectors [132, 133]. The resulting quark
and lepton mixing matrices only depend on two rotation angles separately, and the minimal
flavor symmetry group is the dihedral group Dq4 [133].

In the “tri-direct” CP approach [69, 134, 135], a separate flavour and CP symmetry
is assumed for each right-handed neutrino sector (in the framework of two right-handed
neutrino models [57]) in addition to the charged lepton sector.

While early family symmetry models focussed on continuous non-Abelian gauge theories
such as SO(3) [59] or SU(3) [136], non-Abelian discrete symmetries [90] have been widely
used to account for the large lepton mixing angles, as discussed above. However, the
proliferation of flavons is rather undesirable, and the theoretical origin of such non-Abelian
discrete symmetries remains as open questions. Recently modular symmetry has been
proposed to address both of these questions, and this forms the subject of the remainder
of this review.

3 Introduction to modular symmetry

In this section, we first give an informal introduction to modular symmetry. We then
introduce the modular group, and discuss its fixed points and residual symmetry. Finally
we write down the form of the supersymmetric action, including the Kéhler potential and
the conditions that the superpotential must satisfy.

3.1 What is modular symmetry?

As we have already discussed, the Standard Model (SM), despite its many successes, does
not account for the origin of neutrino mass nor the quark and lepton family replication,
and gives no insight into the fermion masses and mixing parameters. We have already
introduced the idea of a family symmetry which may be a finite discrete or continuous,
gauged or global, Abelian or non-Abelian, and we have noted that large lepton mixing
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has motivated studies of non-Abelian finite discrete groups such as Ay, Sg, A5 (for reviews
see e.g. [83, 137]). However, as we have seen, such family symmetries must eventually be
spontaneously broken by new Higgs fields called flavons, and it turns out that the vacuum
alignment of such flavon fields plays a crucial role determining the physical predictions of
such models.

In the remainder of this review we shall turn to another interesting class of symmetries
which arise from the modular group SL(2,Z), which is the group of familiar 2 x 2 matrices
with positive or negative integer elements, but with unit determinant. Geometrically, this
is the symmetry of a torus, which has a flat geometry in two dimensions when it is cut open.
The symmetry SL(2,7Z) corresponds to the discrete coordinate transformations which leave
the torus invariant, which allows for different choices of two dimensional lattice vectors 7
describing the same torus. In fact it turns out that an overall minus sign in the matrices
makes no difference to the transformation and when such matrices are identified the group
is called the projective special linear group PSL(2,7Z), often denoted as T

The two dimensional space of the torus may be identified as the real and imaginary
directions of the complex plane, where the lattice vectors 7 correspond to complex vectors
in the upper half of the Argand plane. This is sufficient to describe all the symmetries of
the torus, and this leads to the the idea of holomorphicity, where complex conjugation is
forbidden, as in supersymmetry. The principal congruence subgroup of level N corresponds
to the subset of matrices I'(N) which belong to SL(2,Z) and which are equal to the unit
matrix mod N, where these matrices also act on the complex variable 7 in the upper half
of the complex plane. If the positive and negative unit matrices are identified then the
resulting group is called T'(N).

At first sight the modular symmetry groups do not look like a promising starting point
for a family symmetry. Firstly they are all infinite groups, since there are an infinite number
of 2 x 2 matrices with integer elements and unit determinant. Secondly, it might seem that
the symmetry of a torus has nothing to do with particle physics. However in the framework
of superstring theory and extra dimensions, the second point seems more reasonable since
orbifold compactifications of six extra dimensions are often performed as three factorisable
products of two extra dimensions compactified on three tori [138, 139]. Each torus may
be described by a single lattice vector (where by convention the other lattice vector has
unit length and lies along the real axis) which is identified as a modulus field 7, whose
vacuum expectation value (VEV) is determined by a supergravity potential which fixes the
geometry of the torus [140-142]. As regards the first point, it is possible to obtain a finite
discrete group from the infinite modular group as discussed below.

For a given choice of level N > 2, the infinite modular symmetry may be rendered finite
by removing the infinite matrices which are trivially related to the unit matrix, leaving
only a small finite number of interesting matrices which form a closed finite group. This is
achieved by considering the quotient group I'y = PSL(2,7)/T(N) which is finite and may
be identified with the groups I'yy = Ay, Sy, A5 for levels N = 3,4,5, and so on for higher
levels [143]. These finite modular groups, may then be applied to neutrino and flavour
models in the usual way, except that now such theories offer the promise that the only flavon
present is the single modulus field 7, whose VEV fixes the value of Yukawa couplings which
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form representations of Iy and are modular forms, leading to very predictive theories [143].
Following the above observations [143], there has been considerable activity in applying
modular symmetry to flavour models, and also in extending the framework to more general
settings. There have already appeared some very good early reviews [86] in the context of
neutrino physics. The purpose of the present review is to provide a dedicated and compre-
hensive review of the literature relating to the bottom-up approach to modular symmetry
flavour models, starting from the basic ideas, through the most recent more sophisticated
approaches, before discussing some applications to neutrino and flavour models.

3.2 The modular group

Following the informal introduction to the modular group of the previous subsection, we
now provide a more rigorous exposition, setting out the mathematical formalism in some
detail. As mentioned above, the modular group is ubiquitous in string theory. It is
the invariance group of a lattice A = {mjw; + mowsz| m1 2 € Z} in the complex plane C,
where w; and wy are the basis vectors of the lattice with 7 = wy/wy and we may assume
Im(7) > 0 by swapping w; and wsy if necessary. As shown in figure 7, the two lattices
A = {miw1 + mows| mi2 € Z} and A = {miw] + mowh| my 2 € Z} are identical if and

[)-C96)

ar +b
Ty =7(1) = oxd In(7) > 0. (3.2)

where a, b, ¢, d are integers and they fulfill ad — bc = 1. A complex torus is a quotient

only if

which implies”

C/A of the complex plane C by a lattice A, it is obtained by gluing both opposite pairs of
edges of the fundamental parallelogram depicted in gray in figure 7. Obviously each linear

a
fractional transformation of Eq. (3.2) is associated with a 2 x 2 matrix v = with

cd
integer coefficients and determinant 1. All the linear fractional transformations form the
full modular group I' which is isomorphic to SL(2,Z), i.e.

SL(2,7) = {(Z Z)

Notice that v and —v act in the same way on the modulus 7, the faithful action group is
the projective special linear group I' = PSL(2,7Z) & SL(2,7)/{12, 15}, where 15 stands
for the two-dimensional identity matrix. Note that the modular group is defined to be I in

a,b,c,dEZ,ad—bc:l}. (3.3)

some literature. The modular group is an infinite discrete group and it can be generated
by two elements S and T [144, 145]

S:(O 1), T:(l 1). (3.4)
-1 0 0 1

Im(T)
[eT+d|2

"This modular transformation is well-defined, as it fulfills Im(y(7)) = > 0 and (v7)(r) =

('(7))-
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Figure 7. Two equivalent lattices generated by the base vectors {wy, w2} and {—ws,w; — 2ws},
the corresponding modular transformation is 7 — —1/(7 — 2).

Note that S and T are often referred to as modular inversion and translation respectively,
1

S:1t—=——, T:717—71+1. (3.5)
T

It is straightforward to check that the two generators satisfy the following relations
St = (ST)® =1,  S?°T =15 (3.6)

and also (T'S)? = 15 which is equivalent to (ST)3 = 1. The corresponding relations in T’
are 52 = (ST)? = 19, since 15 and —15 are indistinguishable in I'. Moreover, one can find
that the inverse of a modular transformation is

_ d —b a b
71:(—0 a>’ 72(0 d)' (87)

The modular group I' has a series of infinite normal subgroups I'(N) (N =1,2,3,...)

defined by,
P(N) = {(Z Z) € SL(2,7), (‘c‘ Z) _ <(1) 2) (mod N)} , (3.8)

which is the principal congruence subgroup of level V. Note that for N = 1 the principal
congruence subgroup is just equal to the full modular group, I' = I'(1). Also the element
TN belongs to I'(N), i.e. TV € T(N).

The groups I'(N) of linear fractional transformations are slightly different from the
groups I'(N). We have T'(N) = I'(N) /{1y, 15} for N = 1,2, while ['(N) = I'(N) for
N > 2 because in this case —12 doesn’t belong to I'(IV).

— 21 —



The quotient groups
I'y = PSL(2,Z)/T(N) =T /T(N) (3.9)

are the so-called inhomogeneous finite modular groups and are isomorphic to PSL(2, N).
The group I'y can be generated by two element S and T satisfying

S2=(STP =17 =1, (3.10)

where here 1 denotes the identity element. Notice that additional relations are necessary
in order to render the group I'y finite for N > 6 [146]. We see that I'; is a trivial group
comprising only the identity element, I's is isomorphic to S3. For small values of N, the
groups 'y are isomorphic to permutation groups: I's =2 Ay, I'y = Sy and I's = As [146].
The finite modular groups I'y as flavor symmetry have been widely studied to explain
neutrino mixing.
The quotient groups
I'v = SL(2,Z)/T(N) (3.11)

are the so-called homogeneous finite modular groups. They can be regarded as the group
of two-by-two matrices with entries that are integers modulo N and determinant equal to
one modulo N, and they are isomorphic to SL(2, N).

We see I'y =2 T, and I'y for N > 2 is isomorphic to the quotient of I'y, over its center
{1y, —15}, e, Ty = Iy /{12, —12} in matrix form. Hence Iy, has double the number
of group elements as I'y with [I'y| = 2|T'y|. The group Iy can be obtained from I'y
by including another generator R which is related to —19 € SL(2,Z) and commutes with
all elements of the SL(2,Z) group, such that the generators S, T and R of Iy obey the
following relations® [147],

S2=R, (ST)*=TN=R?>=1, RT =TR. (3.12)

Note that additional relations are needed for N > 6. We summarize the finite modular
groups I'y, Iy, and their orders in table 2.

As shown in figure 8, the I orbit of every modulus 7 has a representative in the standard
fundamental domain D 9.

D- {Tum(f) > 0, [Re(7)| < % 7| > 1} , (3.14)

which is bounded by the vertical lines Re(7) = —1, Re(7) = 1 and the circle |7| = 1 in the
upper half plane H. Every point in the upper half plane is equivalent to a point of D under
the action of SL(2,7Z), and no two points inside D differ by a linear fraction transformation.

8The multiplication rules of Iy can also be written as S* = (ST)® = TV =1, 8°T = T'S?.
9More precisely, each orbit has a unique representative in the standard fundamental domain

D= {r|irl > 1, _% < Re(r) < %} U {rlir = 1,re(r) <0}, (3.13)
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N Ty T Iy I¥Y

2 S3 6 S3 6

3 Ay 12 T 24
4 S 24 st 48
5 As 60 AL 120
6 S3 X Ay 72 Ss x 1" 144
7 PSL(2,Z:) = %(168) 168 SL(2,Z:) 336

Table 2. The finite modular groups I'y and Iy and their orders up to N = 7.
%, and the transformation S
into the arc from i to e2™/3. Notice that the

fundamental domain is not unique, the transformed region vD by any element + of I' can

The transformation 7' pairs the two vertical lines Re(7) = +

maps the arc of |7| = 1 from i to e™/3

also be taken as the fundamental domain.

3.3 Fixed points of modulus and residual modular symmetry

The modular symmetry is spontaneously broken by the vacuum expectation value (VEV)
of the modulus 7. There is no allowed value of 7 which preserves the whole modular group
(for example 7 = 0 is not allowed since it is not in the fundamental domain). However, some
value 79 of the modulus is invariant under the action of certain SL(2,Z) transformation o,
ie.

YoTo = 70 - (3.15)

Thus the modular group I' is partially broken and the residual symmetry generated by 7o
is preserved. We call 73 is the fixed point of 79 and the subgroup generated by g as the
stabilizer of 79 with

Stab(ro) = {0 € T'lv070 =70} - (3.16)
&
Using the identity S(vy71) = ﬁ, from Eq. (3.15) we find |eo70 + dp| = 1 and conse-
cT

quently co7p + do must be a phase. Moreover the explicit expression of Eq. (3.15) for the

fixed point 7y is
apTo + bo _

=10. 1
coTo + do E (3:17)
Thus 7y is determined to be
b
d . agp’ co=0
0 — ao
= . 1
70 ao—doﬂ:\/(a0+d0)2—4 (3 8)
; c#0
260

In the fundamental region D, the fixed points 79 and the corresponding stabilizers = are
summarized in table 3 [70]. It is remarkable that the subgroup Z5 is unbroken for any

value of 7. The fixed points 79 = 7, 797 = e2mi/3 = —% + z@ and 7 = 100 are additionally
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Figure 8. The fundamental domain D of the modular group T

invariant under the action of S, ST and T. Notice the fixed point of T'S is 7pg = e™/3 =

% + z? which is related to 7gr by T' transformation [70]. Moreover, we find that all the
infinite fixed points 7; in the upper half complex plane and the corresponding modular

transformation vy satisfying v;7s = 74, are given by [70, 148],

Ty = 719, vy = Yyt A erl, (3.19)
where 7/ is an arbitrary modular symmetry element. Hence all fixed points are related
to 7g, Ts7 and 7r by modular transformations. In the case of single modulus, they are
equivalent to the fixed points in the fundamental domain. However, in the case of multiple
moduli, not all the fixed points of moduli can be moved to the fundamental domains in the
presence of flavons, as discussed in sections 6 and 8.5. From Eq. (3.19) we see that only the
modular symmetry transformation conjugate to g can have fixed point. In other words,

— 24 —



T0 Yo Stab(7p)
i S z7 ={1,8,8% 5%}
23 | ST,8% | Z5T x 75" = {1,8T, (ST)?, S%, S°T, S(ST)?}
i | T,S2 72T x 75" = {1,8%,T, 8T, 1%, 5°T2,...}
others S2 Zﬁqz = {1,5%}

Table 3. The fixed points 7¢ in the fundamental domain D and the corresponding stabilizers
Stab(7p) which are abelian subgroups of I' [70]. Notice that the cyclic ZZ, has the presentation rule
79, = {g|g™ = 1}. The stabilizer Z5T x Z5" of 7y = 2™i/3 is isomorphic to the cyclic group Z5'7,
and the Z7 denotes the infinite cyclic group generated by the translation 7.

v and o must belong to the same conjugacy class. It is straightforward to see that the
stabilizer Stab(7f) = 7/Stab(7p)y'~! is isomorphic Stab(7y), and the isomorphism is given
by a conjugation with 4/. The alignment of the modular form at the symmetric points are
fixed so that the lepton mass matrices and mixing parameters are strongly constrained, the
phenomenological implications of the residual symmetry fixed points would be discussed
later.

3.4 Modular invariant supersymmetric theories

We work in the framework of the modular invariant supersymmetric theory [138, 139, 143].
In the context of N = 1 global supersymmetry, the most general form of the action is

S = / drzd*9d*0 K (D1, &y, 7,7) + [ / d*zd*OW(®7,7) + hee.| | (3.20)

where KC(®, ®;, 7, 7) is the Kihler potential, it is a real gauge invariant function of the chiral
superfields ®;, the modulus 7 and their hermitian conjugates ®, 7. W(®, 7) stands for the
superpotential, and it is a holomorphic gauge invariant function of the chiral superfields
®; and 7. The action S should be modular invariant and respect the SM (or GUT) gauge
symmetry. The transformation properties of ®; are specified by its modular weight —k;
and the representation ry under Iy,

at +b
cr +d’

T =T = O — (et +d) M pe, (7)®s . (3.21)

The Kéhler potential to be the minimal form [143],

Knin(®1, @1, 7,7) = —hA?log(—it +i7) + Y _(—ir +i7) M |02, (3.22)
I

where h is a positive constant. Given the modular transformation (1—7) — (1—7)/|cT+d|?
shown in the footnote 6, one can see that the minimal Kéhler potential K,y is invariant
under modular symmetry up to Kéhler transformation, i.e.

Kmin = Kumin + hA? log(er 4+ d) + hA? log(cT + d) . (3.23)

The last two terms give null contribution after integration over Grassmannian coordinates
6 and f. Once the modulus 7 gets a vacuum expectation, this Kihler potential gives the
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kinetic terms for the scalar components of the supermultiplet ®; and the modulus field 7.
Notice the Kéahler potential is loosely constrained by the modular symmetry, there are ad-
ditional terms consistent with modular symmetry [149|. However, the Kahler potential K is
subject to strong constraint in some top-down models motivated by string theory [150-152],
and the above minimal Kéahler potential as the leading order contribution could possibly be

achieved. The superpotential W can be expanded into power series of supermultiplets ®;

W((I)], T) = ZY[I._]”(T)‘I)]F..@[" . (324)

Modular invariance requires the function Y7, 1. (7) should be a modular form (defined in
the next section) of weight ky of level N and in the representation ry of I'y:

Y (1) = Y(y7) = (e + )™ pry (1Y (7), (3.25)
where ky and ry should satisfy the conditions
ky =ki+..+tkn, pry @pr, ®...Qpy, 1. (3.26)

Clearly the concept of modular forms is a crucial element which enables the modular trans-
formations of matter fields to be to compensated so that modular invariance is preserved.
Accordingly, the next section is devoted to modular forms.

4 Modular forms and finite modular groups

In this section we discuss the concept of modular forms in some detail, especially in relation
to the finite modular groups. We first give a formal definion of modular forms. We then
discuss the simplest even weight modular forms, before progressing to integer, half integer
and general fractional weight modular forms, before discussing general vector valued mod-
ular forms associated with general finite modular groups which are defined by the quotient
procedure using more general normal subgroups than the principal congruence subgroup.

4.1 Modular forms

A modular form f(7) of weight k£ and level N may be defined as a holomorphic function of
the complex variable 7, where under I'(N) it transforms in the following way

f(ht)=(cr+d)*f(r) for ¥V h= (Z 2) €T(N), (4.1)

where k& > 0 is a non-negative integer. As mentioned previously for N = 1 we have I' = T'(1),
so that the above transformation also applies to the full modular group in this case. It is
notable that each modular form of the full modular group I' can be written as a polynomial
of E4(7) and Eg(7) which are Eisenstein series of weight 4 and 6 respectively [144].

The square of the modular symmetry generator S can be represented by S? = —1, €
['(N) for levels N = 1,2 (see the comment above Eq. (3.9)). In this case for N = 1,2,
Eq. (4.1) with h = S? leads to

fr) = (=1Ff(r). (4.2)
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We conclude that there are no non-vanishing modular forms of odd weight at both level 1
and level 2.

However, the groups I'(N) for N > 2 have non-vanishing modular forms with odd
weight because S? ¢ T'(N > 2) and the condition in Eq. (4.2) is not necessary to be
fulfilled. The modular forms of weight k& and level N form a linear space My(I'(N)), and
its dimension is [144, 153,

dimMop(T'(2)) =k+1, N=2,k>1, (4.3a)
. (k—1)N+6 1
dimM(T(N)) = N 1|'Z[V(1 - F)’ N>2k>2, (4.3b)
p

Notice that there is no general dimension formula for weight one modular form, but
Eq. (4.3Db) is still applicable to the case of N < 6. The linear space My(I'(IV)) of the mod-
ular form has been constructed explicitly in [153]. Let us denote the linearly independent
modular forms of integral weight k and level N as f;(7) with ¢ = 1,2,...,dimM(I'(N)),
and we define F, (1) = J (v, 7) fi(y7) for any element v € I', and J(v,7) is the so-called
automorphy factor defined as

J(y,7)=cr+d. (4.4)

It is straightforward to check that J(h,7) satisfies the following properties

J(ny2, 7) = J(n, 1) (2, 7), Y,72 €T, (4.5a)
Jy ) =T (7). (4.5b)

Under a generic modular transformation h € I'(N) and using Eqs. (4.5a, 4.5b), one find!°
Ey(h7) = J*(h, 7)Fiy (7). (4.6)

This implies that the holomorphic functions Fj,(7) are weight & modular forms of level N.
Hence Fiy(7) can be expressed as linear combinations of f;(7), i.e.

Fiy () = pij (1) f3(7) (4.7)

which leads to

fityr) = 5 (v, T)pis (N fi(7) - (4.8)
The linear combination matrix p(vy) depends on the modular transformation -, and from
Eq. (4.5b) we know p(7) is a representation of the modular group and it satisfies'!,

p(1172) = p(71)p(72) - (4.9)

10

Fi’y (hT)

J ¥y, h) filyhr) = T (v, hr) fi(yhy ™" y7) = T (y, hr) " (vhy ™Y, A7) fi(y7)
JH ey Ar) filyr) = T (hy 7) T (, 7) filyr) = J*(h, T)Fiy(7) -

"Using Eq. (4.8), we can obtain

F(myet) = Ju(v1y2, T)p(v172) f(7)
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Moreover, comparing Eq. (4.8) with the definition of modular form in Eq. (4.1), we obtain
that p(h) should be unit matrix of dimension dimM(I'(N)), i.e.,

p(h) =1, YheT(N), (4.10)

Hence the representation matrix p(7y) differs from identity matrix only if the element ~ is in
the quotient group Ty, = I'/T'(N). Given that S* = (ST)3 =1, RT = TR and TV € I'(N)
with R = 52, we have

p!(8) =p*(ST) = pN(T) =1,  p(R)p(T) = p(T)p(R). (4.11)

The representation p satisfies the same rules of Eq. (3.12) as I"y. Therefore p essentially
is a linear representation of the homogeneous finite modular group I'y. Since each repre-
sentation of the finite group can be decomposed into a direct sum of irreducible unitary
representations. As a result, by properly choosing basis, p can be written into a block
diagonal form,

P pry @ pry, ® ..., with > dimpy, = dimM(T(N)), (4.12)
i

where py, denotes an irreducible unitary representation of I'y. Consequently it is always
possible to choose a basis Yi(7) = (f1(7), f2(7), ...)T in the modular form space M(I'(N))
so that Y3(7) transforms under the full modular group I' as [143, 147]

Yi(yr) = (et + d)Fpr()Ye(7), ~ET, (4.13)

where py is an irreducible representation of Iy, and + is a representative element of Iy, In
practice, it is sufficient to focus on the modular generators S and T such that we have,

Ye(S7) = (=) pe(S)Ye(7),  Yi(T7) = pu(T)Yr(7). (4.14)
Applying Eq. (4.13) for v = R, we find that the non-vanishing modular form Y;(7) requires
pr(R) = (-1)F, (4.15)

which is +1 and —1 for even k and odd k respectively.

At the fixed point 7¢, Eq. (4.13) implies that the modular multiplet Y;(7¢) is an eigen-
vector of py(vf) with the eigenvalue J=*(y¢, 7¢), where J(7,7) = cr +d is the automorphy
factor. It is remarkable that J(yf, 7f) is a phase with unit absolute value'? and particularly
the identity J (v, 7r) = J (70, 70) is fulfilled with

J(S,75) = —i, J(ST,7s7) = €e™/3 J(T,7r)=1. (4.16)

and

Fnver) = Ji(v, v27)p() f(v2m) = Ji(v1, v27) (2, T)p(v1) p(v2) f(T) = Jk(v1v2, T)p(71)p(v2) f(7) -

Comparing the above two formulas, we arrive at the following result,

p(m172) = p(m1)p(r2) -

2From the identity Im(vys(7s)) = Im(7¢)/|csTs +ds|* = Im(Ts) we know |cy7¢ +dg| = 1 and consequently
cyTf + dy must be a phase with unit absolute value.
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modular multiplets

N | dim My(T(N)) | Ty

k=2 k=4 k=6
e | s 7 P FURTARYS
T i OO

O v v,

4 2% +1 S v, v? v v v o e
) Yo g ) 1-(6)
Y3(I)7 Y3(II7Y3(’
6 6 6
v@ y@ y@ R0y Vg
2) (2) @) Y3, Yy, (6) 1-(6) 1)
5 5k 41 As V{2 v v Lo S Y8, Y8, v,
4 > tsro dsrr y(©) (6 (6
411> 51 » ~ 511
Y v v v,
v® y@ v o | YO YR vl vl S 6§ e o
6 6k Sz x Ay 130 ¥20 1 T30 5 Y6 1g 1 0 2 Y21 7Y22 , Y3°i’ YSOii’

1
4 4 4 4
Yo Vi Yors Yail | v 30 46 4©

310 761 ° 61 " 6iit

v, v v® v©®

Y(4) v Y(4) 6 6 31:)'7 6
@ @) @) @ | Yer Yer Yal Yy
7 14k — 2 X(168) Y3 , Y7 , YSa, , YSb Y6b LYo, Y7b , (6) (6) (6) (6)
1) (1) (4) Yoe's Yrg s Yaa » Yay s
Yaa's Yo o Yac 6) +-(6)
YSC ’ YSd

Table 4. Even weight modular forms of level N up to weight 6 and the decomposition under
the inhomogeneous finite modular group I'y. The conventions for the irreducible representations
follow [154] for T'y, [155] for T's, [156] for Ty, [157] for I's, [158] for I's and [159] for T';.

4.2 Even weight modular forms and inhomogeneous finite modular group

If the modular weight k is an even positive integer, Eq. (4.15) gives us
pr(R) = (~1)F = 1. (4.17)

Thus the homogeneous finite modular group Iy, reduces to inhomogeneous finite modular
group 'y, and the even weight modular forms can be arranged into multiplets of I'y up to
the automorphy factor (cr+d)*. Remarkably for N < 5, the inhomogeneous finite modular
groups are isomorphic to permutation groups: I's &2 S3, I's =2 Ay, I'y = 54 and I's = As, as
shown in table 2.

There are no modular forms of negative weights, and the weight zero modular form is a
constant. Modular forms of weight 2k and level N form a linear space Moy (T'(N)) of finite
dimension, and the dimensions dim My (I'(IV)) for lower levels N are shown in table 4.
The product of two modular forms of level N and weights 2k, 2k is a modular form of level
N and weight 2(k + k') and the set M(T'(IV)) of all modular forms of level N is a ring

M(T(N)) = @ Max(T(N)) (4.18)
k=0

generated by few elements. For instance M(T') is generated by two modular forms E4(7)
and Eg(7) of weight 4 and 6 respectively, so that each modular form in My (I") can be
written as a polynomial }_,. c;j Ea(7)" Eg(7)", with powers satisfying 2k = 4n; + 6n;.
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Hence one only needs to know the lowest weight two modular form to construct the even
weight modular forms of level N.
4.2.1 Constructing even weight modular forms of level 3

As an example of the general procedure, we now explicitly construct the even weight modu-
lar forms of level 3. The Dedekind eta-function n(7) is frequently used to construct modular
forms, it was introduced by Dedekind in 1877 and it is defined as follow [144, 145, 160,

[e.9]
=g [[0-a, = (4.19)
The n(7) function can also be written into the following infinite series,

_q1/24 Z n n3n 1)/2. (420)

n=—oo

Under the S and T transformations, n(7) behaves as [144, 145, 160|
n(r+1)=e™n(r),  n(=1/7) = V=it (7). (4.21)

Hence 1?*(7) is a modular form of weight 12.

In this section, we follow the method of Ref. [143] to explicitly construct a basis of
weight 2 for T'(3). From table 4 we know the dimension dim Ms(T'(3)) = 3, in the following
we find out three linearly independent modular forms of weight 2 and level 3. We start by

observing that if f(7) transforms as'?
f(r) =€ (et +d)F f(r), (4.22)
then p p
e log f(1) = (eT + d)Qd— log f(7) + ke (eT 4+ d) . (4.23)
T T

The deviation of this formula is given in Appendix A. Furthermore, we can linearly combine

several f;(7) with weights k; as follow

% Z a;log fi(T) = (cr + d)? Z a;log fi(T (Z o Z) cler+d) (4.24)

with

> aiki=0. (4.25)

Then the inhomogeneous term can be removed and consequently weight 2 modular forms
can be obtained. The seed functions for the modular forms of weight 2 and level 3 are given

by [143]
Ao =n(3). #0=n("5")

13Notice that here f(7) is not a modular form of weight k because of the presence of the constant factor

e,
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R =n(T52). hitn) =), (4.26)

They are closed under the modular group, and each of them is mapped to itself under the
action of I'(3). Moreover, under T they transform as

[i0) = falr) s falr) = f3(r), fa(r) e €T A(T) falr) e € () (4.27)
From Eq. (4.21), we known that they transform under S in the following way,
Ai(r) = VB V=i fa(r), folr) < e VT fo(r),
f3(r) <5 €2 Zir fo(r), falr) S V173 V=ir fi(7) (4.28)

Hence the most general form of weight 2 and level 3 modular forms can be written as
d
Flo, az, a3, 04|T) = g Zi:ai log fi(T) (4.29)

with Z?:l o; = 0 to eliminate the inhomogeneous term. Under the action of modular
generators S and T', we have

S
f(Oél,OéQ,Oé3,0é4’T) — 7_2 ]:(044,043,042,041|7')

./_"(061,062,063,064”7') 'l) f(a3705170527054|7—) . (430)

As shown in Eq. (4.13), it is always possible to choose a basis in the linear space of mod-
ular form such that the independent basis vectors form irreducible multiplets of the finite
modular group up to the automorphy factor. For the present case, there are three indepen-
dent modular forms Y;(7) which can be arranged into a Ay triplet Y3(2) (1) = (Y1,Ys,Y3)T
satisfying

Y (=1/7) = 72 ps(S)Yi(r), Yi(r+1) = ps(T)V?(r), (4.31)

where p3(S) and p3(7') are the unitary representation matrices of S and 7" in the triplet
representation of A4 given in Appendix C.2,

-1 2 2 1
ps$)==2 -1 2|, ps(m=1|o0
2 2 -1 0

, w= e, (4.32)

o & o

Solving Eq. (4.31), we can obtain the explicit form of modular forms Y;(7) as follows

3i i | (3) 0 (Z) 0 (T 2m/(37)
Yl(T):Qﬂ_‘F(lel’_gh—):Qﬂ_[n 3 +T](%31 +’I’](TT—E2) - 77( 7_) )

wy

| — |
=
~
— WA
~—
[\
~
A~~~ —
|
+
=
SN—
3
~

3
Yo(r) = d F(l,wQ,w,0|T):_—i +w i 31 +w ( 32)] ,
i T [ n(3) (%) (%)
) — 3 w. w2 0l7) = —i 77/(%) w /(TTH) w2 n/(ng)]
Y3(7) = - F(l,w,w*,0|7) = - [n(g) + e + (55 | (4.33)



up to an overall constant which can be chosen freely. In numerical calculation, one usually
needs g-expansion of Yj,

Yi(7) = 1+ 12q + 36¢° + 12¢° + 84¢* + 72¢° 4 36¢° 4 96¢" + 180¢° + 12¢° + 216¢*° + ...,
Yo(7) = —6¢"/3 (14 7q + 8¢ + 18¢° + 14¢* + 31¢° + 20¢° + 36¢" + 31¢° + 56¢° + 324" +...) ,
Va(r) = —18¢*3 (1 4 2¢ + 5¢* + 4¢° + 8¢* + 6¢° + 14¢° + 8¢ + 14¢® + 10¢° + 21¢™° + ... )4.34)

From the above g-expansion we see that the modular forms Y;(7) satisfy the constraint:
Y2 42YYs=0. (4.35)

The whole ring of even weight modular forms of level 3 can be generated from the products
of the weight 2 modular forms Y; 2 3(7). At weight 4, the tensor product of Y3(2) gives rise
to three independent modular multiplets,

vV = (v = i+ 2ms,

v = vV = v2 + oavivs,
. Y72 — YaY3

vy = §(Y3(2)Y3(2))3s =Y -"Ysa | . (4.36)
Y2 - YiY;

There are seven linearly independent modular forms of level 3 and weight 6 and they
decompose as 1 ® 3 & 3 under Ay,

YO = (v = VP + VP 4 VP - 3viveYs,
i
Yy =YY = (v +210%) | 1
Ys
Ys
Ya = Yavi) = (v v2vivy) | i | (4.37)
Y)

The weight 8 modular forms can be arranged into three singlets 1, 1’, 1” and two triplets
3 of A4,

1 = (Vg = (7 4 2aYs)?,

VY = (V7Y )y = (Y7 + 212Y3) (Y3 + 211Y2),

Y = (Vv = (V2 + 2v¥a)?,

Y
Y = vV = (VB vE 4 v - svivaYs) [ v |
Y3
Y2 - Y1Ys
v — vy O, —(v24ovivy) | V2 - oy 4.38
arr = (Y37 Ygr1)3, = (Y5 +2Y1Ys) | V) 2Y3 | . (4.38)
Y - V1Y,
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The weight 10 modular forms of level 3 decompose as 1® 1’ ®3@® 3@ 3 under Ay, and they
are

Y = (Ve = (V2 + 2%Ys) (Y + Y3 + Y5 - 31YaYs) |
YO = (VY = (VF +2viYa) (VP + Y3 + Y9 — 31113Y3),
Yy
R A A G O
Ys
Y3
VIO = vy = (v2 4o ys) (v 4+ 2vie) [ |
Y,
Yy
Yo = Yo V) = (Vi +2mYa)* | vs | (4.39)
Y1

Higher weight modular forms can be constructed analogously, and one should consider the
nonlinear constraints such as Eq. (4.35) to pick out the linearly independent modular forms
from all possible tensor products. It is straightforward although tedious.

In the same fashion, the weight two modular forms of level 2 and level 4 can be con-
structed. There are two independent modular forms of weight 2 at level 2 [154],

Z’[n’(g) n’(Tz“)_Sn’<2T>] V3i [”'(5)_’7/(751)] (4.40)
| n(3)  n(HhH)  aen | A 0 (3) n(FH ]

which form a S35 doublet. The basis of the weight 2 modular forms at level 4 can be chosen
as [161, 162]

i [”’(Z) LrER)  w(ER) 0 () s () 3277’(47)]
stin(3) () () () al+y) )

V3i [n’(l) () () n’(TI3)]

smoln(m) () a () w () ]

in(T+3)  An'(4n)

T n(r+3) n(dr) |’

—V2i (' (5) () 0 () Hn’(?f’)]

st [n(5) (=) (=) (=) ]

—v2i 1 (1) i??'(l“)_n’(l”)_in’(?f”)]

8T [77(1) + U(TTH) T}(TTH) U(TTJFB) , (4.41)

which can be organized into a doublet and a triplet of Sy [161, 162]. For N > 5, the linear
combinations of the logarithmic derivatives of n function is not enough generate the whole
modular form space, and consequently other seed functions suh as Klein forms and Jacobi
constants are necessary. See Refs. [157, 163] and [159] for the construction of modular forms
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of level 5 and level 7 respectively. We summarize the even weight modular forms and their
decompositions under 'y in table 4 for N < 7.

4.3 Integer weight modular forms and homogeneous finite modular groups

modular multiplets

N | dim Mg(T(N)) | Ty

k= k=2 k=3

3 k+1 T VA v v, v
e [ s [ D R R aRvs
5 5k + 1 AL 7% Y32 v ve? Yy Yar Yail

3) 3 3
6 6k 53 % T/ Y(l) Y4(11) Y(Q) Y2(02), Y(Q) Y6(2) Yz&) 7Y2g ,Y2% 5

20 9 11 9 30 » 3 3 3
2 5 y® y® y®

Table 5. Integer weight modular forms of level N and the decomposition under the homogeneous
finite modular group I'y. Notice that odd weight modular form doesn’t exist for I'(2). The con-
ventions for the irreducible representations follow [147] for I';, [164] for I}, [165] for T'; and [158]
for T'§.

As shown in the beginning of section 4, the principal congruence subgroups I'(NV)
for N > 2 have odd weight modular forms because of S? ¢ T'(N > 2), and the general
integer weight modular forms of level N can be arranged into irreducible multiplets of
the homogeneous finite modular group Iy which is the double cover of I'y. The groups
Iy for lower levels N are summarized in in table 2, they could be realized in orbifold
compactifications on T? x T? with magnetic fluxes [166]. Notice that the odd weight
and even weight modular forms are in the representations py(R) = —1 and py(R) = 1
respectively. All the modular forms can be obtained from the products of the lowest weight
1 modular forms and they can be constructed from the Dedekind 7 function and Klein
forms for small levels N < 6. In the following, we present the linearly independent basis
for the linear space M1 (I'(N)) of weight 1 modular forms [153, 158|,

3 T 3 T
mare) = {5 TR
_ ') w%2r)  ni(2n)
M) = {0 Sl )
15 T 15 T 15 T
My(I'(5)) = {”773((57’))9%,0(57), nn?’ii))éé’()(&)%vo(&)’ ”773((;)@,0(57)%0(57),
15 T 15 T 15 T
”ngii))ezom )83 (57 ”ngii))eio(m)egﬁo(&), ”ngii))ezo(m.},
7’ (37) 1’(r/3)

n*(67) 0’(r/6) w'(2r/3) 0’37/ 2)}7 (4.42)

n(r) () T on@r) n(/2)7 n2T) T n(7/2)
where the Klein form €, ,,)(7) is a holomorphic function which has no zeros and poles
on the upper half complex plane. The Klein form can be written into an infinite product
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expansion [160, 167-169:
o0
Err)(T) = @21 H 1-q"¢:)1—q"¢;")(1—q")72, (4.43)

with ¢, = €?™* with z = ri7 + 5. The integer weight modular forms up to weight 3 and
the decomposition under Iy are listed in table 5.

4.4 Half-integer weight modular form and metaplectic cover

Let us first consider the problem for half-integer weight modular forms for the purposes of
illustration. Then later we provide the solution for half-integer weight modular forms using
the metaplectic cover.

Similar to integer weight modular form, one may attempt to define the half-integer
weight modular form as a holomorphic function of 7 and satisfying

Y (y7) = (er + )2y (1) = T2 (v, )Y (7), = (‘Z Z) e SL(2,7) (4.44)

for a positive integer k. We see that the square root of the ¢ + d appears in the above
transformation formula. It is known that the function of the square root has two branches
Vz = {zl/ 2 _ 1/ 2} for a complex number z. It is crucial to deal with the two branches for
the square root in a systematic way. The most common choice and the one we will always
use is to choose the principal branch of the square root, i.e.,

2 = 22 exp ( Arg; )) , —m<Arg(z) <. (4.45)

Then z'/2 for real z < 0 is a pure positive imaginary number and (—1)1/ 2 = 4. Hence

(2122)1/2 is equal to zi/Zz;/Q only up to a sign +1, i.e.,
1/2_1/2
(2 1/2 _ 2’1/ 2/ ) — 71 < Arg(z1) + Arg(z) <7 4G
122)" = 1/2,1/2 . (4.46)
-2 , otherwise

k)2

For an (even or odd) integer k, z¥/2 always refer to (z'/2)¥. Note that this is not always equal

to (2%)1/2 for k odd. Because of the multivalues of the square root function, J*/2(vy,7) =
(e + d)*/? doesn’t satisty the cocycle relation [170, 171]

T2 (y1,927) T2 (2, 7) = CFa (1, 72) T2 (a2, 7) # T2 (0172, 7), M2 €T, (4.47)

where the two-cocycle (;/2(71,72) can only take values +1 and —1, and its explicit expres-
sion is given in [172]. Notice that Cf /2(71, v2) is always equal to 1 for any values of 7, and
o if k is even. As a consequence, and the definition in Eq. (4.44) is inconsistent, i.e.

Y(n(ra(r)) # Y (nre(r). (4.48)

Hence (e + d)k/ 2 is not the automorphy factor anymore. It turns out that the half-integral
weight modular forms can only be defined on the principal congruence subgroup I'(4N),
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and a multiplier is generally needed. The weight k/2 weight modular form Y (7) with k
positive integer is a holomorphic function of 7 and satisfies the following condition [173]:

ab

Y (hr) = oF(h) (e + D)2V (1) = oF(R)J¥2(h, 7)Y (1),  h= (C ;

) eT(4N), (4.49)
where v(h) = (§) is the Kronecker symbol, it is 1 or —1 here and its more detailed properties
can be found in [172]. The Kronecker symbol v(h) fulfills the following identity [170, 171]:

v(hih2) = Cija(h, ho)v(ha)v(he),  hig € T(4N). (4.50)

Thus one can check that v¥(h)(cr + d)*/? is the correct automorphy factor and it satisfies
the cocycle relation, and the ambiguity caused by half-integral weight is eliminated by the
factor v(h).

Now we provide the solution to the problem of modular forms for half-integer modular
weights using metaplectic cover. In order to consistently define the half-integer modular
forms, one should consider both branches of the square root function and consider the
metaplectic (twofold) cover group of SL(2,7Z) [173], and it usually denoted as Mpy(Z) in
the literature. For notation simplicity, we shall denote Mpy(Z) as [ in the following. It is
well-known that can be realized as the group of pairs (v, ¢€), where ¢ = £1 stands for the
branch of the square root function. Consequently the group element of [ can be written in
the form [173-175]:

T ={[y,dlyer, ec {£1}}. (4.51)
Obviously each element v € I' corresponds to two elements 7 = [y, £] of the metaplectic
group I'. The multiplication law of arbitrary two elements, (71, €1], [y2, €2] € T, is defined
by14

[v1, €] [v2, €2] = [1172, Cuy2(m1, 72)€r€2] - (4.52)

Using the generators S and T' of SL(2,Z), the metaplectic group T can also be generated
by two generators S and 7" [170, 176]:

~ 0 1 ~ 11
S = -1 T = 1 4.53
()] e[ o
One can check that the generators Sand T obey the following relations [172]
S8 = (ST)® =1, (4.54)

4 Alternative but equivalent definition of T is given by [173]

T = {WZ (v,ed 2 (7,7)) ‘ v= (a 2) er, e:il}.
c
The multiplication rule accordingly is

(v, 072 (71, 7)) (2, €22 (72, 7)) = (M2, eve2 T (1,727) T (72, 7))
= (M2, ere2Ciya (11, 72) T2 (172, 7))
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Consequently S is of order 8, and particularly we have

oo [(‘01 _01> ,_1] | BR_I5 TR_IT (4.55)

Consequently the center of [ is the Z4 subgroup generated by R. Moreover, we have the

10 1
01

Therefore the modular group SL(2,Z) is isomorphic to the quotient of Mpy(Z) over the Z3
subgroup Z& = {1, R?},

identities

R2 = ’ E2[7> d = [’7? _6] (4'56)

Mp,(Z) /21 = SL(2,7) . (4.57)

It is known that metaplectic congruence subgroup of level 4N is [170, 176]:
T(4N) = {E = [ho(h)] | he r(4N)} , (4.58)

f(4N ) is an infinite normal subgroup of [ and it is isomorphic to the principal con-
gruence subgroup I'(4N). Likewise the finite metaplectic group is the quotient group
[yny =T/T(4N). We can check T4V is an element of T'(4N):

~ 1 4N
o],

Hence the generator T of the finite metaplectic group Tun additionally fulfills

e T(4N). (4.59)

TN =1. (4.60)

For the smallest value N = 1, the finite metaplectic group f4 denoted as §4 is a group
of order 96 with group ID [96,67] in the computer algebra program GAP [177]|. See [172]
for more details about group theory of Sy. For larger N, the relations in Eqs (4.54, 4.60)
are not sufficient and addition relations are needed to render the group F4N finite. For
example, in the case of N = 2, the multiplication rules of Fg for the generators S and T
are [172]

S?=R, (ST)®=R'=T"=R?STSST*ST?ST*=1, TR=RT. (4.61)

Thus T's is a group of order 768 and its group ID is [768, 1085324| in GAP.

The weight k/2 modular forms of ['(4N) span a linear space Mk/g(f<4N)) of finite
dimension k + 1, where k is a non-negative integer. In the same manner as shown in the
beginning of section 4, it is always possible to choose the basis of M; /2(f(4N )) so that
the modular forms of weight k/2 can be arranged into multiplets of the finite metaplectic
group Iyn [172], i.e.

Y:(37) = (eVer + d)'pe(3)Yi(r), F=[r,d €T, (4.62)
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where Y7 = ~7, and p, is an irreducible representation of Tun. Applying Eq. (4.62) for
v = R, we obtain
Ye(R7) = Ye(1) = (=) pr(R)Yr(7) (4.63)
which implies
k
pr(R) =17, ~ 4.64
() keven: p*(R)=1. (4.64)

From the dimension formula, we know that there are only two linearly independent weight

~ {k: odd : p*(R) =1,

1/2 modular forms of level 4 and they can be expressed in terms of the Jacobi theta
functions [172, 178|:

Yi(1) = 05(0|127), Ya(1) = —02(0|27), (4.65)
with

6 (0127) = Y T =9 14 P+ 4 ),
meZ

03(0[2r) = Y ™ =14 2¢+2¢* +2¢° +2¢'0 + ..., (4.66)
meZ

It turns out that Y7(7) and Y3(7) can be arranged into a doublet 2 of the finite metaplectic
group I'y = Sy [172],
(3) Yi(7)
Y. 2 = 4.67

which transforms in the two-dimensional irreducible representation 2 of :917
1

()5 VP (<1/r) = V=T p3(B)YL P (7)

3 3 - Pa\2)ts = \T)

D, T ) ey

Y, (1) P (4 1) = pa (DY, (), (4.68)

where the unitary representation matrices pi(g) and pé(f) are given in Ref. [172]. All

half-integer and integer weight modular forms of level 4 can be generated from the tensor

1
products of Yﬁ( 2)(T). For example, we find the weight 1 modular forms make up a triplet

3’ of Sy,

o V2 Y1Ys
v = L (vEy) |y 4.69
el ik Il R B (1.69)
3/ _Y22

It is straightforward to check that Yg(,l) is the same as the original weight one modular forms
given in [178]| up to a permutation, the discrepancy arises from the different convention for
the representation matrices of the generators S and T'. In a similar fashion, we can obtain
higher weights modular forms and decompose them into different irreducible multiplets of
Sy, see Ref. [172] for the details. It is remarkable that Y;(7) and Ya(r) are algebraically
independent, and each modular form of integral weight k/2 and level 4 can be written as a
polynomial of degree k + 1 in Y;(7) and Ya(7):

k
> aYi(r)Yy i), (4.70)
=0
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where ¢; are free coefficients. As a result, the construction of higher weight modular forms
from Yi(7) and Y3(7) naturally bypasses the need to search for non-linear constraints re-
lating redundant higher weight multiplets.

4.5 Multiplier system and explicit form of the rational weight modular forms

Now we turn to the solution to the problem of modular forms for general rational modular
weights. The previous procedure may be followed analogously for the case of modular forms
of rational weight r for certain congruence subgroups. Similar to Eq. (4.49), a multiplier
system v(7y) is needed such that v(y)(cT + d)" is the correct automorphy factor satisfying
the cocycle relation, and the ambiguity of multi-valued branches caused by the rational
power is properly eliminated. For the principal congruence subgroup I'(N) of level odd
integer N > 5, a unified construction of multiplier systems denote by vn () has been given
in [179], and it is found that the corresponding modular forms are of weight (N —3)/(2N).
Specifically, vy is given by the following formula

1 if ¢=0,
on(Y) = Bsign(e) (N2 — 1) N2_1 . (4.71)
exp | —2mi SN exp | 2mi SN D(7) if ¢#0,
ab L
where v = d € I'(N), and ®(~) is given by
c
g if ¢=0,
D (y) = (4.72)
a+d

— 12sign(c) s(d, |c|) if ¢#0,

where s(d, |c|) is the Dedekind sum with

s(h, k) = zk: <<hk“>> ((%)) , (4.73)

for integers h, k(k # 0). Here ((x)) is the sawtooth function defined by

2 — v—[2]-3 ifz¢Z,
((z)) = {0 —_— (4.74)

with [z] the floor function. Note that the multiplier system vy(y) is an N-th root of
unity, consequently vy (7)Y = 1 for all v € T(N). In short, vy (7y)(cr + d)N=3)/2N s the
automorphy factor for the modular form of weight (N —3)/(2N) at level odd integer N > 5.

Moreover, for any odd integer 5 < N < 13, the ring of the modular forms of rational
weight r = (N — 3)/(2N) for the principal congruence subgroup I'(N) can be constructed
from the holomorphic functions féN) (1) [179],

FT) =00 1) (NT)n(r) ¥ (4.75)



N | weight dimM,.(D(N)) M (D(N))|p=1 Iy | |Tn|| GAP ID

4] k)2 k+1 {03(0|27)7 92(0\2T)} Sy 96 | [96,67]

5| k/5 k1 {0, 1 (T)} Zs xT%L | 600 | [600,54]

T 2k {gk(f_m? k(f_or;; =2 {100, 17, 10} | Zexrr | 176 | [1176212)
9k — 9 (for k > 3)

9| /3 10 (for k = 2) { 0@, 520, 120, 520} | Ty | 1944 | [1944,2076]
4 (fork=1)

Table 6. The dimension formula of the rational weight modualr form linear dimM,.(I'(N)) for

N =4,5,7,9, the linear space M,.(I'(N))[r=1 of the lowest fractlonal weight modular forms, and

the finite metaplectic group I'y. Notice that 653(0/27) and FN ( ) are defined in Eq. (4.66) and
q. (4.75) respectively.

where n are odd integers with 1 < n < N — 2, and the theta constant with characteristic
(m’,m") is defined by

H(m’,m”)(T) _ Z eZm'-r(%(m+m’)27+(m+m’)m”) ’ (4.76)
meZ

and Dedekind eta function is

_ 7'1'7/7'/12H 27rm7— ] (477)

Consequently there are (N — 1)/2 linearly independent modular forms fl(N), féN), o f ](\,]\1)2
of rational weight r = (N — 3)/(2NN), and the graded rings of modular forms M(I'(N)) =
D>t Mm% (T'(N)) can be generated by the tensor products of these lowest weight mod-
ular forms. The dimension formula of M N3 (I'(N)) for any odd integer N > 5 and any

integer m > 4%\/__36) is given by [179, 180]

21 (N —3) — _
dimMmugNg)(F(N)):N[ (v ?8 2N = 6)] H(1—pg), (4.78)
pIN

where the product is over the prime divisors p of N. As shown in Eq. (4.62), we expect that
rational weight modular forms can be organized into different irreducible multiplets of the
finite metaplectic congruence subgroup. We summarize the dimension formula, modular
forms of rational weight r = (N — 3)/(2N) and the corresponding finite metaplectic group
in table 6. The finite metaplectic groups can arise from compactifications on tori with
magnetic background fluxes [175, 181]. The theory of modular forms with real weight and
even complex weight has been developed as well [182], and then the modular group SL(2,7Z)
should be extended to the universal covering groups. Some concrete examples are given
in [183, 184].
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4.6 Most general finite modular group and vector-valued modular form (VVMF)

Let p denote a d-dimensional representation of SL(2,Z). Mathematically this means that
each element ~y of SL(2,Z) is mapped onto its image consisting of one d x d matrix p(vy). A
vector-valued modular form Y (7) = (Y1(7), ..., Y4(7))T of weight k in representation p is a
holomorphic vector-valued function in the upper half-plane #, and transforms as [185-190]

Y(y7) = (e + d)k,o('y)Y(T), ~veTl, (4.79)

where k is called the modular weight and p(7) is the irreducible representation matrix of
SL(2,7Z). Moreover, Y (1) is generally required to satisfy the so-called moderate growth
condition, i.e., there exists an integer n such that for each components Y;(7) we have
Y;(7)| < Im(7)" for any fixed 7 with Im(7) > 0. In other word, Yj(7) is bounded as
Im(7) — +00.

In the present work, we will focus on the case that k is a non-negative integer and p
has finite image. Finite image means that, although there are infinitely many elements ~,
there are only a finite number of representation matrices p(7y). Note that p can be taken to
be unitary since the image of p is finite, and it is also completely reducible by Maschke’s
theorem [191], i.e., it can be decomposed into a direct sum of irreducible representations.
Therefore, we can further restrict p to the unitary irreducible representations without loss of
generality. Also the representation matrix p(y) should have finite order for any v € SL(2,7Z)
so that one can always work in the basis where p(T') is diagonal, and the eigenvalues of p(T')
are roots of unity. Finally, the finiteness of the image of p implies that the kernel ker(p) is
a normal subgroup of SL(2,Z) with finite index.

In the original paradigm of modular flavor symmetry [143], the modular form of level
N satisfying the condition in Eq. (4.1) is assumed, ker(p) is chosen to be the principal
subgroup I'(V), and the representation matrices p(y) form finite modular group I'y or I'y.
In the framework of VVMF, I'(IV) and the corresponding modular forms are not required,
and we start from the more general VVMF obeying Eq. (4.79).

The theory of the VVMF has been developed by Mason et al [187, 192] in recent years,
and the explicit form of VVMF can be obtained by solving the so-called modular linear
differential equation [187, 192, 193|. In the following, we report the results for VVMF of
low dimensions [193].

e one-dimensional irreducible VVMFs

It is known that the modular generators S and T the relations S* = (ST)3 = 1.
Consequently the SL(2,Z) group has 12 one-dimensional irreducible representations
denoted as 1, with

1P : plp(s) = ipv p1, (T> - e%p’ (480)

where p = 0,1,...,11. The lowest weight of the VVMFs in the representation 1, is
equal to p and accordingly the minimal weight VVMF Y is found to take the following
form

Y =%, (4.81)
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We would like to mention that 7 is the famous Dedekind-eta function defined in
Eq. (4.19). One can check that 1?P(7) satisfies the following transformation form

P (ST) = (fT)pi”HQP(T) = (=7)Pp1, (S)n(7),
WP(T7) = e P (1) = p, (D)0 (7). (4.82)

Hence 7?P(7) is indeed the weight p one-dimensional VVMFs in the singlet irrep 1,,.
The free module theorem implies that all one-dimensional VVMFs can be expressed
as [187]:

M(1,) = C[Ey, Egln*,  p=0,1,...,11. (4.83)

Here C[E4, Eg| denotes the polynomial of the Eisenstein series E4(7) and Eg(7) [171]:

Ey(r) =14240) o3(n)q" = 1+ 240q + 2160¢° + 6720¢° + 17520¢" + . .. ,

n=1

Eg(r) = 1504 o5(n)g" = 1 — 504q — 16632¢> — 122976¢° — 532728¢" + .. (4.84)
n=1

where oy (n) = de d* is the sum of the kth power of the divisors of n and ¢ =
e?™7 . Notice that E4(7) and Eg(7) are scalar-valued modular forms of SL(2,7Z) with
modular weight 4 and 6 respectively.

two-dimensional irreducible VVMFs

All the 2-d irreducible unitary representations of SL(2,7Z) with finite image have been
fully obtained in Ref. [194]. It is known that there are 54 inequivalent 2-d irreps and
up to a possible similar transformation the representation matrices are given by

627rir1 0
p(T): ( 0 627rir2 ) O§T17T2<1)
1 V—(1X2)5(A\1 — A9)2 =1
S) = Qure)” 4.85
p( ) A2—A1 \/_()\1)\2)5(>\1_)\2)2_1 -1 7( )
with A1 o = €22, We will denote the 2-d irreducible representation (irrep) as

2(r, 7o), and the allowed values of the unordered pair (r1,72) are given in [193]. We
can read out the exponent matrix L as L = diag(ri,r2) and the minimal weight
ko = 6Tr(L) — 1 = 6(r1 + r2) — 1. The corresponding minimal weight VVMF in the
is found to be [193]:

doublet representation 2(,, ;.
6(r1—ro)+1 _ _
Y(T) _ n12(r1+r2)72K76< 1i2 N 2Fl(ﬁ(m 1;2)—&-17 6(r1 122)+5;T1 et 1 K)
Cn12(r1+r2)—2K% 2F1(6(r2—1£1)+17 6(r2—172"1)+5;r2 i+ 1K)

(4.86)
up to an overall irrelevant constant. The coefficient C' depends on the explicit form
of the representation matrix p(S), and its value can be fixed to satisfy the condition
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Eq. (4.79) of VVMF for v = S. The function K(7) is defined as K(r) = 1728/j(7),
where j(7) is the modular j-invariant [171] with the g-expansion:

G(T) = ¢! + 744 + 1968844 + 21493760¢% + . . . . (4.87)

nfn—1 is the generalized hypergeometric series and it is defined by the formula

Ty (@) 2

nFn_l(al,...,an;bl,...,bn_l;z):%mm, (4.88)
and (a), is the Pochhammer symbol defined by
(@)m = {1’ m=0, (4.89)
ala+1)...(a+m—-1), m>1.
Hence we know the module of two-dimensional VVMFs is given by
M2y, ry)) = C[E4, Eg]Y @© C[Ey, Eg] Dy, Y , (4.90)

where Dy, is the modular differential operators acting on the VVMFs of weight

ko [144],
kB ,_ d_1d

12 VT T miar

with Eo(7) being the well-known quasi-modular Eisenstein series of weight 2 [171]

ko € Z, (4.91)

o0
Ey(1) =1-24) o1(n)g" =1 24q — 72¢* — 96¢° — 168¢" — 144¢° + ... . (4.92)
n=1
For example, the group I'y 2 S5 has doublet irreducible representation with [154]

p<s>=;(_‘j§ ‘1“§>, p<T>=<é _01>, (4.9

which implies r; = 0 and 7o = 1/2 and the weight kg = 6(r1 + r2) — 1 = 2. From
the general expression of two-dimensional VVMF in Eq. (4.86) and considering the S

transformation, we can fix the parameter C' = % and
47--1/6 11.1.
n K 2F1(— 3 ,K)
Yo, ;. (1) =2V3 6,62 : (4.94)
oum LY oA () 35 K)

where an overall constant 21/3 is multiplied. The g-expansion of Y2012 (1) is found
to be

1+ 24q + 24¢2 + 96¢° + 24¢* + 144¢° + . ..
+ 24q + 24¢° + 96q° + 24¢* + 144¢° + (4.95)

Y pu—
2(0,1/2)(7) (8\/§q1/2 (1+4q +6¢% +8¢° + 13¢* +12¢° +...)

It agrees, up to an overall factor, with the g-expansion derived in [154], where the
Y{(0,1/2)(7) is the weight 2 modular form of level 2 and it is expressed in terms of the
eta~-function and its derivative.
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e three-dimensional irreducible VVMFs

Similar to the 2-d case, the 3-d irreps of SL(2,Z) are determined by the three rational
numbers 71,72 and 73 [195]. In the T diagonal basis, the 3-d representation matrix

p(T') can be parameterized as

627rir1 0 0
p(T)=1 0 €2 0 : 0<ry,re,r3 <1, (4.96)
0 0 62m'r3

where the parameters r; 2 3 have to fulfill the following constraint:

1
r+ro+r3E EZ. (4.97)
This 3-d irrep is denoted as 3, ,, ;). The exponential matrix is L = diag(r1,72,73)
and the minimal weight ko = 4Tr(L) — 2 = 4(r; 4+ r2 + r3) — 2. The minimal weight
VVMF Y in the triplet representation 3., ,, ,,) is determined to be [193]

_ a1+1 1
nS(T1+T’2+7’3) 45 3F2(‘11é|' , alg‘?’, alg'5;r1 —ro+ 1,7 —r3+1; K)
_ ag+1
Y(r) = | Oynlrtratrs) =4 =5 3F2(“2grl, “2gr3, a2g5;7’2 —rg+1,ro—r1+ 1K) |,
_ ag+1 . ) )
Conridratra) 4 =6 g Fp(faid, aad3 a3 ipy — gy 41,75 — 12 + 1 K)

(4.98)
with a1 = 4r1 —2ro—2r3, a9 = 4r9 —2r1 —2r3 and ag = 4r3—2r1 —2ry. The constants
(12 are fixed by the representation matrix of p(S) in the T-diagonal basis. Hence
the 3-d VVMFs module is of the form

M(B(ry rar5)) = C[E4, E]Y @ C[Ey, Eg|Dy,,Y @ C[Ey, Eg] D} )Y . (4.99)

It is known that there are three linearly independent weight 2 modular forms of level 3
and they can be arranged into a A4 triplet with the following representation matrices
for the modular generators,

0
0], w=e*™/3 (4.100)

w

which is given by Eq. (C.13). This implies ry = 0, ro = % and r3 = % and the modular
weight kg = 4(r1 + 72+ r3) — 2 = 2. Taking into account the modular transformation
S, we find Cy = —%, Cy = —1, and the VVMF in the triplet representation of A4 is

—%
given by
an71/6 3F2(_1%71%75%;2%74%' K)
Y3(0,1/3,2/3) (T) = 2\/§ _5774K1/6 3F2(€7 21673737 K) ’ (4'101)
1774K1/2 3F2(%7 %7 %7 ga %7 K)
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where the overall factor 2v/3 is included. We find that the g-expansion of Y3 ©01/3,2/3) (1)
reads as

14 12¢ + 36¢% + 12¢3 + 84¢* + 72¢° + . ..
Y301 50 (T) = | =6¢"/% (14 7+ 8¢% +18¢° + 14¢* + 31¢° + ...) | , (4.102)
—18¢%/3 (14 2¢ + 5¢* + 4> + 8¢* + 6¢° + ...

which exactly coincides with the g-expansion derived in [143|, where Y301 5.2/ (1) is
expressed in terms of the eta-function and its derivative. We see that the theory of
VVMF provides a convenient way to obtain the explicit expression of modular forms
which is the crucial element of modular invariant model.

Finally we summarise some more general finite modular groups. Since the irrep p of
I' = SL(2,Z) has finite image, the image Im(p) forms a discrete finite group and it can play
the role of discrete flavor symmetry. Due to a fundamental theorem of homomorphism we
can define Im(p) as the quotient group Im(p) = I'/ ker(p) where I' = SL(2,Z) and ker(p) is
a normal subgroup determined by the representation p. The ker(p) consists of the inverse
image of the identity elements.

In the paradigm of modular flavor symmetry [143], ker(p) was only restricted to prin-
ciple congruence subgroups I'(V). The image Im(p) is the homogeneous or inhomogeneous
finite modular group Iy, = I'/T(N) or 'y = I'/ £ T'(N) and it is taken as the flavor
symmetry to address the flavor structure of quarks and leptons. From the view of VVMF,
the kernel ker(p) can be a general normal subgroup of SL(2,Z) instead of I'(V), and ac-
cordingly the finite modular groups are not necessarily I'y or I'y;. Thus the framework of
modular invariance can be extended significantly by considering VVMFs, and we have more
possible choices for the finite modular groups to construct modular invariant models.

In table 7 we list the normal subgroups of SL(2,7Z) with index < 72 as well as the
corresponding finite modular group, where we omit the few cases for which the finite mod-
ular group is abelian. Besides the known principal congruence subgroups I'(N) as well
as the inhomogeneous and homogeneous finite modular groups, we see other normal sub-
groups of SL(2,7). Additional relators are elements of ker(p), when they are added to the
SL(2,7) presentation relations S* = (ST)? = 1, S?T = T'S?, the finite modular groups
Im(p) = T'/ ker(p) are produced. Moreover, if the element S? € ker(p), we have p(S?) = 1.
Then the corresponding finite modular group has only even representations, and the VVMFs
in these irreps must be of even weights.

It is known that the number of VVMFs in a given irrep py generally increases with
the modular weight ky. However, the module M(py ) is finitely generated by d = dim py
independent bases denoted by {Y1,...,Ys}, thus Y7, 1, (7) can be written uniformly in the
form of Yp(}’fY) = a1V + -+ + agYy with «; € C[Ey, Fgl, note that «; are polynomials of
FE4 and Fg. Some «; for vanishing for small value of modular weight ky, nevertheless there
are at most d independent alignments Y7, Ys,..., Y;. This implies that the superpotential
is strongly constrained by the modular symmetry, and it can only take a finite number of
possible forms for a given Gy, although there are infinite possible weight and representation
assignments for the matter fields.
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Normal subgroups ker(p) Finite modular groups I'/ ker(p) = Im(p)

Index | Label Additional relations Group structure GAP Id
6 r(2) T? S5 6,1]
19 = 5272 Z3 X Zy =2 2Ds [12,1]

+1(3) S2. T3 Ay (12, 3]
18 - ST—25T? S3 x Z3 18, 3]
r'(3) T3
- 73 T 24, 3]
24
+I'(4) S2 4 Sy [24,12]
- S2(ST~1ST)? Ay X Zy [24,13]
36 — S3T—25T? (Z3 % Z4) x Z3 36, 6]

— T6 (ST18)2TST~-1ST?

42 - T8, ST-1ST (ST 15)’T? 212 Ze 142, 1]
— S 20 [48, 28]

— T8, ST4ST—4 GL(2,3) [48, 29]

48 r'(4) T Ay x Zy =28 [48, 30]
- (ST~1ST)? Ay x Z4 [48, 31]

- S2(ST—1ST)? T' X Zy [48, 32]

- T2, ST3ST—3 ((Zy x Z3) X Zg) x Z3 [48, 33]

54 - T, (ST1ST)3 (Z3 x Z3) % Zg (54, 5]
60 | £I(5) S2 15 As 60, 5]
- - T2 ST4ST* Sy x Z3 [72,42]
+I'(6) | S, 76, (ST-1STST~18)%1? Ay x Ss (72, 44]

Table 7. The normal subgroups of SL(2,7Z) with index less than 78 and the corresponding finite
modular groups. It is defined £T'(IV) = {£~v,v € T'(IV) }. Note that 2D5 is the binary dihedral group
of order 12 and 20 is the binary octahedral group which is the Schur cover of permutation group
Sy of type “—”. Additional relators are some elements of ker(p), the quotient group I'/ker(p) is
produced when the relations “Additional relators =1” together with S* = (ST)? = 1 and S*T = T'S?
are imposed.

5 CP symmetry and modular invariance

The interplay between the generalized CP symmetry (gCP) and modular symmetry is non-
trivial. It is found that the CP transformation can be consistently defined in modular
invariant supersymmetric theories with a single modulus [196-198]. In particular, the mod-
ular symmetry can constrain the CP transformation laws of the modulus 7, of chiral matter
multiplets and of modular forms [198|, and several modular invariant models where CP is
spontaneously broken have been constructed [155, 164, 165, 178, 198-200]. Analogously
for multidimensional moduli space, consistent CP definitions have been examined in the
context of symplectic modular invariant theories, where the relevant flavour group is the
Siegel modular group [201-203]. The CP-conserving vacua in Calabi-Yau compactifications
are discussed in Ref. [201]. In this section we formulate the conditions for generalised CP-
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symmetry consistent with modular invariance, and derive the modular transformations of
matter fields and modular forms, before discussing CP fixed points and their implications
for flavor theories.

5.1 Generalized CP symmetry compatible with modular invariance

In a theory invariant under I' = SL(2,Z), consistent CP transformations correspond to
outer automorphism u(y) of I' [111, 204]:

CPyCP ' =u(y) . (5.1)
Each outer automorphism u(vy) of I' can be described by [205]:

u(y) =x() U~ U, or uly)=x(), (5.2)

1 0
Uz(o 1) (5.3)

and the map x(v), called character of the modular group, is a homomorphism of T' into
{+1,—1}. From the relations S* = (ST)3 = 1 satisfied by the modular generators S and
T, we see the modular group has a trivial character with

with

x1(8) =x1(T) =1 (5.4)
and another nontrivial character with
x2(8) = x2(T) = —1. (5.5)

Hence the modular group SL(2,Z) has two independent outer automorphisms u;s =
x12(7) U v U™L, satisfying the following relations:

ut = ud = (ugug)? = 1. (5.6)

Hence the outer automorphism group is isomorphic to a Klein group Ky = Zy X Zy =
{uq,u2,uz = ujug, uy = 1}, We can derive the action of the outer automorphisms on the
modular generators S and T as follows [203]:

u(S) =571, u (T) =171,

uz(S) =-S5 1, us(T) = —T71,

us(S) = -9, us(T) =T,

ug(S) =9, ug(T)=T. (5.7)

We assume that the CP transformation of modulus 7 is linear and, for convenience, we
write:
cp
T (CP)T=1cp =p1 7" +Dp2, (5.8)

15\We denote by 1 the identity element of the outer automorphism.
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where p; and ps are parameters to be determined. The inverse CP transformation reads:

« CP71 4 T — P2

™ T (5.9)
b1

cp—t T
Enforcing the “consistency condition chain” of Eq. (5.1) on the modular generators S and
T for the automorphisms u,(y)(a =1, ...,4), we can obtain:

paT — Pt — p3

T—D2
T+ p1 = ua(T)T. (5.10)

= uqy(9)T,

The elements u; and us have the same action on 7 and similarly for usz4. The above
equation can be straightforwardly solved to obtain

—1, for ui .2
— ol =0. 5.11
P {—I—l, for us 4 b2 ( )

Thus we have 7¢p = —7* for the automorphisms u; 2 and 7¢p = 7* for u3 4. Since Im(7cp) >
0, the admissible CP transformation of the modulus 7 is [196-198, 206—208|

T g =1 (5.12)

This represents the correct transformation law of the modulus for both u;2 outer auto-
morphisms and we should instead discard u34. Notice that the same gCP transformation
of 7 can be derived from the consistency condition, as shown in the Appendix B. From

* J—
Eq. (5.12), we see 75,1 =
CP*r =r.

Now let us check explicitly that the gCP transformation of Eq. (5.12) is indeed com-

—7 and the action of CP on the modulus is involutive with

patible with Eq. (5.1). Applying the consistency transformation chain CP — v — CP~!
for the modulus 7, we have

cP « v att+b cp1 at —b /
y _px Ty = = . 5.13
g 4 cT* +d —ct+d rT ( )

Since v and —+ give the same action on modulus 7, we see that the generalized CP trans-
formation indeed corresponds to the automorphism u; or us of the modular group with

_ a —b ab
utz Y =y =u2(v) = x12(0) U U = xa12(7) (_C p ) , 7= <C d) el, (5.14)
where x1(7y) is the trivial character given in Eq. (5.4) and x2(7) is the nontrivial character
in Eq. (5.5).
If we perform a modular transformation v and then the CP transformation of Eq. (5.12),
we get

v aT+b cp —at*+b
%
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which is another allowed CP transformation. Since the theory is invariant under I, this
choice should not be view as independent from (5.12), which we take as representative
element in the class (5.12) with a =d =1, b = ¢ = 0. We can rewrite Eq. (5.15) as

~yoCP a't* + b
.

- 5.16
dr*+d ( )
with
ad=—-a b=0b =-c d=d. (5.17)
One can check
dd —bcd =—ad+bc=—(ad —bc) = —1. (5.18)

Note that the gCP transformation on 7 always corresponds to minus determinant with
ad —bvd=-1.

By combining CP and the modular transformations we get the extended modular group
I' = GL(2,7) and the full symmetry transformation of the complex modulus is [198]

at +b )
ab T — if ad—bc=1,
er*: cr +d (5.19)
cd at* +b
T if ad—bc=-1.
ct* +d
where 7 = “ Z . The first line of (5.19) refers to a modular transformation, while the
c

second line refers to a CP transformation. For the case of the CP transformation in (5.12)
the matrix ~ is represented by U in Eq. (5.3). Notice that the action of v and —y on 7
is the same and the full symmetry group acting on moduli is isomorphic to PGL(2,Z) =
GL(2,7Z)/{£12}. Here PGL(2,7Z) is the group of integral 2 x 2 matrices with determinant
41, with the matrices M and —M being identified.

5.2 CP transformations of matter chiral multiplets ¢

For a generic chiral supermultiplets ¢, its transfromation properties are characterized by
—k, and pp, where —k,, is the modular weight of ¢ and p, is an irreducible representation
of the finite modular group I'y or I'y. Under a modular transformation -y, the multiplet
o(z) transforms according to

o) L (et +d) e pe(v)p(z), 7= <a b) eTl. (5.20)

The action of generalized CP symmetry on the multiplet ¢ is
CcP _
o(z) — Xep(xp), (5.21)

where zp = (t, —Z), a bar denotes the hermitian conjugate superfield, and X, is a unitary
matrix that acts on flavor space. If we perform a CP transformation, followed by a modular

transformation and subsequently an inverse CP transformation, we end up with
CcP _ — _ cpt _ —
p(a) = Xe(2p) = Xe(er™ +d) " pi(V)@(2p) = (e1ip1 +d) M Xepi (1) X, (),
(5.22)
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where 7,51 is the result of applying the inverse CP transformation CP~! to the modulus 7.
Since the theory is assumed to be invariant under both the modular and CP transformations,
the resulting transformation should be amount to another modular transformation +/, i.e.,

(erip1 + )7 Xepr ()X, (@) = ey + dyp) Mo (7)o () (5.23)
which implies
vd,\ "
% _ C~''T ’
err(’)/)Xr t= % pr(’}/) ) (524)
CTlp1 + d

where we have denoted

’ CL,YI b,y/
= el. 5.25
i (C,y/ d,w) ( )

From the transformation of the modulus 7 in Eq. (5.13), we know the element v = u; 2(7)
given in Eq. (5.14), thus we can read out

ey =—=x12(7)e,  dy =x12(7)d. (5.26)

Considering T&k = —7, the consistency condition of Eq. (5.24) for the modular symmetry

7)71
and generalized CP symmetry becomes

XepE ()X = X7 (7)pe(ur2(7)) - (5.27)

Since the modular group has two possible characters xi2(y) given in Egs. (5.4,5.5), two
kinds of generalized CP transformations could be consistently defined in the context of
SL(2,7). The coressponding consistency conditions are given by [198, 203|

Xepp(9)X: = (7Y, Xepp (D)X = pe(T71). (5.28)

for the gCP transformation corresponding to the automorphism u; with trivial character 1
in Eq. (5.7). A second gCP transfromation corresponding to ug with nontrivial character
x2 could be defined'®, nevertheless it is difficult to build phenomenologically viable models
of fermion masses and mixing exploiting this second gCP transformation [178]|. Hence we
shall be concerned with the gCP transformation defermined by Eq. (5.28) in this work.

In the basis where both p,(S) and p,(T) are symemtric matrices, one has py(S~™!) =
pl(S) = p3(S) and p(T1) = pl(T) = pi(T) so that one can determine X, = 1, up to an
irrelevant phase, i.e., the gCP transformation has the canonical form. If all the Clebsch-
Gordon coeffcients of the finite modular group are real in the above symemtric basis, the
gCP symemtry would enforce all coupling constants in the Lagrangian to be real. Thus the
real part of modulus 7 would be the unique source of CP violation, and gCP symemtry can
enhance the predictive power of modular invariant models. For the finite modular groups
I'y and Iy with level N < 6, it is known that the symmetric basis can always be achieved.

16The consistency condition for the second gCP transformation reads as:
Xepr(S)X: = 0pe(S7Y), Xepi(S)X: ' =o0pe(T7), o= (—1)""p:(S%).

Obviously the second gCP transformation X, depends on p.(S?) and the modualr weight k., and it can
be defined if and only if the level N is even, the dimension of representation p, is even, and the traces of
pr(T) and p.(S) are vanishing [178].
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5.3 CP transformations of modular form Y;(7)

Considering a multiplet Y;(7) of modular forms of level N and weight ky, it transforms in
certain irreducible representation py of the finite modular group I'y or Iy, i.e.

Ye(y7) = (er + )™ pe(1)Ye(7), v e€T. (5.29)

In general, there can be several linearly independent such multiplets, particularly for higher
weight corresponding large ky. We start by examining the case where there is only one.
Under gCP it transforms as:

Ye(r) B Yo(—1). (5.30)

We can prove that the modular multiplet Y;(7) has the same gCP transformation as that
of matter fields in Eq. (5.21), i.e.,

Ye(—7%) = XY (r). (5.31)

In order to show this, we define

Yo(r) = X, WY (=), (5.32)

where X, is the solution of the consistency condition Eq. (5.28) for the concerned automor-
phism u1. The modular transfromation of Y;(7) under a generic element v € T" is

Ye((7)) = XY (—(v(7)%)
= XY (un(7) (7))
= X, (er + d)M pi(ui(y)) Yy (=)
= (et +d)* pe(7) Ya(7), (5.33)

where the identities —(y(7))* = u(y)(—7*) and X p%(7) X' = pr(u1(7y)) have been used!”.
Since ffr(v') and Y;(7) transform in the same way and, by assumption, there is only one
linearly independent such modular form, we conclude that they are proportional, }7}(7’) x
Y:(7) which gives:

Ye(=77) = A Xp Y (7). (5.34)

By performing two gCP transformation in succsssion, we obtain
Yo(7) = A2 Xo X2Ye(7) = |\ Ya(7), (5.35)

where we have chosen the gCP transfroamtion X, to be a constant unitary symmetric
matrix fulfilling X, X; = 1 which corresponds to CP? = 1'®. The non-vanishing constant A

"From Eq. (5.13), we know CP oo CP~! = ui(y) which gives CP oy = u1(y) o CP. Consequently we
have CP o y(7) = ui(y) o CP(7) which leads to —(v(7))* = ui(y)(—7"). Moreover, From Eq. (5.27), we
know Xppi (7)X; ' = pr(u1 (7)) which gives p; (7)Xs ! = X pe(ur (7)) and pe(7) Xy ' = Xo ¥ pi(ua (7).

'8 The action of CP in the modulus, see Eq. (5.12), is involutive, that is CP?r = 7. The action is CP? on

2
the matter field is ¢ (z) i X: X[ ¢(x). From the consistency condtion in Eq. (5.21), we obtain:

(et +d) " Xe X7 pe(7) X7 X o = (er +d) " pe(y)e
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can be absorbed by an appropriate choice of phase of the whole multiplet Y;(7) so that we
have
CcP * *
Yi(r) — Yo (—7%) = X, Y (7). (5.36)

Hence the modular multiplets have the same gCP transformation law as that of matter
fields.

If there are s linearly independent multiplets Y,(7) (a = 1,...,s) transforming as in
Eq. (5.29), Eq. (5.33) holds individually for all Y,2(7) = X; *Y;%*(—7*) and we have:

Vi (—7%) = A% XV (r) (5.37)

where A \*G X, X' = 0% 1,. When X, is involutive with X, X = 1, we have A% \*¢ = §9,

it is always possible to factorize the matrix A into A = 7!'n* and we obtain'?:

Ny (=77 = Xe [ Y7 (1) (5.38)

We see that, by performing the change of basis Y;*(1) — 7% Y(7), Eq. (5.33) holds inde-
pendently for each multiplet Y?(7). In short, when the action of gCP on the field space is
involutive with X; X} = 1,, one can properly choose the basis of the modular forms such
that matter fields and modular forms transform in a similar way under gCP, i.e.,

o) L Xop(ap), Y1) LY () = X,V (). (5.39)

In this case, it is convenient to move to the basis where X, = 1,2°. Then the consistency
condition of Eq. (5.28) implies that the representation matrices p(S) and pp(7") of the
modular generators are symmetric. As we explained early, if both p,(S) and py(T) are
symmetric and unitary matrices, we would have X, = 1, which is exactly the canonical
CP transformation. If the Clebsh-Gordan coefficients are all real in the adopted basis, the
requirement of gCP invairance would enforces all free parameters in the superpotential to
be real.

5.4 CP fixed points

In a modular invariant theory with gCP symmetry, the vacuum expectation value of the
modulus 7 would be the unique source breaking modular and gCP symmetry. However,

By the Schur’s Lemma, the product XX is proportional to the identity. It acts without conjugating the
matter fields and represents the element .52 or, more precisely, the element of the finite group I'y or T'y
that corresponds to yep2. As a consequence we have:

XrX: =1, or XrX: = pr(SQ) =+1,.

Therefore we must have X, X, = 1, for the inhomegenous finite modular group I'y.

197f (1 + ) is invertible, we take n = (1 + A)™%, then Ap*~* = n~'. If (1 + )) is not invertible, we can
always find a complex number u with |u| = 1 such that —u? is not an eigenvalue of \. Hence, A + u’1 is
invertible. In this case, we take n = (u~'A 4+ ul)™", then Ap*~' = n~'. This construction was given by
Prof. Marc van Leeuwen [209].

29The CP transfromation matrix X, would be a unitary and symmetric matrix if X, X; = 1., and the
corresponding Takagi factorization is Xr = Q.QI where Q. is a unitary matrix. If we perform a change of
basis with a unitary matrix Q, in the field space: ¢’ = Qf¢, it is easy to see that the gCP transformation
of ¢’ is ¢ (z) <5 P (ap).
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there exist certain values of 7 which conserve CP. If 7 is left invariant by CP transformation
of Eq. (5.12), i.e.
CP *

T — TCP = —7 =T. (540)
We see 7 lies on the imaginary axis, o7 = 0. The most general gCP transfromation of 7 is
~voCP given by Eq. (5.15), it is the composition of the a generic modular transformation -y
and the CP transformation of Eq. (5.12). Thus the most general value of 7 preserving the
residual gCP symmetry v o CP satisfies the following condition

(yoCP)r =1, 7= <“ b) er, (5.41)
c d
which gives
—at* +b
—_— = 5.42
—ert+d (542)

or equivalently

(a—d)ST = (5.43)
Thus we have
a=d, (5.44)
and
-+ /1-c2(37)°, c#0
— c=0
2a

Without loss of generality, we firstly consider that 7 lies in the fundamental domain. Solv-
ing the constraints in Eqgs. (5.44, 5.45) together with the determinant condition ad —bc = 1,
we find the CP conserved values of 7 are the imaginary axis and the boundary of the fun-
damental domain D, the corresponding residual CP symmetry is summarized in table 8.
At the intersection points, the residual symmetry is enhanced. For instance, the modulus
T = €2"/3 is invariant under both CP transformations 7! o CP and S o CP so that it
preserves the modular symmetry ST which is generated by the two residual CP transfro-
mations. Thus the full residual symmetry group of 7 = €%7/3 ig (Z?*?T X Zfocp) x ZR
defined as

(257 % Z5°CP) x z3t = {ST, R,SoCP|R* = (SoCP)*> = (ST)*> =1,(ST)R = R(ST),
(SoCP)R = R(SoCP),(SoCP)ST(SoCP)~! = (ST)—l} . (5.46)

Similarly the symmetric point 7 = ¢ is invariant under both modular transfromation S
and CP transformation CP, and consequently the residual symmetry group is Z, f X ZQC73 =
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Figure 9. The CP conserving lines in the fundamental domain D are displayed in blue and the
corresponding residual CP symmetries are labelled. The intersection points 7 = e™/3, i, ¢27i/3

labelled in red enjoy two different residual CP symmetries so that a residual modular symmetry
can be generated. For instance, the self-dual point 7 = 7 is invariant under both CP transfromations
ZSP and Z5°CF, consequently it is also invariant under the modular generator S.

{S, CP|S*=1,CP?=1,CPSCP ! = Sil}. Moreover, the symmetric point 7 = ioco is
invariant under T', R and CP, and therefore it preserves the residual symmetry group

(ZT" % CP) x 23 ={T,R,CP|R* =CP*=1,CPTCP ' =T"',CPR=RCP,TR = RT} .
(5.47)
We plot the CP conserving points and the corresponding residual CP symmetries in
figure 9. Furthermore we find that all the CP conserving points in the upper half complex
plane are related to those in the fundamental domain by some modular transformation, and
the corresponding generalized CP stabilizer given by

T =m1§F, Ao CP =mA§T oCP A, (5.48)

where 71 is an arbitrary modular transformation, TOCP and fygp take the values summarized
in table 8.
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7877 TOCP Residual subgroup
+1 {7|RT =0,37 > 1} Z§P x 7k
+T {r|RT =1/2,37 > V3/2} ZTCP x 78
+71 {r|RT = —1/2,37 > /3/2} ZI71CP x ZR
+S {r|(RT)? + (S7)? =1,|R7| < 1/2} Z5°CP x 7k
+1,+8 i 7Zy x Z§P
+T, £S5 /3 (215 % 25°CP) x Z§
+771,+8 e2im/3 (257 % Z§°CP) x 7§

Table 8. The CP conserving values of modulus 7 in the fundamental domain D and the correspond-
ing residual symmetry group. The symbol 4§'F is defined by the condition (757 o CP)7§P = 7§F
which is a special case of Eq. (5.41) with 7§ in the fundamental domain. We would like to mention
that the definition of v o CP is given in Eq. (5.15). Notice that the modular generators S and T
are given in Eq. (3.4) and R = S2.

5.5 Implications for flavor mixing at CP fixed points

Considering a point 7'677) of the fundamental domain where CP is conserved, then there is an
element 757 of T such that (757 o CP)7§F = 7§F which gives 1§7 (—7§7*) = 7§7. Taking

the imaginary part on both sides of this equation and using the identities I(—7*) = Q7

ST

and %(’}/T) = m,

we obtain the automorphy factor

[T, —767%) =1 (5.49)

which implies that J (787)777'0679*) is a pure phase. Note that the automorphy factor
J(v,7) = e 4+ d is defined in Eq. (4.4). We assume that the lepton sector is described
by the superpotential:

C e 1 14
W = —EiYi(r)LjHq — ﬂLi i (T)LjHy Hy (5.50)

where the neutrino masses are described by the Weinberg operator. Under the action of
modular transfromation ~, the matter multiplets ¢ (¢ = Hy 4, E°, L) transform as:

_ CP _
0 L TRy, T)pe (e, ¢ XB(ap). (5.51)

The weights kge 1, carry a flavour index and J kee.L are diagonal matrices in flavour space.
The invariance of the W under the modular transformation v implies:

Ye(yr) = JMaply (7) JEE plae(y) YE(T) ()™
VW (yr) = 2 gl (7)) TR () V(1) p (1) TFE (5.52)

On the other hand, the invariance of WW under the CP transformation CP requires:
YV(—7*) = Xl X V(1) X1,
V(-1 = X5 Xp yr(r) XI . (5.53)
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From eqs. (5.52) and (5.53), at the point 757 enjoying residual CP symmetry we obtain:

YHrET) =y Qe V(7).
V(5P = 94y, 9 ¥V (75F) Qr, (5.54)

where we have defined the unitary matrices:
Qp = T (167, =159, (1P) X, (6= Hya ES,L).  (5.55)

Notice that €2, is the CP transfromation matrix of the matter multiplet ¢ for the residual
gCP symmetry 'ygp o CP. The charged lepton and neutrino mass matrices are given by
M, = Y°vg and M,, = YYv2/A. Thus at the point 7 enjoying residual CP invariance we
have

Qf, MI(EPIMAET) Q1 = | M5 )M(75P)]
QO MIEP)M(7) @ = [MIT)M(T)] (5.56)

We see that the hermitian combination of the neutrino and charged lepton mass matrices
MJ(TSP)MV(TSP) and M{ (7§F) M, (7§F) are invariant under a common transformation of
the left-handed charged leptons and the left-handed neutrinos, which represents a combi-
nation of CP and modular transformations. The unitary matrix 7 should be symmetric
otherwise the neutrino and the charged lepton mass spectrum would be constrained to be
partially degenerate [110]. Furthermore, one can always go to the basis in which Q; = 1 by
performing basis transfromation. Then the conditions eq. (5.56) fulfilled at the CP fixed
point 757 imply that both Dirac and Majorana CP phases are trivial [110]. Therefore val-
ues of moduli deviating from residual CP symmetry fixed points (the fundamental domain
boundary or the imaginary axis) are required to accommodate the observed non-degenerate
lepton masses and a non-trivial Dirac CP phase.

6 Modular invariance with multiple moduli

More fundamental theory at high energy generally involve extra dimension. For instance,
it is known that superstring theory can only be consistently defined in 10 dimensional
spacetime, the extra 6 dimensions have to be compactified in the form of a Calabi—Yau
manifold. As a consequence, the low energy effective theories at our 4D universe have
multiple moduli which depend on the geometry of extra 6 dimensions. In this section,
we shall study the scenario of several moduli 71, 73, ..., 7y from the bottom-up approach,
starting with factorizable moduli, before discussing non-factorizable generalisations based
on symplectic modular invariance, Siegel modular groups and automorphic forms.

6.1 Factorizable moduli

Firstly we consider the direct product of several modular transformation groups I'' x I'? x
... x '™ where each IV for j = 1,..., M is the SL(2,Z) group. The modulus field for each
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modular symmetry I'V is denoted as 7;. As shown in Eq. (3.2), any modular transformation
7 in IV acts on the modulus 7; as follows [210]

CLjTj + bj

A R} ey 6.1
C]T]+dj’ IYJ 6 b ( )

Vit T VT =
while other modulus 7; is invariant under v;, i.e., v;7; = 7; for i # j. Analogous to Eq. (3.8),
each modular group IV has the principal congruence subgroup IV (N;), and a series of finite
modular groups F]@j =IY/TY(N;) and F?Vj =TIY/ £ TY(N;) can be defined. Notice that N;
is unnecessary to be identical to N; for i # j. Thus the finite modular group is extended
to the direct product of several finite modular groups F}Vl X F?VQ X e X F%M, and any ngj
could be T’ ]ffj.
The modular transformation of a generic chiral superfield ®; is characterized by the
modular weight k7 ; and the unitary representation p, ; of F?Vj under each modular group
I/, ie.,

o= I m+d)™ Q@ pei(y)er, (6.2)
j:17"'7M ]:1,,M
where ) denotes the outer product of the representation matrices for py, 1, pr; 2, -, Pr; M-

In the framework of the A/ = 1 global supersymmetry, the most general action invariant
under the extended modular group can be written as

S = /d4$d29d29 ,C((I)[,(T)[;Tl, cees TM»T1, ...,7]\/[) + |:/ d*zd?6 W(‘IJ],TI, ...,TM) + h.c.
(6.3)

Invariance of the action § under Egs. (6.1, 6.2) requires the invariance of the Kéhler poten-
tial up to a Kéhler transformation. Similar to the case of single modulus, the requirement
of invariance of the Ké&hler potential can be easily satisfied and many terms are allowed.
For illustration, the minimal K&hler potential is taken as usual.

M
K(@[,@[;Tl, cees TMsT1, ...,7M) = — Z hj log(—iTj + i?j)
j=1

DD,
+ , (6.4)
ZI: H —iTj + ’L'?j)kl’j

(
j=1,...M

where all h; are positive constants. Since each modular symmetry is independent from
each other, one modulus field getting a VEV leaves the rest of the Kéahler potential still
satisfying the other modular symmetries. If all modulus fields acquire VEVs, the above
Kahler potential leads to kinetic terms for the scalar components of the supermultiplets ¢
and the modulus fields 7; as follow

6,@18*@1

(—iTj + imj)Frs

M
h;
. — 8 *.8# - 6.5
jz:; (—iTj +iT;)? SR ZI: H (6.5)
j=1,...M
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The superpotential W(®; 7, ...,7ar) is in general a holomorphic function of the moduli
T1,...,Ty and superfields ¢;. Modular invariance imposes strong constraint on the super-
potential VW which can be expanded in power series of ®; as

W((I)[;Tl,...,TM) :Z Z (Yh.--fnq)h'”q)fn)l . (66)
n {[17... 7[n}
For each term to be modular invariant, the modular forms Y7, 7, should transform as

™) = Y1 10 (V171 oo, YMTM)
M

M
= H(chj + dj)ky’j ®pry,j(7j)yll...ln (T15 -0y TM) (6.7)
J=1 J=1

Yh...In(Tla

satisfying the conditions

kyj=Fkn;+- - kp,;,
Pry,j @ Prr & .. Qpr, 31, (6.8)

forj=1,...,M.

6.2 Symplectic modular invariance

Siegel modular forms can be thought of as modular forms in more than one variable, they
generalize the usual single variable modular forms on SL(2,Z) in that group SL(2,Z) is
replaced by the Siegel modular group I'y = Sp(2¢,Z) and the upper half plane is replaced
by the Siegel upper half plane H,, where the integer g > 1 is called the degree or genus.
The Siegel modular group I' = Sp(2g,Z) arises as the duality group in string Calabi-Yau
compactifications [140, 201, 202, 211-219]. Siegel modular forms are relevant in the context
of string one-loop corrections [220, 221].

The Siegel modular group I' = Sp(2g,Z) is the group of 2g x 2g matrices with integer
entries and satisfy the symplectic condition

0 1 A B
g

where the superscript ¢ denotes the transpose, and all the four blocks A, B, C, D are
g dimensional matrices with integer elements. Thus blocks A, B, C and D satisfy the
conditions,

A'C=C'A, B'D=D'B, A'D-C'B=1,, (6.10)

or equivalently
AB'=BA', CD'=DC", AD'-BC'=1,. (6.11)

For the lowest genus g = 1, the above symplectic condition is exactly the condition of unit

determinant of 7. Consequently the Siegel modular group I'1 = Sp(2,7Z) is exactly identical

1

with the usual modular group SL(2,Z). For any element v € T'y, both 4* and v~! are also

_ Dt —Bt
vt = (—Ct At ) : (6.12)

elements of I'y with
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The single modulus 7 in the upper half plane is generalized to the Siegel upper half plane H,

which is represented by g X g symmetric complex matrices with positive definite imaginary

part21,

Hy = {7’ € GL(g,C) | ' =7, 1Im(7T)> O} . (6.13)

The action of v € I'y on the Siegel upper half plane H, is defined as follow,
T —~7 = (AT + B)(Cr + D). (6.14)

The Siegel modular group I'y can be generated by the generators S and T; with

s=( % o) n-(l B (6.15)
~1, 0 0 1,

where {B;} is a basis for the g x g integer symmetric matrices. Notice that S coincides
with the invariant symplectic form J satisfying S? = —14,. For the case of g = 2, without
loss of generality we could choose

(i) m=(01) »-(03) (616

Under the action of generators S and T;, the modulus 7 transforms as:
T;
T—=—-T ", T—T+B,. (6.17)

In a similarly way as the single modulus case, we can define the principal congruence
subgroups I'g(n) of level n as

Ty(n) = {7 ely ‘ v =13, (mod n)} , (6.18)
where n is a generic positive integer, and I'g(1) = I'y. The group I'y(n) is a normal subgroup

of I'y, and the quotient group I'y,, = I'y/T'y(n), which is known as finite Siegel modular
group, has finite order [222, 223|:

’Fg,n

— oo T T (- pék), (6.19)

pln 1<k<g
where the product is over the prime divisors p of n. For the simplest case of g = 1, we have
3 1
Pral =n* [0 = 5). (6.20)
pn

This is consistent with the dimension formula of SL(2,7Z,) (224, 225].

21The modulus 7 can be parameterized as 7 = X +14Y where both X and Y are real symmetric matrices
with Y # 0, and all the eigenvalues of Y are positive. This is exactly the condition of Im(r) > 0 in
Eq. (6.13).
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Modular group SL(2,Z)=T

Siegel modular group Sp(2g,7Z) =T,

= (2

a,b,c,d €7

=

A,B,C,D € GL(g,Z)

1
ad —bc =1 ytjq,:{]’(]:<0 g>
-1, 0

H, = {r € C|Im(1) > 0} H, = {7’ € GL(g,C)|mt = 7,Im(7) > 0}
7'—)77':‘;:_"_"3 T =1 =(Ar+B)(Ct+ D)™ "
I'(N) ={y € SL(2,Z)|y =15 mod N} | T'y(N) = {y € Sp(29,Z)|y = 15y mod N}
Iy = SL(2,7)/T(N) Tyn = 5p(29,Z)/Ty(N)

Y (y7) = (er +d)*Y (), ~veT(N) Y (y7) = [det(CT 4+ D) Y (1), ~€T,(N)

Table 9. The comparison between the modular group SL(2,7Z) and the Siegel modular group
Sp(2g,7Z), where g is a positive integer and it corresponds to the genus. Notice that Sp(2,7Z) is
isomorphic to SL(2,7Z).

6.2.1 Siegel modular forms and gCP in symplectic modular invariant theory

The Siegel modular forms Y (7) of integer weight & and level n at genus g are holomorphic
functions of the moduli 7, and they fulfill the following transformation properties under the
principal congruence subgroups I'y(n):

A B

Y (y7) = [det(CT + D)}kY(T), N = (C D

) €Ty(n). (6.21)
For lower levels n = 1,2, by taking v = —1, in Eq. (6.21), we can see that the Siegel
modular forms at genus g of weight k vanish if kg is odd. The Siegel modular forms of given
weight k, level n and genus g expand a linear space My (I'y(n)) of finite dimensional [144]
and there are no non-vanishing forms of negative weight [144]. The product of two Siegel
modular forms of weight k, k' at level n and genus g is a Siegel modular form of weight
k + k'. The full set of Siegel modular forms with respect to I'g(n) form a positive graded
ting M(Ty(n)) = B0 Mi(Ty(n)).

The Siegel modular forms of weight k, level n and genus ¢ are invariant up to the
automorphy factor [det(Ct + D)J¥ under I'y(n) but they transform under the quotient
group 'y, = I'y/Ty(n). Similar to the case g = 1 [143, 147|, it is always possible to
choose a basis {Y;(7)} in the space My (I'y(n)) such that the action of I'y on the elements
of the basis is described by a unitary representation p, of the finite Siegel modular group
Lgn =Tg/Tg(n) [226]:

Yi(y7) = [det(CT + D) pe(7)iYi(7), v = (é g) €ly. (6.22)

At variance with Eq. (6.21), where only transformations of I'y(n) were considered, in the
previous equation the full Siegel modular group I'y is acting. The comparison between the
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modular group SL(2,Z) =T and the Siegel modular group Sp(2g,7Z) =T', is summarized
in table 9. One see that I'y is a natural generation of I' at high genus g, and the matrix
elements a, b, ¢, d are replaced by A, B, C, D which are g X ¢ integer matrices, and the
automorphy factor ¢7 + d is replaced by det(Ct + D).

Then the modular invariant theory with single modulus sketched in section 3.4 can be
straightforwardly generalized to the case with multiple moduli based on the Siegel modular
symmetry I'y. Analogously each terms of the superpotential should be invariant under the
finite Siegel modular group I'y ,, and its modular weight should be zero. Moreover, similar
to the case of single modulus discussed in section 5.1, the consistent CP transformation of
the matrix 7 is determined to be [203]

*

r <5, Top = —T", (6.23)

up to a Siegel modular transformation. Combining the above CP and Siegel modular
transformations, we get the extended Siegel modular group I'; = GSp(2g,7Z) and the full

symmetry transformation of the complex moduli is

5 (Ar+ B)(CT+ D),

7 2P (LAt 4 BY(—Cr* + D)L, (6.24)

A B
where v = ( o D) is the Siegel modular transformation satisfying v*Jy = J. The CP

symmetry acts on a generic matter chiral supermultiplet ¢ as follows,

p(z) B Xop(ap) (6.25)

where X, is a unitary matrix in the flavor space. The consistency between the CP symmetry
and modular symmetry requires X, should fulfill the following conditions [203],

X p(S) Xo = pe(STY, Xy pH(T) Xt = (T (6.26)

In the same fashion as section 5.3, one can show that CP transformation of the modular

form multiplets is identical with that of single modulus case, i.e.,

Yo(r) 5 ya(—r) = AL X, Y (1) (6.27)

r r

with AN X, X[ = 69 1, where a, b label linearly independent modular form multiplets of
the same type. In the basis where the matrices p,(S) and py(7;) are symmetric and unitary,
the gCP transformation would coincide with the canonical CP X, = 1 and one can always
work with modular forms Y*(7) with A% = 0%,

6.2.2 Invariant loci in moduli space and reduced finite Siegel modular group
From Eq. (6.19), we see that the order of the finite Siegel modular group I'y, increases

quickly with the genus ¢g and level n. At the genus g = 2, we have [226]

oo = Ss, T'a3=Sp(4,F3), (6.28)
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and
[T22| =720, |Iy3[ = 51840. (6.29)

Note that Sg is the permutation group of six objects, and Sp(4, F3) is isomorphic to the
double covering of Burkhardt group. However, Sg has no three dimensional irreducible
representations to which the three generations of left-handed lepton fields are usually as-
signed??.

Small finite Siegel modular groups can be obtained by restricting the theory to a subre-
gion  of the moduli space H,4 [226]. We define a region © whose points 7 are individually
left invariant under the action of a subgroup H of I'y, i.e.

ht=71, heH, Tel (6.30)

Because Y7 = —v7, we also consider the projective group H = H/{+15,}. Both H and
H are called stabilizers. The group N(H) that, as a whole, leaves the region € invariant
includes the elements « of I'; such that:

yr =1, 7 e, (6.31)
which requires
v lHy=H. (6.32)

Therefore N(H) is the normalizer of H. Analogously we can define the principal congruence
subgroup of N(H), denoted as N(H,n):

N(H,n) = {fy e N(H) ‘ 4 =1,y (mod n)} . (6.33)

Obviously N(H,n) is a subgroup of I'g(n), and it is also a normal subgroup of N(H).
The finite modular subgroup N,,(H) corresponding to the modular subgroup N(H) is the
quotient group

N,(H) = N(H)/N(H,n), (6.34)

which is a subgroup of finite Siegel modular group I'y,. In short, we can consistently
truncate the moduli space to the subspace §, and substitute I'; and Ty, with N(H) and
N, (H), respectively. As a result, in our supersymmetric action we can restrict the moduli
7 to the region €, which supersedes the full moduli space H4, and replace the group I'y
with N(H). An element v of N(H) induces the transformation laws

{T—>77':(AT+B)(C’T+D)_1 (AB
v =

or — [det(CT + D)]kfprI ()1 C D) € N(H), (6.35)

where py, () is a unitary representation of a finite group N, (H).

22The Ss group has two one-dimensional, four five-dimensional, two nine-dimensional, two ten-
dimensional and one sixteen-dimensional irreducible representations.
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The genus 2 Siegel modular invariant theories is the simplest non trivial generalization
of modular invariant supersymmetric theories studied in [138, 139, 143|. The moduli space
Ho has complex dimension 3 and describes 3 moduli:

T3 T2

r= (Tl T3> . det(Im(r)) >0,  Tr(Im(r)) > 0. (6.36)

The invariant loci in Siegel upper half plane Hz have been classified by Gottschling [227—
229]. It is established that Ho has two inequivalent invariant loci of complex dimension

0
0 7 T3 T1
five inequivalent invariant loci of complex dimension one,
) 1/2 2
7 0 7 w 0 ’ 1 0 , 1 / ’ 1 7'1/ 7 (6.38)
07 0 m 0mn 1/2 m /2 T
and six independent isolated fixed points,
1 . .
s(n—1 0 0 3 (21 0
o 20 =1 (10} (w0} W3 9T, (6.39)
5(n—1) n 04 0w 3 \12 01

with ¢ = e¥™/% p = %(1 +i2v/2), w = €2>™/3. The corresponding stabilizers H, the
normalizers N (H) and the finite modular group Ny (H ) for each locus are given in Ref. [226].

two,

It is remarkable that the restricted finite modular group No(H) has small order and it is
promising as a flavor symmetry. For instance, No(H) is isomorphic to (S5 x S3) x Z3 and
Sy X Zs respectively for the two-dimensional loci in Eq. (6.37). Fermion mass models based
on symplectic modular symmetry are given in Refs. [203, 226, 230].

6.3 Multiple moduli and automorphic forms

The modular flavor symmetry with single modulus can be naturally generalized to more
general supersymmetric modular invariant theories involving multiple moduli, where a dis-
crete subgroup I' of a non-compact Lie group G plays the role of flavour symmetry and
the symmetry breaking sector spans an Hermitian Symmetric Space which is a coset space
of the type M = G/K, here K is a maximal compact subgroup of G [226]. Then the
modular forms which are building blocks of Yukawa couplings, would be replaced by the
more general automorphic forms [226].

It is notable that the well-known moduli space H = {7 € C|Im(7) > 0} can be equiva-
lently defined as the quotient space G/K [143|, where G = SL(2,R) and K = SO(2) is a
maximal compact subgroup of G. To be more specific, a generic element g of SL(2,R) can
be decomposed into the product of two matrices:

(VY x/\Y _ [cosf —sind
SL(2,R)9g_<O 1/ i k, y>0, k = sind  cosd | (6.40)
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where k belongs to K = SO(2), while the first factor in the above decomposition of g is an
element of the coset SL(2,R)/SO(2). It is obvious that 79 = ¢ is invariant under the action

of K = S0(2),
. cosf —sinf . cosfi—sinf .
k”—(sme 9)_ne+9_ (6.41)

Hence any modulus 7 = z + iy (y > 0) can be reached from the fixed complex number
70 = 1 by a SL(2,R) transformation g, i.e.,

g70:<\6§ a{;:g)-i:eriy:T- (6.42)

This explicitly shows the one-to-one correspondence between the elements of H and those
of SL(2,R)/SO(2).

In a similar fashion, the generic element 7 of the multi-dimensional moduli space M
can be represented by the action of g € G on an element 7y left invariant by K:

T=g71, g9€G, (6.43)
with
h1g=m, forany he K. (6.44)

In finite discrete subgroup I' of G is chosen as the candidate flavor group, and its action on
the moduli 7 is given by
5y =(vg)10, v€ET. (6.45)

Given a normal subgroup I';,prmqi of I' with finite index, we define the finite group I fipite =
I'/Tvormai- Being finite, the finite group I'finie admits unitary representations p(vy). A
general transformation of the supermultiplets @) of each sector is characterized by the
weight k7 and the representation p(I ) of T finite:

a1, oD LM P D (e, yer, (6.46)
where j(,7) is the automorphy factor and it satisfies the so-called cocycle condition

(2, 7) = 3 (71,727)5 (72, 7) - (6.47)

In short, the modular invariance of single modulus can be naturally generalized to the case
with multiple moduli [231, 232]:

SL(2,R) — Lie group G
SO(2) —  maximal compact subgroup K C G
H=SL(2,R)/SO(2) — M=G/K
SL(2,Z) — infinite discrete subgroup I' C G . (6.48)
I'(N) — normal subgroup T'jorma C T
F;V - Ffim'te = F/Fnormal
ct +d — automorphy factor j(v,7)
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In the rigid A/ = 1 supersymmetry, a candidate minimal Kéhler potential is given by:

Knin = —hlog Z(7,7) + Y _ Z(r,7)" D>, Z(r,7) = [ (g, 70)i(&,70)] ", (6.49)
I

where h is a real constant whose sign is chosen to guarantee local positivity of the met-
ric for the moduli 7. By construction, the above potential is invariant under I' up to a
Kéhler transformation for a general choice of G, K, T', T, ,orma; and j(g, 7). Nevertheless
this is not the most general Kiahler potential invariant under I'. There are other terms
which are compatible with invariance under I' in a pure bottom-up approach. Generally
additional assumptions or inputs from a top-down approach are needed in order to reduce
the arbitrariness of the predictions [150, 151, 233, 234].

The superpotential could be expanded in powers of the supermultiplets go(l ) as follows:

W= Vi, 1,(r) o)) (6.50)

The n-th order term is invariant provided the functions Y7, (7) obey:

Vi1, (97) = (7, 1) () Y, 1 (7). (6.51)

Each term of the superpotential should be invariant under the action of I' and its total
weight should be vanishing such that ky (n) and p(*') have to fulfill

) % p(h) X oo X p(I") D1

)

ky(n)—i-k[l —i—....—i—k}]n =0, p

where 1 denotes the invariant singlet of the finite group I'finie. When we restrict to
transformation v of the group I'y,prmar in eq. (6.51), we obtain:

Y ..o, (77) = j(%T)kY(n) Y ..o, (T) s 7 € Tnormat - (6-52)

Thus the function
W(g) = j(g,70) ™ "Y1, 1, (970) (6.53)

is an automorphic form for G, K and I';ppma. The automorphic form ¥(g) is a smooth
complex function and it satisfies

\IJ(’yg) = \Il(g) ) v e I'normal s
U(gh) = j(h,70) ' ¥(g), hekK. (6.54)

Moreover, the automorphic form ¥(g) is required to be an eigenfunction of all the Casimir
operators of G and it should satisfy moderate growth condition [235-237]. The symplectic
modular invariant theory in section 6.2 corresponds to the following choice

G = 5Sp(29,R), K = Sp(29g,R)N0O(29,R), 19 =ily, I' = Sp(29,Z), Tnormar = Tg(n),
(6.55)
and the automorphy factor j(v,7) = det(CT + D). We can also choose other non-compact
Hermitian Symmetric Space as multi-dimensional moduli space which are summarized in
table 10, and the symplectic modular group is exactly the type III,.
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Type | Group G | Compact subgroup K | dim¢c G/K
Lnn | Ulm,n) U(m) x U(n) mn
IL,, | SO*(2m) U(m) tm(m—1)
IIL,, | Sp(2m) U(m) tm(m+1)
IV,, | SO(m,?2) SO(m) x SO(2) m

A\ E67_14 SO(lO) X 80(2) 16

VI E77_25 E6 X U(l) 27

Table 10. Irreducible hermitian symmetric manifolds of noncompact type and their complex
dimension [226].

7 Fermion mass hierarchies and texture zeros from modular symmetry

The modular symmetry is quite predictive by minimizing the symmetry breaking sector,
nevertheless it does not yet provide a convincing explanation of the charged lepton masses.
Usually the mass hierarchy is achieved by hand by introducing one parameter for each
charged lepton species. The values of the free parameters are adjusted to reproduce the
charged lepton masses, which are not predicted, but just fitted as in the Standard Model. In
this section, we shall review how the fermion mass hierarchies can be naturally reproduced
in the framework of modular symmetry.

7.1 Weighton mechanism

Froggatt-Nielsen (FN) mechanism is a well-known approach to understand the quark and
lepton mass hierarchies [238]. The FN mechanism assumes an additional U(1)pn flavor
symmetry under which the quarks and leptons carry various charges. The U(1)py flavor
symmetry is spontaneously broken by the vacuum expectation value (VEV) of a new “flavon”
field 6, where 6 is a neutral scalar under the SM but carries one unit of U(1)ry charge. In
the FN mechanism, the fermion Yukawa couplings (except the top quark Yukawa coupling)
are forbidden at the renormalisable level due to the U(1)py symmetry. The small effective
Yukawa couplings then originate from non-renormalisable contact operators where the FN
charges of fermions are compensated by powers of 8, leading to suppression by powers of
the small ratio (§) /Mgy, where () and M denote the VEV of 6 and the cut-off scale of
the contact interaction respectively.

The fermion mass hierarchies can be naturally reproduced in the framework of modular
symmetry through the so called weighton mechanism [239|. The mechanism is analogous
to the FN mechanism, but without requiring any Abelian symmetry to be introduced, nor
any SM singlet flavon to break it. The modular weights of fermion fields play the role of
FN charges, and a SM singlet field ¢ with ks, = 1 (i.e. weight —1). The field ¢ plays the
role of a flavon and it is called a “weighton”. This mechanism can be illustrated with the
benchmark modular invariant model for leptons in [143]. The representation and weight
assignments matter fields are assumed to be [143]:

L~(3,1), e~ (1,1), p~(1"1), 7~ (1,1), N°~(3,1), Hyq~ (1,0), (7.1)
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where the first numbers in the parentheses denote the transformation under A4 modular
symmetry and the second numbers are the modular weight. Thus the superpotential for
the charged lepton Yukawa couplings read as

W, = ae®(LY{?)1 Hy + Buc(LYS? )y Hy + 47 (LYS?) 10 Hy
= ae(L1Y1 + LoYs + L3Y2)Hg + Buc(L3Ys + L1Ys + LoY1)Hy
+7¢(LaYa + L3Y1 + L1Y3)Hy, (7.2)

where Y] 93(7) are the three independent level 3 and weight 2 modular forms given in
Eq. (4.33). Consequently the charged lepton Yukawa coupling matrix takes the following

form:
aYr, aYs aYs

Ye=|BY> BY7 BYz|. (7.3)
Y3 vYe Y

For 7 = 700 the modular triplet has a simple vaccum alignment
(Y17Y27}/3) ’T:ioo = (1>050) ) (74)

which can be seen from Eq. (4.34). Hence the charged lepton Yukawa is diagonal in the

limit 7 = 400,

a 0 0
y6|7':ioo =10 /B 0 ) (75)
0 0 «v
which implies
Me:My My =0 f:7. (7.6)

Hierarchial values of the three couplings «, 5, v are necessary to accommodate the observed
charged lepton masses. In detailed numerical analysis, the best fit values of modulus and
the free couplings are found to be |240]

() = 0.0386 + 2.23i, /o =207.908, ~/a = 3673.38, (7.7)

which is in agreement with the estimate of Eq. (7.6).

This model can be recast in natural form by introducing a single weighton ¢ which is
a SM and Ay singlet with £, = 1. The representation assignments of lepton fields are kept
intact while their modular weights are changed as follows [239],

L~(31), e~(1,-3), p°~(1",-1), r°~(1,0),
N~ (3,1), Hyq~(1,0), ¢~ (1,1). (7.8)

Then the superpotential for the charged lepton masses takes the form

¢

4 2
¢>€%L@thw+&(i> muﬁfhyﬂw+%xﬁuﬁfhwﬂm(zm

We = Q¢ (A
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which gives rise to a charged lepton Yukawa coupling matrix similar to Eq. (7.3), except
that it involves powers of ¢ controlling the hierarchies,

SRS SRR TROED CRRNOROLS

ye = IBEQEQYVZ 66%2}/1 56%2}/3 3 Q; =
YePY3 VePY2 Ve®Y1

(9)

T (7.10)

where (¢) denote the VEV of the weighton ¢ and A is a dimensionful cut-off flavor scale.
Similar to the usual driving field mechanism familiar from flavon models [241], the weighton

may be driven by a leading order superpotential term?3
4
1) ¢
Wirio = X (Yl( )W - M2> : (7.11)
fl

where x is an Ay singlet driving superfield with zero modular weight, while M is a free
dimensionful mass scale. The F-flatness condition F), = Wé% = 0 applied to Eq. (7.11)

then drives a weighton vev, (¢) = (M2M]%l/Y1(4))1/4. In the limit 7 — ioco, the above
Yukawa coupling matrix ), is diagonal and the charged lepton mass ratios are

Me : My @ My = aeq;4 : Begp : 76(2). (7.12)

It is remarkable that the electron, muon and tau masses are suppressed by ¢~)4, <;32 and qg
respectively. Assuming order one coefficients ae, Be,ve ~ O(1), the charged lepton mass
hierarchies can be naturally produced for the small parameter qB ~ 1/15. Furthermore, there
will be additional terms corresponding to higher weight modular forms, Y3(4), compensated
by extra powers of weighton fields ¢, which will give corrections to the charged lepton
superpotential [239],

6 4 3
AW, = af <i> e (LY3" )1 Ha + BLuc <j\)> (LYs D)y Hy + L7 <i) (LYs )1 Ha,
(7.13)

which are suppressed by ¢? with respect to the leading superpotential in Eq. (7.10). The
weighton mechanism can also be applied to explain the quark mass hierarchies [239, 242].

7.2 Mass hierarchies, large lepton mixing and residual modular symmetry

As shown in section 3.3, the modular group SL(2,7Z) only has three independent fixed

2mi/3 — 4y and 7p = ioo which are left invariant under the action of S,

points 7 =%, T =€
ST and T. Since certain residual symmetry listed in table 3 is preserved at the fixed points,
the modular forms has definite alignments at the modular fixed points. For example, the
weight 2 and level 3 modular forms Y] 23(7) in Eq. (4.34) in the basis of Eq. (4.32) have
the following alignments at fixed points:

(Yla}/v?a}/é) = (17070) )

T=100

23\ U(1)g symmetry in necessary in the driving field mechanism, the driving superfield x carry two unit
R charges, the weighton ¢ and Higgs superfields have R = 0 and the matter superfields have R = 1.
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(Y1,Y2,Y3)

= Y1(d) (1,1—[,—2+\/§) :

=Yi(w) (1,w, —w?/2) , (7.14)

T=1

(Y1,Y2,Y3)

T=w

with Y7(7) ~ 1.023 and Y7j(w) ~ 0.949. As a consequence, the residual modular symmetry
group would enforce some entries of the fermion mass matrix to be vanishing in proper
representation basis of the finite modular group. As the value of the modulus 7 moves
away from the fixed points, these entries will generically become non-zero. The magnitudes
of such residual-symmetry-breaking entries will be controlled by the size of the departure
of 7 from the fixed points and by the field transformation properties under the residual
symmetry group [243-247|. This is shown in what follows.

After electroweak symmetry breaking, the fermion mass term can be generally written

as24

L =i Mij(T)9; . (7.15)

The matter superfields wi(c) can be arranged into a column vector ¥(¢) transforming under
the finite modular symmetry

5 (er+d)Fp(y) i, W D (er+d) T pt(y) ¥l (7.16)

where p(vy) and p°(y) are representations of the finite modular group I'y or I'y,. Hence each
entry M(7);; is a modular form of level N and weight K = k + k¢, and modular invariance
requires the mass matrix M (7) to transform as

M(r) & M(y7) = (er + d)X p°(7)" M (7)p(7)". (7.17)

One can use this transformation rule to constrain the form of the mass matrix M (7) by
taking 7 to be close to the modular fixed points and setting v to the residual symmetry
generator.

e T — 100

In modular symmetry models with 7 in the vicinity of ¢c0, it is convenient to choose the
T-diagonal basis p((T') = diag(pgc)). The multiplication rule 7% = 1 in Eq. (3.10,
3.12) implies generally (p$p;)* = (P4 with ¢ = €™/ and 0 < p;; < N. Then
Eq. (7.17) implies that the entries M;; can be expanded as [245]:

M;;(1) = ag qﬁ}j + a1 qi}'ﬁN +aggPi N 4 . g =exp (2miT/N) qn = e2mit/N
(7.18)
2nIm(7)/N

in the vicinity of ico. Hence M;; is of order O(ePi) with € = |gn| = e~

o T W

For the analysis of models where 7 is in the vicinity of 797 = w, it is convenient
to switch to the basis where the product ST is represented by a diagonal matrix,

ie., pld(ST) = diag(pgc)), where the diagonal elements are power of w because of

24For Majorana fermions, 1 and ¢ are identical and this implies k& = k and p® = p.
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(ST)® = 1. Depending on the transformation matrices p(®(ST) and the modular
weights k and k¢, it turns out that the entries M;; ~ O(elid) for wXpép; = whs with
[245].

T—w
T—w?

l;j =0,1,2, where € =

o T 1

In this case, it is convenient to switch to the basis where the modular generator S
(c)

is represented by a diagonal matrix with p()(S) = diag(p; '), where the diagonal

elements are powers of i because of S* = 1. It is found that the entries M;; ~ O(e")
[245].

for Z'Kpfpj = (—=1)™ with n;; = 0,1, where € = :—jrz

In short, each entry M;; the fermion mass matrix is of order O(¢€'), where € param-
eterises the deviation of 7 from the fixed points, and the power [ can be extracted from
products of factors which correspond to representations of the residual symmetry group.
It is notable that the value of [ only depends on the representations of the matter fields.
The fermion mass matrices in the vicinity of modular fixed points have been analyzed for
the homogeneous finite modular groups I'y of levels N < 5, it is found that hierarchical
spectra can be obtained for a small list of representation pairs [245|, the most promising of
which are collected in table 11. Here the coupling constants in modular flavor models are
assumed to be of the same order of magnitude, and the modular forms should be properly
normalized [248|. Furthermore, it is claimed that the modular invariant models exhibit a
universal behavior around the fixed points, and the scaling of fermion masses and mixing
parameters is independent of the details of the theory [246, 247].

The three generations of left-handed lepton fields are usually assigned to a triplet of
flavor symmetry in order to produce the large lepton mixing angles. In the symmetry limit
with 7 at the fixed points, the charged lepton and neutrino sectors would share the same
residual symmetry so that the lepton mixing matrix would be block diagonal [70] if the
lepton masses are non-degenerate. Hence the triplet assignment of left-handed leptons is
disfavored in the vicinity of modular fixed points. There are only four cases in which the
deviation of 7 from the fixed point can generate hierarchical charged-lepton masses together
with the viable lepton mixing [245, 249,

(i) L~1®1®1, E€~ 1@®r, where 1 is some real singlet of the flavour symmetry, and
r is some (possibly reducible) representation such that r 2 1;

(iil) L ~ 1®1® 1% E° ~ 1" @ r, where 1 is some complex singlet of the flavour
symmetry, 1* is its conjugate, and r is some (possibly reducible) representation such
that » 2 1,1%;

(iii) all charged-lepton masses vanish in the symmetric limit, i.e. the corresponding hierar-
chical pattern involves only positive powers of ¢, e.g. (€, €2, €3). The small tau lepton
mass in comparison to the electroweak scale could be explained in this case, and the
three left-handed leptons can be a triplet of the modular group;

(iv) all light neutrino masses vanish in the symmetric limit, i.e. L decomposes into three
(possibly identical) complex singlets none of which are conjugated to each other.
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N Iy (or I'y) Mass ratios Modulus 7 Viable r ® r¢
2 S (1,€,€2) T~ w 2e10e1e1" o1
T~W 1,91,01,]01,®1, ®1)]
_ 2
3 Fé_T’(orA4) (1,e,€%) . [1(1@1&@1:1]@[11)@11)@1;”
T with 1, # (1,)*
Lee 84, 0r 2010 or 2@ 10)]
(7€a6) T=W ®[1b@1b€912]
3®201,or 1131,
/
4 54(01‘54) 3/®[2@1l,0r1@1/@1/]7
3 ~ 7 ~ ~ - ~ ~ ~
(L,e€) T 0 Yopoloieiei)
3020l ooliel el
5 AL (or As) (1,¢,¢h) T ~ §00 33
Table 11. Hierarchical mass patterns which can be realized in the vicinity of symmetric

points [245]. These patterns are unaffected by the exchange r <> r¢ and may only be viable
for certain weights, where r and r¢ are representation of 1 and ¢ respectively. Subscripts run
over irreps of a certain dimension, and 17/ = 1, for N = 3, while 17/ = 1, for N = 4. Primes in
parenthesis are uncorrelated. Notice the representations without a hat have a direct correspondence
with I'y representations, while the hatted representations are specific to I'y.

Motivated by the model independent and universal behaviors around the modular fixed
points, a concrete model with the S} modular symmetry has been constructed, and the
light neutrino masses are generated by the type-I seesaw mechanism [245]. The modular
transformations of the lepton fields are assumed to be

-~ ~

Li,Ly~(1,2), L3~ (1,2), E°~(3,4), N°¢~(3,1), (7.19)

where the first numbers in the parenthesis denote the transformations under S and the
second numbers are the modular weights. The corresponding superpotential for lepton mass
reads [245]:

W=l (Vg By ) Fa (vg By ) )

+ ag (Yo' BLs) +au (Y E°L ) +as (3*9E°Ls) | Ha

(4,3) (4.3) (4.3) (7.20)
+ o (ONL) o (VMINCL) 4 gs (VRONOLs) | HL
3 1 3 1 3 1
A (Y2(4’2)(NC)2)1 .
Since L7 and Lo are indistinguishable, one of the constants «;, with ¢ = 1,...,4, are

effectively not an independent parameter and can be set to zero by a suitable rotation
without loss of generality. We choose to set as = 0. All the coupling constants are
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enforced to be real by the gCP symmetry, and consequently the model depends on 9 effective
parameters including Re7 and Im 7. The best fit value of the modulus is found to be 7 ~
—0.496 + 0.877¢ which is close to the fixed point w, the charged lepton mass hierarchies are
produced without fine-tuning [245|, and the leptonic Dirac CP violation phase is predicted
to be around m. See [245] for more numerical results. The closeness of the modulus to the
modular symmetry fixed points can also help to explain the quark mass hierarchies [250,
251|. Furthermore, it is shown that the modular symmetry models exhibit a universal
behavior in the vicinity of fixed points, independent of details of the models such as the
modular weights and representation assignments of matter field under the finite modular
groups [247, 252].

7.3 Texture zeros and modular symmetry

Texture zero is an interesting attempt to understand the patterns of fermion masses and
flavor mixing, it assumes that some entries of the fermion mass matrices are vanishing in
order to reduce the number of free parameters [253-255]. A typical example is the Fritzsch-
type quark mass matrices|256, 257|:

0 A, 0 0 Ay 0
M,=|A: 0 B,|, Mg=|47 0 Bg|. (7.21)
0 B C, 0 B: Cy

It relates the Cabibbo angle 6 to the ratio between the down and strange quark masses
via
tanfc ~ ,/ —, (7.22)

which is the Gatto-Sartori relation [258]. As regard the texture zero of lepton sector, in
the basis of diagonal charged lepton mass matrix, the Majorana neutrino mass matrix can
have at most two zero entries and only seven out of the total fifteen two-zero textures are
compatible with current experimental data at 30 level [259-262],

0 0 x 0 x0 x x 0 x 0 X
A |0 x x|, Ag: | x , Bi:|x0x], By:]0x x|,
X X 0 X 0 x X x x 0
x 0 x X X 0 X X X
B3:|00x]|, Bsg:|[xxx]|, C:|x0x], (7.23)
X X 0x0 x x 0

where X denotes an arbitrary complex number. The phenomenology of texture zeros in
both quark and lepton sectors have been widely studied in literature, see Refs. [263, 264| for
reviews. Systematical and complete analyses of all possible texture zeros have been carried
out for both quark [265] and lepton mass matrices [266]. It is found that the predictivity
of pure texture zero models is quite weak and the predictive mass matrices need relations
among the non-zero matrix elements. The most straightforward way to impose vanishing
Yukawa couplings is by enforcing them with Abelian flavour symmetries [267-269|. In such
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0 x x
CP X X X
X X X
0 x x X X X x x 0
Cél) x 0 x ,Céz) X X X ,CéB) x x 0
X X X 00 x X X X
X x 0 x 0 x 0 x x
Cél) X X X ,Céz). x 0 X ,Cég) x 0 X
00 x 0 x x X x 0
X x 0 0x0 0 x x
Cil) x x 0 ,Cf) x 00 ,Cf’) x 0 X
00 x X X X 00 x
0 x0
Cél). x 00
0 0 x

Table 12. Texture-zero classification for the (rank-3) charged fermions mass matrices which can
be realised from 7" modular symmetry, up to row and column permutations. In the notation of
Grimus et al [266], Cél) = 351), CéQ) = 38), Cég) = 3§l)7 Cil) = 44(5), Cf) = 451)7 Cf) = 4;1), Cél) = 651).

case, the non-zero entries of the fermion mass matrices are uncorrelated since the three
generations of matter fields are not linked by the Abelian symmetry group.

One can freely assign the modular weights of matter fields in the bottom-up approach
of modular flavor symmetry, thus the modular symmetry has the merits of both abelian
flavor symmetry and discrete non-abelian flavor symmetry. Moreover, it is known that
modular forms in certain representations of Iy, (or I'yy) are absent at lower weights. In
addition, the even weight modular forms at level N are in the irreducible representations of
' [143] while the odd weight modular forms are in the irreducible representations specific
to Iy [147]. The structure of modular forms makes the modular symmetry to be a natural
framework producing texture zeros of fermion mass matrices. Moreover, the nonzero entries
are related by modular symmetry so that modular symmetry can considerably improve the
predictive power of texture zero. The possible texture zeros of quark and lepton mass ma-
trices have been systematically analyzed in the context of 7" modular symmetry [270, 271].
The possible texture zero patterns of the charged fermions mass matrices and neutrino mass
matrix in the 7" modular symmetry are summarized in table 12 and table 13 respectively.

It was shown that the two-zero textures of the Majorana neutrino mass matrix can
be reproduced from the A4 modular group [272], where all matter fields were assigned
to Ay singlets and thus correlations among nonzero entries of lepton mass matrices are
lost. Moreover, the vanishing entries of fermion mass matrices can naturally appear [70]
if the modulus 7 is at certain modular fixed point listed in table 3. The nearest neighbor
interaction form of the quark mass matrices can be obtained at the fixed point 7 = w in
the A4 modular flavor symmetry by taking account multi-Higgs fields [273].
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X X X X 0 x
Wfl) X X X ,WI(Z) 0 x x
X x 0 X X X
0 x x X X 0
Wél) x 0 X ,WQ(Z) x x 0
X X X 00 x
0 0 x X x 0
Wél) 00 x ,W:,EQ) x x 0
X X X 000
0 0 x 0x0 x 00 x 00
wh:loox |, WP [ xxo|, wPloxo|, w¥:| 00 x
x x 0 000 000 0 x0
0 x0
w00
000

Table 13. Texture-zero patterns for the Majorana neutrino mass matrix M, which can be realised
by 7" modular symmetry, up to row and column permutations. Notice that only Wl(l), WQ(Q),
Wg(,l) , 352) , Wil) and Wf) can be obtained if neutrino masses are described by the Weinberg
operator. On the other hand, all the above textures except Wf) can be achieved if neutrino masses
are generated via the minimal type I seesaw mechanism. The above texture zeros of neutrino mass
matrices have been discussed in [266], see Ref. [271] for the notation correspondence between ours
and those of [266].

8 Examples of modular models

In this section we apply the formalism of the previous sections to some examples of concrete
models. We begin with some general model building considerations and an overview of
models in the current literature. We then discuss a general class of models of leptons based
on A4 before turning to minimal models of leptons (and quarks) based on S with a single
modulus field. Finally we discuss a model of leptons based on three Sy groups with three
moduli fields, the Littlest Modular Seesaw model, so called because it is highly predictive.

8.1 General model building considerations and overview of models

In general, the building blocks of modular flavor symmetry models are modular forms of level
N and matter supermultiplets ¢ which transform in representations p, of a finite modular
group I'y (or I'y) and carry certain modular weights k,. When considering a particular
model, one has to specify both p, and k, of each matter field?®, then it is straightforward
to write out the modular invariant superpotential for fermion masses by using the modular
forms of level N listed in Appendix C.

Z5The representation pe and weight k. of matter fields can be freely assigned in bottom-up models, while
they could possibly be fixed in the top-down approach [150, 151, 233, 234, 274].
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Many modular flavor symmetry models for lepton masses and mixing, based on different
choices of level, modular weights and representations of matter fields have been proposed.
Moreover, the modular symmetry has been also extended to the quark sector to describe
the flavor structure of both quarks and leptons with a common modulus 7. A summary of
the modular invariant models in the current literature is given in table 14.

In modular invariant models for leptons, the three generations of lepton doublets are
usually assigned to be an irreducible triplet of the finite modular group I'y or I in or-
der to minimize the number of free parameters and the Kéahler potential is assumed to
be the minimal form otherwise additional free parameters and sizable corrections would
be invoked [149, 270]. The superpotential of charged leptons usually depends only 3 di-
mensionless parameters. The latter are adjusted to reproduce the charged lepton masses.
All the remaining physical observables such as neutrino masses and lepton mixing angles
and CP violation phases are usualy determined by the VEV of modulus 7 and additional
two (or three) free couplings. The gCP symmetry could enforce the couplings to be real
in certain representation basis and the predictive power of the model would be improved
further. Hence the modular invariant models could involve a small number of free param-
eters, and they can predict not only the lepton mixing but also lepton masses. Moreover,
modular symmetry has been used to address the strong CP problem [275, 276], and it is also
exploited to new physics beyond SM [277-289|. The moduli in modular flavor symmetric
models may possibly play the role of inflaton [288, 290)].

I'n/Ty leptons alone quarks alone leptons & quarks
N =2 Ss [154, 291, 292] [293] —
N_s3 Ay [70, 143, 154, 200, 240, 272, 293-315] | [250, 316-318] | [155, 239, 319-322]
T [147, 271, 323 — [270, 324]
N4 Sy [70, 161, 162, 210, 325-330] — [156]
Sh [178, 331] [332] [164, 333]
N—s As [157, 163, 327, 334] — —
AL [285, 335-337] — [165]
N—g %‘i?xﬁz} — [?i8] —
EEE [155]
No7 F/7 [159] — —
I’ — — —

Table 14. Summary of modular invariant models based on SM gauge group.

8.2 Overview of A4, modular models

The study of modular symmetry initiated from the modular group A4 [143], it is instructive
to recapitulate the A4 modular invariant lepton model since it comprises all the essential
features of the modular symmetry models. The model is realized at level N = 3, and light
neutrinos get their masses via the type I see-saw mechanism. Both the left-handed lepton
fields L and the right-handed neutrino fields N¢ are assumed to be triplet of A4, and the
three right-handed charged leptons e¢, u¢ and 7¢ are assigned to transform as A4 singlets
1, 1”7 and 1’ respectively. All the lepton fields carry one unit of modular weight, and the
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Higgs fields H,, 4 are invariant under A4 with zero modular weight, i.e.
L~(3,1), e~ (1,1), p~(1"1), 7~ (1,1), N~ (3,1), Hyq~ (1,0), (8.1)

where the first numbers in the parentheses denote the transformation under A4 modular
symmetry and the second numbers are the modular weight. In a standard notation, the
superpotential for the charged lepton masses is given by:

W, = ae® (LYY Hy + Buc (LY ?) 1 Hy + v (DY) Hy | (8.2)

where Y3(2) (1) = (Y1,Y2,Y3)T denotes the irreducible triplet of level-3 weight-2 modular
forms in Eq. (4.33). The couplings «, 5 and 7 can be made real through redefinition of the
fields e®, u¢, 7¢. Using the contraction rules of two Ay triplets in Eq. (C.26), we can read
out the charged lepton mass matrix as follow,

aYy(r) aYs(r) aYa(r)
Me = ,83/2 (T) ,8Y1 (T) BYg(T) vd - (8.3)
VY3(7) AYa(r) Yi(7)

The superpotential relevant to neutrino masses is:
_ c (2) c (2) L neney. v@
Wy = g1((N° L)3s Y37 )1 Hu + 92((N L), Y5™ )1 Hu + SAL(INN®)5, Y37)1,  (84)

where the phase of g1 can be absorbed into the left-handed lepton field L, while go is
complex. The Dirac neutrino mass matrix mp and heavy Majorana neutrino mass matrix
mpy take the following form

2Y1(r) —=Ys(r) —Ya(r)
My = | -Ys5(r) 2Yo(r) —Yi(7)| AL,
—YQ(T) - Yl(T) 2Y3(7’)
291Y1 () (=91 4+ 92)Y3(7) (=91 — g2)Ya(7)
Mp = | (g1 — 92)Y3(7) 291Ya(7) (=91 + 92)Yi(7) | vu- (8.5)
(g1 + g2)Ya(7) (=91 — g2)Y1(7) 291Y3(7)
The light neutrino mass matrix is M, = —MgM ]QIM p. Charged lepton masses can be

reproduced by adjusting the parameters «, 8 and «, while neutrino masses and the lepton
mass matrix depend also on additional five parameters: one overall scale |g;|?v2 /AL, the
complex combination ga/g; and the 7 VEV. This model can accommodate both normal
ordering and inverted ordering neutrino mass spectrum. The best fit values of the free
parameters as well as the neutrino masses and mixing parameters at the best fit points are
shown in table 15.

In the above original A4 modular model [143], the right-handed lepton fields e¢, u¢ and
7¢ have the same modular weight and they transform as different A4 singlets. In fact, we can
distinguish e, ¢ and 7¢ through the combination of modular weights and representation
assignments under Ay. If two or all of e, u® and 7¢ are assigned to the same A, singlet
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Goodness of fit against NuFit 5.2 values without SK atmospheric data
2,2
XCin | Re(r) | In(r) | lg2/n | arg(ge/q1) | ‘B (eV) | avg(MeV) | B/a /o
NO 1.921 0.049 2.264 1.109 1.899 0.049 0.360 210.767 3581.720
sin? 015 | sin® 613 | sin? 6oz | dop/m o /T as1/T mi(eV) ma(eV) ms(eV) |mpgal(eV)
0.303 | 0.0220 | 0.575 1.416 0.023 1.014 0.0985 0.0988 0.1105 0.0985
P g Z ,72 1
X | Be(r) | In(r) | loo/onl | arg(oa/g1) | (V) | ava(MeV) | B/a 1/a
10 1.129 0.498 1.141 0.968 0.022 0.028 68.517 16.527 | 4.826 x 1073
sin 0y | sin? O3 | sin a3 | dop/7 g1 /T asy/m my(eV) ma(eV) mg(eV) |mgs|(eV)
0.305 | 0.0222 0.575 1.745 0.728 0.813 0.0638 0.0644 0.0405 0.0332
Goodness of fit against NuFit 5.2 values with SK atmospheric data
21}2
Xin Re(T) In(7) | |g2/91] | arg(ge/g1) %(eV) avg(MeV) Bla v/«
NO 0.129 0.284 1.871 1.123 4.651 0.032 0.362 3544.019 209.654
sin2 6y | sin?0y3 | sin6a3 | Sop/7 g1 /T asy/m my(eV) ma(eV) mg(eV) |mgs|(eV)
0.303 | 0.0222 0.445 1.298 1.944 0.933 0.0635 0.0641 0.0809 0.0629
2.2
Cin | Re(r) | In(r) | lgo/n| | arg(ge/g1) | 2L (eV) | ava(MeV) | B/a v/a
10 2.793 0.498 1.139 0.971 1.018 0.028 68.431 16.530 | 4.826 x 1073
sin 015 | sin® 613 | sin? 6oz | dop/m gy /T asy/m my(eV) ma(eV) mgz(eV) |mgag|(eV)
0.307 | 0.0222 0.564 1.731 0.728 0.812 0.0636 0.0642 0.0405 0.0331
Table 15. The best fit values of free couplings and lepton masses and lepton mixing parameters

in the original A4 modular model of Feruglio [143], we use the latest global fit results of NuFIT

vb.2

repr

without /with SK atmospheric data [82].

esentation, they could be distinguished by different modular weights. The left-handed

lepton fields are assigned to be Ay triplet in order to produce the large lepton mixing angles.

Guided by the principle of simplicity, we use the lower weight modular forms of level 3 as

muc

h as possible. Then the superpotential for charged lepton masses can take the following

ten possible forms [240]:

(e, u,7¢) ~ (1,1,1), (kee + kr, kpye + kr, kre + k1) = (2,4,6)

The modular invariant superpotential for charged lepton Yukawa couplings is given by
e (LYy )1 Hg + Bt (LYy )1 Hy + rS (DY) 1 Ha + 727 (LYs))1 Hy

ae (L1Y1 + LaY3 + L3Y3) Hy

+B1° | LV (VR = YaY3) + La(Y3 — V1Y) + Ly(V — V1Y2)| Ho

We

7¢I (YF + 2V12Y5) + La(YEYs + 2Y3Ys) + Ly(YPYa + 2Y3Y3)| Hy

g [Ll(Yg” FOV1YaYs) + Lo(VYs + 2Y2V1) + Ly(Y2Y: + 2Y12Y2)} Hy,(8.6)

where Y3(4) and Yg(?), Y:,’(?}

tively, and they are given in Eqs. (4.36, 4.37).

are weight 4 and weight 6 modular forms at level 3 respec-

(607 Hcv TC) ~ (1,5 1,5 1/)7 (kec + kL) k,uc + kln ch + kL) = (27 4; 6)

ae(LYa) 1w Hy + Bpc(LYS ) 1o Hy + i r (LY, )10 Hy + o7 (DY) 10 Hy
ae(L1Ys + LaYs + L3Y1)Hy
B[ L1 (YF = YiYs) + LoV = ViVa) + Ls(YE — YaYs) | Hy

We
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7| L (VY + 2Y2Y2) + Lo(YPYa + 2Y3Y5) + La(Y + 2 YaYs) | Hy

Fyar® [Ll(Yng FOVEYY) 4 Lo(Y2Y: + 2Y2Ys) + Ly (Y3 + 2Y1Y2Y3)} Hy. (8.7)

o (ec, /LC, TC) ~ (1”, 1//, 1//)7 (kec + kLa k,uc + kLa ch + kL) = (27 47 6)

We = ae(LYa)y Hy + Buc (DY) Hy + 1 r (LY, )1 Hy + 3o (LYS) 1 Hy

ae(L1Ys + LoYy + L3Y3)Hy
+Bu [Ll(yg CYiYa) + Lo(YE — YY) + Ly(YE — YlYg,)] H,

7| L (V2Ys + 2Y2Y3) + LoV + 2V13Y5) + Ly(VYs + 2Y3Y3) | Hy

g [Ll(Y;Y1 F2VEYs) + Lo(YE + 2V1YaY3) + Ly(Y2Ys + 2Y22Y1)} Hy. (8.8)

o (e pu7°) ~ (1,1, 1/)a (Kee + ki, k‘“c +kpykre + k) = (2,4,2)

We = ae®(LY3?)1Hy + Buc(L YY) 1 Hy + 47 (LYy) )10 Hy

= ae’(L1Y1 + LoYs + L3Ya)Hy + B’ | L1 (Y — YaY3) + Lo(Ys —

+L3(Ys — V1Y) | Hy + (L1 Y3 + LoYo + LyY1)Hy .

i (667ch7—c) ~ (17 1, 1//)7 (kec + kL? kMC + kL? kTC + kL) = (2747 2)

We = ae®(LY Y) Hy + Buc(LY{Y) Hy + y7°(LYS?)y Hy

= e(L1 Y1 + LaYs + L3Ya)Hy + Buc | L1 (Y2 — YaY3) + Lo(Vy —

+L3(Y? — V1Y) |Hy 4+ y7¢(L1Ys + LoYy 4 L3Y3)Hy.

i (ec”ucﬂ_c) ~ (1,7 1,7 1)7 (kec + ki, kﬂc + kr, kre + kL) = (274> 2)

We = aec(LY3f2))1//Hd + IBNC(LY3(4))1//Hd + ’}/TC(LY?’(2))1H[1

= ae’(L1Y3 + LoYo + L3Y1)Hy + B’ | L1 (Ys — Y1Y3) + Lo(Y§ —

+L3(Y2 — YaY3) | Hy + 47¢(L1Y7 + LoYs + L3Ys)Hy .

o (¢, 7%) ~ (U1, 17), (ke + kphye + ki koo + kr) = (2,4,2)

We = ae®(LY3?) 1 Hy + Buc(LYY) 10 Hy + 47 (LY Hy

= e®(L1Ys 4 LoYa + L3Y1)Hy + Buc| L1 (Yd — Y1Y3) + Lo(Y —

+L3(YE — YoY3) | Hy + y7(L1Ys + LoYy + L3Y3)Hy .

o (ec, ,UC, TC) ~ (1”, 1//1 1)7 (kec + kLa k‘#c + k[n k‘rc + kL) = (27 47 2)

W, = ae®(LY\))y Hy + Buc (LYY Hy + y7¢ (LY Hy

= ae(L1Ys + LoYi + L3Y3)Hy 4 Buc|L1(YE — Y1Ya) + La(YE —

+L3(YE = Y1Ya) [ Hy + 47¢(L1Y1 + LaoYs + L3Ya)Hy.
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(8.11)

Y1Y53)

(8.12)

Y2Y3)
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L4 (ecv Mca TC) ~ (1”7 1,/7 1/>7 (kec + k[n kuc + kLa kTC + kL) - (27 47 2)
W. = aet(LY )y H Ly H (LY, H
e = ae®(LYg™ )1 Hg + Bu(LYs " )1 Hg +~y7(LY3™ )1 Hy
= ae(L1Ya + LoY1 + L3Y3)Hy + Buc| L1 (Y] — Y1Y2) + La(YE — YaY3)

+L3(YE — Y1Y3) | Hy +y7(L1Ys + LoYs + L3Y1)Hy . (8.14)

° (ec”uc"rc) ~ (1, ]_”, 1/), (k‘ec + k?L,k?Mc + kr, kre + k‘L) = (2, 2, 2)

W. = ae®(LYS)) 1 Hy + (LY Hy + y7o(LY,Y) 10 Hy
= ae®(L1Y) + LyYs + LsYa)Hy + Buc(L1Ys + LyYy + LsYs)H,
+"}/TC(L11/3 + LYy + Lng)Hd , (815)

which is exactly charged lepton sector of the Feruglio’s A4 modular model [143].

If the right-handed neutrinos V¢ are assigned to be a triplet of A4, the superpotential
of neutrino masses can only take three possible forms in the scenarios with the level 3 and
weight 2 modular form [240]:

d (kNC>kL) = (Oa 2)
The neutrino superpotential invariant under the modular symmetry takes the following
form:

Wy = i (N° L)s Yi?)1 Hy + go(N°L)s, Ya2 )1 H, + A (N°N°),
=g (2Nf L1 — Nf Ly — N§ Lg)Yl + (2N§ Ly — Nf Ly — N2c Ll)Yg
+(2N5Ly — NLy — N§L1)Ya| Hy + g2 (NSLs — N5La)Ys

F(NSLy — NSLy)Ys + (NSLy — Nng,)Yg} Hy + A(NENS + 2NSNE) . (8.16)
o (ke kr) = (1,1)
Wy = g1((N° L)as Y™ )1 Hy + g2(N© L3, Ya™ )1 Hy + A((N°N°)3 Y )1
= g1 (2NfL1 — N5L3 — N5L2)Y1 + (2N§L3 — NYLy — N§L1)Y3
+(2N§Ly — NfLg — N§L1)Ya| Hy + g2 (NS s — N§L2)Yi + (N Lz — N§L1)Ys

+(N§L1 = NfLg)Va| Hy + 2A | (NENF = NSN§)Yi + (NN§ — NEN3)Ys

(NSNS — Nng)YQ} . (8.17)

o (kye k) =(1,-1)

W, = g((N® L)1 H, + A((N° N°)3_ Y3?),
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— g(NF Ly + N§ Ly + N§ L) Hy + 20| (NTNF - N§N§)Y:

(NSNS — NENS)Y; + (NSNS — Nng)YQ} . (8.18)

Combining the charged lepton sector with the neutrino sector, we have 30 simple Ay
modular symmetry model for lepton, and the experimental data can be accommodated for
the first two cases of the neutrino sector. We summarize the phenomenologically viable
models in table 16, where the predictions for the lightest neutrino masses are presented in
the last two columns for the viable models. Notice that the y? function could have more than
one local minima at which different predictions for neutrino masses and mixing parameters
are reached. A full classification of the A4 modular models with gCP is performed in [155],
and the minimal model can describe the experimental lepton data with only 7 real free
parameters.

(pecs pucs pre) | k| (Kee,kye,kre) | kne | NO (m1/meV) | 10 (m3/meV)
w1y | 2] 029 0 v (5.58) v (0.43)
' 1| (13,5 1 | v (11.94) v (25.46)
v 2] 029 0 v (5.53) v (1.53)
o 1| (1,3,5) 1 v (2.38) v (10.35)
vy |2 02 0 | v (11.32) v (3.99)
” 1| (1,3,5) 1 v (3.02) v (10.98)
, 2 [ (0,2,0) 0 X (- v (61.89)
LY =T a3 1 X (0 X ()
T2 (020 0 X (- v (50.55)
e A I a1 ' B R R RV PTIRY v (25.37)
R 0,2,0) 0 X () v (40.65)
” 1] (1L,31) 1 v (6.66) v (25.36)
T 121 020 0 | v (42.26) v (53.67)
W) S 131 1 | v @) v (10.17)
L 2 | (0,2,0) 0 X () v (22.78)
WY ST a3 [ 1| V61 v (10.45)
T2 020 0 | + (42.36) Vv (44.84)
WY ST a3y |1 | v (.0 X ()
2 020 0 | v (42.39) vV (48.58)
A R TWE T | v (98.50) v (10.5)

Table 16. Summary of A, modular symmetry models for leptons. In the last two columns, we use
“¢” (“X”) denote the models which are (not) compatible with the global fitting results of NuFIT
v5.2 without SK atmospheric data [82] at 3o level, and the preditions for the lightest neutrino mass
are presented for viable models. The model in the last line is exactly the Feruglio A4 modular
models discussed earlier.
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8.3 Minimal S} modular model for leptons

This model is based on the finite modular symmetry Sy [331], the group theory of S}
and the explicit expressions of the modular forms of level 4 are listed in Appendix C.3.
The neutrino masses are generated by type-I seesaw mechanism with three right-handed
neutrinos N¢ = (N, N§, N§)T. In this model, both the left-handed lepton fields L and right-
handed neutrinos N¢ are assumed to transform as 3 under S, the first two generations of
the right-handed charged leptons EY, = (E$, ES)T are assigned to a doublet 2 of S}, and
the third right-handed charged leptons EY is a S} singlet 1. The representation and weight
assignments of the lepton fields are given by:

ppe=2®1, pr=3, pye=3, pm,=pg, =1,
kpe, =4, kye=1, kp=—1, kg, =ky, =0. (8.19)

(&
1,2,3

This model can be revised into a supergravity version by simply revising the modular
weights of matter fields as kge , . = 9/2, kne = 3/2, k, = —1/2 [331].

Then one can read off the modular invariant superpotential for the lepton masses as
follow:

W, = a (EZ%LYg(?)) Ha+ (Ef)Lyg(?’))l Hy+ (E§LY§(3))1 H,,
W, = g1 (N°L), H, + A ((NCNC)z,SYf)) - (8.20)

We include gCP symmetry in this model, and consequently all coupling constants are en-
forced to be real since both modular generators S and T are represented by symmetric
and unitary matrices and all Clebsch-Gordan coefficients are real in the chosen basis of
Appendix C.3. Note that 8 would be a complex number and the phases of others can be
absorbed into fields if gCP is not considered. Using the contraction rules of S} group listed
in Appendix C.3, we find the lepton mass matrices are

(3) (3) (3) (3) (3)
20Yy"  —aYy +V3YSY  —aYy 4+ V3pY;

M, = —2@2? 3aY§f;+ﬁY§<§ \/3043&/;24—[3}%(2’3 v,
7Y§(i) Wﬁ(? ,ng(i
100 2v,7 0 0

Mp=g|00 1|va, My=A| 0 V3Y3 -vi7 |, (8.21)
010 0 _Y2(,21) \/§Y2(722)

where vy = (Hy) and v, = (H,) are VEVs of Higgs fields. Applying the famous seesaw
formula, we can obtain the light neutrino mass matrix as follow

1 0 0
2v,?)
2,2 V3v® e
_ Tqr—1 gy, 2,2 2,1
M, = =MpMy'Mp = =+ 0 TP e | (8.22)
0 v Vi)

2)2 )2 2)2 2)2
Y2,1> —3Y353 Yz(,l) _3Y2,2)
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which contributes to the atmospheric mixing angle. It is remarkable that the light neutrino
masses are fixed by the modulus 7 up to an overall scale g?v2 /A,

1 g%ﬁ 1 g%ﬁ 1 921}3

v A T @ o A T e A o2
In this model, the lepton mass matrices as well as flavor observables only depend on four
constants o, 3, 7, g?/A plus the complex modulus 7. It is the minimal modular invariant
model in the present literature as far as we know. We find that the experimental data of
lepton masses and flavor mixing can be accommodated only if the neutrino mass is normal
ordering. The best-fit values of the input parameters are determined to be?®

(1) = —0.193773 + 1.08321i, B/a = 1.73048, ~/a = 0.27031,

) o (8.24)
avg = 244.621 MeV, %02 /A = 29.0744 meV

where avg and g?v2/A are fixed by the measured values of the electron mass and the solar
mass squared splitting Am3; respectively [82]. At this best fit point, the lepton masses and
flavor mixing parameters are given by

sin? 019 = 0.328920, sin? 63 = 0.0218499, sin? fy3 = 0.506956, dcp = 1.342567,
ag1 = 1.328687, asy = 0.5443831, m./m, = 0.00472633, m,/m, = 0.0587566,
m1 = 14.4007 meV, mo = 16.7803 meV, mg = 51.7755 meV ,
mg = 16.8907 meV, mgg = 9.25333 meV, (8.25)

which are within the 3¢ intervals of the latest global fit NuFIT v5.1 without SK atmospheric
data [82]. The charged lepton mass ratios are compatible with their renormalization group
(RG) running values at the GUT scale 2 x 106 GeV, where Mgysy = 1 TeV ,tan3 = 5
is taken as a benchmark [339]. Here mg is the effective neutrino mass probed by direct
kinematic search in tritium beta decay and mgg is the effective mass in neutrinoless double
beta decay. Our predictions for these two effective neutrino masses are far below the present
experimental bounds mg < 0.8 eV from KATRIN [340] and mgg < (36 — 156) meV from
KamLAND-Zen [341] at 90% confidence level. Moreover, the neutrino mass sum is predicted
to be m1 + mo 4+ m3 = 82.9565 meV which is compatible with the upper limit of Planck
S mi < 120 meV [342].

It is notable that the light neutrino masses only depend on the complex modulus 7 up
to the overall scale g?v2/A. Therefore the experimental data of Am3,/Am3, can efficiently
constrain the range of (1), where Am2; = m3 —m? and Am3, = m3 —m? are the solar and
atmospheric neutrino mass squared differences respectively, as is shown in the blue region of
figure 10. After further including the precisely measured values of the reactor angle 613 and

26The determinant of the charged lepton mass matrix is
det[M, ()] = —96V6v3~ (B> — 30°)n'3 (7).

Consequently the small electron mass can be naturally reproduced for 8 ~ ++v/3a. This is the reason why
the best fit value 8/« = 1.73048 which is quite close to /3.
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Figure 10. The region of modulus 7 compatible with experimental data, where the gray line is
the boundary of the fundamental domain. The blue region represents the feasible range of (1)
compatible with the data Am3;/Am3; of the neutrino mass squared difference [82]. The orange
area denotes the viable region of (r) limited only by the measured values of the charged lepton
mass ratios and the reactor mixing angle 63 [82, 339].

the charged lepton mass ratios me/m,, m,/m,, the modulus VEV (1) would be limited in
two small regions around —0.19 4 1.08¢ and 0.19 + 1.08:.

Furthermore, we explore the parameter space of this minimal model. Requiring the
three charged lepton masses m. -, the three lepton mixing angles 62, 013, 63 and the
neutrino squared mass splittings Am3; and Am%, to lie in the experimentally allowed 3o
regions [82], the correlations between the free parameters and flavor observables are shown
in figure 11. We see that the atmospheric neutrino mixing angle sin? f3 is predicted to lie in
the range of [0.504, 0.510] which is in the second octant, the Dirac CP violation phase d¢cp
is in the narrow interval [1.3167, 1.3647]|. These predictions for 623 and dcp could be tested
in future long baseline neutrino experiments DUNE [343] and T2HK [344]. Moreover, the
neutrino mixing angles sin? #15 and sin” #;3 also show a certain correlation, this feature is
expected to be tested at JUNO [345] which can measure the solar angle 612 with sub-percent
precision. Moreover, the Majorana CP violation phases are also found to lie in quite narrow
regions awg; € [1.3097,1.3527] and ag; € [0.5107,0.5767]. Consequently we have a definite
prediction for the effective Majorana mass mgg in the interval [8.543 meV,10.010 meV]
which is within the sensitivity of future ton-scale neutrinoless double beta decay experi-
ments.

— 83 —



M 177 0280 T T :
f p 00243
. F!
L ] L ) i |
1101 m 0276 ] |
L ] [ Fo
0.0234f 1
1 8 Fo
[ ] [ ] |
1.091- E 0272 ] i
~ [ ] [ - F
& 5 0.022
E i
— b i L 13 1
1.08~ - 0.268 — [l
L ] L 0.0216}- 1
F
[ ] L ] !
1071 . 0264 ' 9 [
[ ] [ ¢ 0.0207} 1
F!
F ] F+
106 Lo b b L 0.,60’””\”,,“‘HMH,“,H' TN T I S S ST ST ST S S B S B | W |
—021 -020 -019 -0.18 -0.17 -0.16 1720 1724 1728 1732 1736 0.270 0.288 0.306 0324 0.342
Re(r) Bla sin6y,
LS 060 [ttt | e
Disfavored by 0v33
L ] ssl ]
14 ] 0.58 101k & =
e ] E 3 E
; —= ] <2
130 - - 0.56 1= g
& & 1 o el "7, (&) a
3] = 4 = E ’ 2 3
P 3 4 5 [ = 1
121 - 0.54|- J ¥ F--- <
] 9
1=
] z
g 3 ]
] 107 - E
L1 - 0.521 4 = 3
tolii v v e by ool v v v et 104 il e il il v
0.504  0.505 0.506 0.507  0.508 0.509 1.30 132 1.34 136 138 1.40 104 10° 1072 107! 1
sin’6y3 an/n Tiightest|€ V]
P N T
14 16 18 20

Figure 11. The predicted correlations between the input free parameters, neutrino mixing angles,
and CP violation phases in the minimal model. The plots only display the points that can reproduce
the charged lepton masses, Am3,, Am2; and all the three lepton mixing angles at 30 level [82]. In
the top-right panel, the red dashed lines are the 30 bounds of the mixing angles. In the bottom right
panel for mgg, the blue (red) dashed lines represent the most general allowed regions for normal
ordering (inverted ordering) neutrino mass spectrum, where the neutrino oscillation parameter are
varied within their 3o ranges. Moreover, the vertical grey exclusion band stands for the most radical
upper bound ), m; < 0.12 eV from Planck [342]. The horizontal grey band represents the present
upper limit mgg < (36 — 156) meV from KamLAND-Zen [341].

8.4 Extension of S modular model to quark sector without GUTs

As summarized in table 14, the modular symmetry is explored to explain the lepton masses
and mixing in most case. In a similar way, the modular symmetry can also help to under-
stand the quark mass hierarchies and CKM mixing matrix. It is highly nontrivial to address
the experimental data of both quark and lepton sectors with a single modular symmetry
in terms of a small number of free parameters. We see that 16 real input parameters [270]
or more [316, 319, 321] are required to describe the masses and mixing patterns of quark
and lepton in the models based on level N = 3 modular group. In the following, we shall
present a Sj modular symmetry model which can explain the flavor structure of quarks and
leptons simultaneously for a common value of modulus 7, and this model involves only 15
real free parameters including the real and imaginary parts of the modulus 7 [164].

This model is formulated in the framework of minimal supersymmetric standard model
(MSSM), and the gCP symmetry is imposed so that all coupling constants are real in
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our working basis. The light neutrino masses are assumed to be generated by the type-I
seesaw mechanism. The three generations of left-handed lepton doublets L and right-handed
neutrinos N¢ are assigned to two triplets 3 of S}, while the right-handed charged leptons
Ef, ES and Ef transform as 1, 1 and 1’ respectively. The modular weights of lepton fields
are chosen as kyec =0, k;, = 2, k‘Ef =2, k‘Eg =0 and k:E§ = 1. Then the modular invariant
superpotential for lepton masses is given by

We = ae(BSLYy V)1 Hy + Be(BSLYy )1 Hy + ve(ESLY, )1 Hy,
W, = i (N LYY Hy + go(N°LY3?) H,, + A(N°N); (8.26)

from which we can read out the lepton mass matrices as follows,

1 1 1
D ol o Lo o
M, = | B.Ys) BeYsd BeYad |va, My=[0 0 1]A,
3 3 3
7€Y§,(71) %Yf;(,:a) %Yé(,z) 010
291Y2(,21) 92Y3(723) *92Y3(,22)
Mp = —ngg%) \/glez(?g) —91Y2(,21)+92Y3(,21) Yu - (8.27)

92Y3(,22) —91Yéi) - 92Y3(721) \/3915/2(?2)

The phases of ae, Be, Ve, g1 and A can be absorbed by lepton fields, and the coupling g
is complex (real) without (with) gCP. As regards the representation assignment of quark
fields, we assign the left-handed quarks @ to be triplet 3 of S}, u®, ¢© and ¢¢ transform as
1, 1 and 1’ respectively under S}, the down type quarks d°, s¢, b¢ are S} singlets 1/, 1, 1/
respectively. Although both u¢ and ¢¢ are invariant under S, their modular weights are
different. The modular weights of quark fields are chosen to satisfy the relations kg =
4—kye =6—kee =3—kte =4—kge =5—kge = 5—kpe. We can read off the superpotential
of the quark sector as follows,

Wu = au(ucQY;4))1Hu + Bu(CCQY;?))lHu + PYu(CCQYg(?})lHu + 6u(thY3(3))1Hu )
Wi = aa(d°QY )1 Ha + Ba(s°QY,)) 1 Ha + 1a(s°QY,) )i Ha + 64(5°QY,") )1 Hy . (8.28)

Then the quark mass matrices are given by

@Yy y .Yy s .Yy y
M, = ﬁuY?f?,)l + %Y:J,(IG}J BUY:J,(IG,):’, + %Y3(163,3 5uY3(I6,)2 + %YS},Q Uy 5
5,y oYy SuYys
) ) )
Mq = ’Bdef’?,l + WY:%(?I)IJ BdY§f’51),3 t WY?,('BJ)I,3 ﬁdyf',(/sl)g + 7dY§f’?I,2 va - (8.29)
SaYy?) SaYyy 5y

The parameters oy, g, By,q and 6, 4 can be made real and positive by field redefinition while
Yy and 4 are complex. If the gCP symmetry is imposed on the model, all couplings are
constrained to be real, and =, and 4 are either positive or negative.
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It is notable that the model has less free parameters than the number of observable
quantities including the masses and mixing parameters of quarks and leptons. We perform
a comprehensive numerical scan over the parameter space, we find that good agreement
with experimental data can be achieved for the following value of the modulus 7 common
to quark and lepton sectors,

(r) = —0.2111 + 1.52014, (8.30)

which is mainly determined by the quark masses and CKM mixing parameters. Given
this value of 7, the charged lepton masses can be reproduced by adjusting «., 8. and e,
only two real parameters g7v2/A and ga/gy describe the nine neutrino observables: three
neutrino masses, three neutrino mixing angles and three CP violating phases. The best fit
values of the free parameters of both lepton and quark sectors are found to be

Bu/aw, = 1711.9384, 7,/ = 25512.4486, 6,/c, = 90.5459

vy = 2.9637 x 1072 GeV, Bg/ag = 234.6646, ~q4/aq = 235.3665,

6q/aq = 4.0687, agug=4.5279 x 1073 GeV, B./a. = 1.8514 x 1072,

Ye/ae = 0.0622, go/g1 = —1.3682, g = 1.2485 GeV , g?v2/A = 8.1856 meV . (8.31)

The masses and mixing parameters of quarks and leptons are predicted to be

0, = 0.22751, 07, =0.003379, 03, = 0.038885, &%, = 75.5572°,

Mu/me = 0.001908, m./m; = 0.002724, mg/ms = 0.050120, mg/mp = 0.017707,
sin? 0}, = 0.35020, sin?#i; = 0.02179, sin®fh; = 0.56443,

SLp = 266.3662°, a9 = 1.1476w, az; = 0.15157,

my1 = 3.5234 meV, mgo = 9.3013 meV, m3 = 50.0901 meV

D mi =62.9149 meV, |mgg| = 2.5405 meV . (8.32)

1

All the observables are in the experimentally preferred regions except that the solar mixing
angle 9112 is slightly larger than its 3o upper bound. The sum of neutrino masses is deter-
mined to be 62.9149 meV, this is compatible with the latest bound ), m; < 120 meV at
95% confidence level from Planck [342].

Recently a more predictive model for quark and lepton has been constructed with the
modular binary octahedral symmetry 20 27, and the experimental data can be accommo-
dated by using only 14 real free parameters [346]. It is the minimal modular invariant
model for quarks and lepton at present.

8.5 Littlest seesaw model with modular S} symmetry and three moduli

As explained in section 3.3 and summarized in table 3, there are only three modular sym-

2mi/3

metry fixed points 79 = i, € and i00 in the fundamental domain, which are invariant

27 As shown in table 7, the binary octahedral group 20 belong to the general finite modular group and
its group ID is [48, 28]. The group 20 is the Schur cover of S4 of “—” type but distinct from Sj}.
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under the action of v = S, ST and T respectively. At the fixed point 7y fulfilling yo79 = 79
in Eq. (3.15), using Eq. (4.13) and setting v = 79 and 7 = 79, we find that the weight &k
modular multiplet V¥ (7) fulfills the following relation,

pe(10) Y (0) = T (30, 70) Y (o) (8.33)

where J(v,7) = ¢ + d is the automorphy factor defined in Eq. (4.4). One can straightfor-
wardly obtain
—1i ) Y0 = S7 T0 = l
J(v0,70) =X wW?, =8T, mo=w . (8.34)
1, v =T, 19=1x

Hence the modular multiplets Yr(k) (10) at the fixed point 7y is actually the eigenvector of the
representation matrix pp (7o) with eigenvalue J=*(vp, 7). As a consequence, the alignment
of Yr(k)(To) can be easily fixed once the presentation basis is fixed.
Moreover, there are infinite fixed points in the upper half plane with 7 = /79, v =
I i—1
Y0y
the modular form at the fixed point v satisfies®®

satisfying v¢7f = 7 for any element 7/ € T', as shown in Eq. (3.19). The value of

Y () = i (') = JE (Y 70) pe (V) Y (o) (8.35)

Therefore the alignment of the modular multiplet AR (7¢) is proportional to py (' )Yr(k) (10)-
If 4/ € T(N), then py(7') = 1 so that we have only a finite number of independent directions
of Yrk) (7f) although there are infinite numbers of fixed points 7. It is sufficient to only
consider these fixed points 7¢ with 7/ € T'n(Iy). We give some fixed points and the
corresponding alignments of the triplet modular forms of level 4 in table 17, see Ref. [70]
for the complete results for all the nonequivalent fixed points.

These alignments at the fixed points could give a rich phenomenology of neutrino mixing
in the framework of tri-direct modular approach [70]. In the following, we shall present a
Littlest seesaw model with multiple modular symmetry S7* x SE x S{ [72]. In the following,
we adopt the Sy basis of Ref. [70] where the triplet representations 3 and 3’ correspond to
3’ and 3 of 72| respectively. The two columns of the Dirac neutrino mass matrix are triplet
modular forms of level 4 with the following alignment at the fixed points®’,

Ta=i+2: Y (r4) =(0,1,-1),
m=i: Yi(rg)=(1,1+v6,1-6). (8.36)

The charged lepton Yukawa coupling matrix is enforced to be diagonal through the weights
2, 4, and 6 modular forms in the triplet representation 3 of Sy at 7o = w:

e=w : Y3 () =(0,1,0), Y3 (rc)=(0,0,1), Ysh(rc)=(1,0,0).  (8.37)

28 After some algebra calculation, we can check that the modular multiplet Yr(k)(rf) also fulfills the
following property
pe ()Y (77) = T (0, 70) Vi (7).«

**The second column could also chosen as 75 = 3£, Y3<2)(TB) =(1,1-+6,1+6).
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r | Yy (1), Yoy (7) v (0), Y (r) | () Yan(r) |
i (1,14 6,1 - V6) (1,-1,-1) \[ 3)

i+1 | (L-901+iV2), -9 1+iv2) | (0,1, -w) (1,35 %)

i+2 (17%( 1+i\/§)7%(71+i\/§)) (071571) (177\% 7#)

i+3 | QLe+v0)w(l-vE) | (L-%.-%) | (Le- /D e?1+,/3)
r [ P00y ) | vaamyPo) | Yap(7) |
w (0,1,0) (0,0,1) (1,0,0)

w+1 (1,1,-3) (1,-3,1) (1,-2,-2)

wt+2 | (1,2, w) (1,w?,—%) (1, —2w?, —2w)

w+3 | (Lw %) (1,-%,w?) (1, —2w, —2w?) (0,0,0)

p/V3 | (1,4, w?) (1,0, —%) (1, —2w, —2w?)

p/V3+11] (0,0,1) (0,1,0) (1,0,0)

p/\/§+2 (17_%71) (1?17_%) (17_27_2)

p/V3+3 | (1,w% %) 1, -4, w) (1, —2w?, —2w)

Table 17. The alignments of triplet modular forms Y3 3/(7) of level 4 up to weight 6 with the
available fixed moduli in orbifolds, where p = ¢/, We have ignored the overall constant appearing
in each alignment.

Notice that the above fixed points as well as the vacuum alignments in Egs. (8.36, 8.37) are
preferred by orbifold constructions [73].

Fields | i SP S{ ka kp ke |

| Yuk/Mass | Sit SP Y ka kp ke |

L 1 1
. - i’ 8 8 _06 Yo(ro) T 1 3 0 0 6
Y,u(7¢) 1 1 3 0 0 4

ue 1 1 1 0 0 —4 K

. L1 1 0 0 ol Yo 1 1 3 0 0 2
T Ya(r4) 3 1 1 4 0 0
N¢ 1 1 1 -4 0 0

A Y5(7B) 1 3 1 0 2 0
N 1 1 1 0 -2 0
B ac 3 1 3 0 0 0 My(Ta 1 1 1 8 0 0
ooe |1 3 3 0 0 o Mp(tp 1 1 1 0 4 0

Table 18. Transformation properties of fields and modular forms (Yuk/Mass) under the modular
symmetries S5t x SP x S{ in the Littlest modular seesaw model [72].

The transformation of the matter fields and the relevant modular forms under the finite
modular symmetry group St x SP x S{" are listed in table 18, and the SU(2) doublets H, 4
are assumed to transform trivially under all flavour symmetries [72]. The superpotential in
the charged lepton and neutrino sectors is given by

Wy = [yeLYe(TC)eC + yuLYu(TC)NC + y’T’LYT(TC)TC] H,

1
1 WaL®acYa(TA)NG + ysLO®pcYp(TB)Np] Hy
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1 1
+§MA(TA)N§N§ + §MB(TB)N§N§. (8.38)

Given the specific shapes of the modular forms in Eq. (8.37), we obtain a diagonal charged
lepton mass matrix for 7o = w:

ye 0 0
Mc=10 y, 0 [wvg. (8.39)
0 0 yr

The mass hierarchies of charged leptons are not addressed in this model, and it can be
naturally explained through the weighton mechanism without affecting the remaining pre-
dictions of the model [72].

Regarding the neutrino sector, M4(74) and Mp(7p) are singlet modular forms in the
modular space Sf, S with weights k4 = 8 and kg = 4, respectively. The term NGNg
is forbidden by the symmetries, since it transforms non-trivially under both Sf and under
SP and there are no one-dimensional modular forms of weight 2 at level 4. Thus the RH
neutrino mass matrix is diagonal with

. MA(TA) 0
- (00 ”

The neutrino Yukawa couplings involve the bi-triplets flavons ® 4o and ®pc. As shown
in [210], the VEVs of ® 4¢ and ®p¢ can take the following forms

(Pac)ia =vac(Po3)ias (PBC)ma = vBC(P23)ma - (8.41)

Here again, P»3 represents the (2,3) row/column-switching transformation matrix, and o =
1,2, 3 corresponds the entries of the triplet of Sf, whilei =1,2,3 (m = 1,2, 3) corresponds
to those of Sf' (SP). The VEV in Eq. (8.41) breaks three modular Sy’s to a single modular
Sy symmetry, and it can be achieved through the standard driving field method, see [210]
for details. Choosing the specific fixed points 74 = ¢ + 2, 7p = ¢ for the two remaining
moduli fields, we can achieve a flipped CSD(n) structure with n = 1 —+/6 [70, 210] and the

Dirac neutrino mass matrix is®:

0 b
Mp=|a b(1-v6)|wv, (8.42)
—a b(1+V6)

with a = —y,vac/A, b = ysvpc/A. The light neutrino mass matrix given by the type-I
seesaw mechanism is determined to be

0 0 O 1 1—v6 1++6
M,=mg |0 1 —1|+me|[1-v6 7-2V6 —5 , (8.43)
0 -1 1 1+4v6 =5  7+2V6

30Notice that a CSD(n) structure with the second and third entries of the second column interchanged
would be achieved if the second modulus is fixed to 78 = (8 4+ 4)/5, and the corresponding value of n is
n=1+6~3.45.
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where m, = |a|?vZ/Ma, my = |b|?>v2/Mp and 7 is the relative phase of the two terms. It is
notable that the neutrino mass matrix of Eq. (8.43) only depends on three free parameters
mg, Mms and 7 are involved in the neutrino mass matrix. One can check that the column
vector (2, —1, —l)T is an eigenvector of m, with vanishing eigenvalue and it could only be
first column of the lepton mixing matrix to be compatible with the experimental data [82].
Therefore the neutrino mass spectrum is normal ordering, and lightest neutrino is massless
m1 = 0, and the lepton mixing matrix is of the following form

Upuns = | -5 — — | (8.44)

where the first column is in common with the tri-bimaximal mixing pattern. As a conse-
quence, the following sum rules arise,

cot 2623(1 — 5 sin2 013)

2sin 0131/2 — 6sin2 613

The model is quite predictive and the light neutrino mass matrix in Eq. (8.43) only depends

3cos? f1pcos? B13 =2, cosdop = — (8.45)

on three real parameters mq, my and 7. We plot the contour plots of sin® 63, sin® 69,
sin fp3 and m2/m32 in the plane 7 versus n/7 in figure 12 where r = mg/m,. We see
that the experimental data of sin? fa3 and m2/m3 leave only two small allowed parameter
regions in the plane r — 7. These two small regions lead to the same predictions for lepton
mixing angles while the CP violation phases are of opposite sign. Thus only the one labelled
in red circle in figure 12 is preferred by the present value of dcp [82]. Once we have the
values of r and 7, thanks to the high predictivity of the model we can derive all the physical
parameters and we can test them against the observed values. The regions of free parameters
and lepton mixing parameters allowed the experimental data at 3o level listed in table 19.
Furthermore, this model has been extended to SU(5) Grand Unified Theory (GUT) [347].

9 Modular GUT

It is known that the electromagnetic and weak interactions are unified in the SM, and the
SM involves three different gauge groups SU(3) x SU(2) x U(1) with independent gauge
couplings. Grand Unified Theories (GUTs) are well motivated extensions of the SM, and
it unifies the electroweak and strong interactions into a single force. In general, the gauge
group of GUTs should include the SM gauge group as a subgroup. The quark and lepton
fields within a generation are usually assigned to very few gauge multiplets of GUTs, and
consequently GUTs allow to connect the lepton mass matrices with the quark mass matrices.
However, the matter fields multiplets in different generations transform in the same way
under GUTs consequently the gauge symmetry of GUTs has some constraint on the Yukawa
couplings, but can not explain the hierarchies of different Yukawa couplings. In order to
understand the different patterns of quark and lepton mixing, one usually imposes flavor
symmetry which relates matter fields of three generations so that the strong connection
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Figure 12. The contour plots of sin? f;o, sin? fy3, sin® fy3 and m3/m3 in the n/m — r plane for
the modular Littlest seesaw (left) and the flipped version (right) with n = 1 4+ v/6. The cyan, red,
green and blue areas denote the 3¢ regions of sin” 3, sin” #3 and m3/m3 respectively. The solid
lines denote the 30 upper bounds, the thin lines denote the 30 lower bounds and the dashed lines
refer to their best fit values, as adopted from NuFIT 5.2 with SK data [82]. The red circle indicates
the best fit region.

Modular Littlest seesaw Flipped modular Littlest seesaw
bf allowed ranges bf allowed ranges

n/m 1.240 [1.197,1.276] n/m 0.742 [0.725,0.806]
r 0.0734 | [0.0684,0.0786] r 0.0758 | [0.0683,0.0786]

sin?60;3 | 0.0223 | [0.0205,0.0240] | sin?63 | 0.0231 | [0.0205,0.0240]
sin? 612 | 0.318 [0.317,0.319] | sin?615 | 0.318 [0.317,0.319]
sin?fy3 | 0.447 [0.408,0.483] | sin®fa3 | 0.535 [0.517,0.595]
dcp/m | —0.575 | [—0.640,—0.522] | écp/m | —0.452 | [—0.478, —0.354]
B/ 0.474 [0.408, 0.555] B/ | —0.441 | [-0.562, —0.409]
m3/m3 | 0.0297 | [0.0270,0.0321] | m3/m3 | 0.0283 | [0.0270,0.0321]

Table 19. The best fit values and the allowed region of the free parameters n and r as well as
lepton mixing parameters, where all the lepton mixing angles and neutrino mass squared differences
are required to lie in 3o regions of experimental data [82]. The neutrino mass matrix of the flipped
modular Littlest seesaw is given by Eq. (8.43). The second and third entries of the second column
of Mp in Eq. (8.42) are permutated in the modular Littlest seesaw.

between the elements of quark and lepton mass matrices. For the case of traditional flavor
symmetry, flavons and complicated vacuum alignment are also required in the context of
GUTs, see Ref. [137] for a review. As shown in previous sections, the modular flavor
symmetry could simplify the vacuum alignment problem significantly. Thus we implement

~9] —



AIPWWAS .09

Ve | Vu

& ~
< >

Modular symmetry

Figure 13. The diagrammatic sketch combining modular symmetry with GUTs.

the modular symmetry in GUTs to address the mass hierarchies and mixing patterns of
quarks and leptons, this paradigm is shown in figure 13. In the following, we shall focus on
SU(5) and SO(10) GUTs, before discussing flipped SU(5)r x U(1)x.

Level Ty (Ty) SU(5) SUGB)r xU(l)x | SO(10)
N = Ss 348, 349 — —
Ay [350, 351] [352, 353 [354, 355
N = = — - 7
N4 Sjl [71, 347, 356, 357] — —
S, — — —
As — — —
N=5
AL — — —
].—‘6 = S3 X A4 — — I
N=6
T, =83 x T [358] — —
I, — — —
N =
7 o — — B

Table 20. Summary of modular invariant models based on GUTs.

9.1 Modular SU(5)

The minimal extension of the SM to GUT is based on the SU(5) gauge group [359], the
strong, weak and electromagnetic coupling constants merge into a single coupling constant
at high energy of order 10 ~ 10'6 GeV. The observed differences in the couplings at low
energy are induced by the renormalization group evolution effect. In SU(5) GUT, all the
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15 left-handed quark and lepton fields within each family are embedded into the 5-plet F
and 10-plet T

ds 0 ug —ug —u, —d,
dy 1 —ug 0 up —ug —dg
F=1d |, T= 7 ug —up 0 —upy —dp |, (9.1)
e Up  Ug U 0 e
—v d- dy dy, —e¢ 0

where the superscript ¢ denotes the charge conjugated fields. The neutrinos are massless
in the minimal SU(5) GUT, we introduce the right-handed neutrinos v¢ to generate light
neutrino masses through the type-I seesaw mechanism. Note that v are SU(5) singlets.
The SU(5) gauge symmetry is spontaneously broken down to the SM gauge group SU(3)¢ x
SU(2) xU(1)y by the VEV of the Higgs Ha4 in the adjoint representation of SU(5). In the
minimal SU(5) model, two Higgs multiplets Hs and Hg in the fundamental representation
5 and antifundamental representation 5 of SU(5) further break the SM gauge symmetry
into SU(3)c x U(1)gm. The charged leptons and down-type quarks are in the same GUT
multiplets, the down type quark mass matrix is the transpose of the charged lepton mass
matrix in the minimal SU(5) such that the masses of the charged leptons and down quarks
would be identical. The observed mass difference of down quarks and charged leptons can
be explained by introducing the Higgs multiplet Hzg [360]. The corresponding contributions
to the charged lepton and down quark mass matrices are different by factor of —3. If some
modular flavor symmetry I'y or Iy is imposed in SU(5) GUT, the three generations of
matter fields F', T and N would be assigned to transform as irreducible representations of
the finite modular groups. Then the most general superpotential for fermion masses can be

written as,
W=vvofy(Y)+ v FHsfn(Y)+ FTH:fp(Y) + FTHEfb(Y) +TTHsfy(Y), (9.2)

where fy(Y), fn(Y), fp(Y), fp(Y) and fy(Y) are functions of modular forms, and they
are fixed by modular invariance. The interplays of the SU(5) GUT and the modular
symmetry S3 [348, 349], A4 [350, 351], Sy [71, 356, 357] and 'y = S3 x T” [358] have been
studied. A comprehensive analysis of SU(5) model with A4 modular symmetry has been
performed in [351], the models with two right-handed neutrinos are found to be predictive.
The predictions of the phenomenological viable models for the lepton Dirac CP violation
phase and the effective mass of the neutrinoless double decay are displayed in figure 14 and
figures 15, 16 respectively.

9.2 Modular SO(10)

The SO(10) GUT theory embeds all SM fermions of a generation plus a right-handed
neutrino into the 16 spinor representation of SO(10) [361]. The tensor product of two
spinor representations gives

16 © 16 = 105 & 1204 & 1265, (9.3)
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Figure 14. The predictions for the Dirac CP phase (5lcp in the viable SU(5) models based on A4
modular symmetry, see [351] for details of the model.

where the subscripts S and A denote the symmetric and antisymmetric parts of the tensor
products respectively in flavor space. Therefore the renormalizable Yukawa interactions for
the quark and lepton masses requires the Higgs multiplets in the SO(10) representations
10, 120 and 126, and the superpotential of the renormalizable Yukawa couplings is of the
following form:

Wy = ViPah H + V7% A + Vi %), 5, (9.4)
where i,j = 1,2,3 are generation indices, ¢ refers to the matter fields in the spinor repre-
sentation 16, H, A and ¥ denote the Higgs fields in the representations 10, 126 and 120
respectively. Moreover, Y10, V126 and Y120 are 3 x 3 Yukawa matrices in flavor space. The
SO(10) gauge symmetry enforces that Y19 and V126 are symmetric while Y20 is antisym-
metric, i.e.

O & 09
The rank of the SO(10) group is equal to five which is one more than SM gauge group,
consequently there are a plenty of ways breaking SO(10) to SM. The decomposition of the
above Higgs multiplets under the SM gauge symmetry SU(3)c x SU(2)r, x U(1)y which
are relevant to fermion masses are

10D (1,2,1/2) (1,2, -1/2) = o2 0 310

120 O (1,2,1/2) ® (1,2, -1/2) ® (1,2,1/2) ® (1,2, -1/2) = &} @ o120 ¢ /120 ¢ /120

126 O (1,2,1/2) & (1,2,-1/2) & (1,1,0) 6 (1,3,1) =0 @ ¢! s A 0 A . (9.6)
We see that the SO(10) Higgs fileds H, A and X have eight SU(2), doublets @10, @10, 120,
120, @2}20, 120 @}fﬁ 126 carrying the same quantum numbers as the Higgs doublets H,,

and Hy. They can all develop VEVs and thus generate masses of quarks and charged lep-
tons. The light Higgs boson observed at the LHC, is in general a linear combination of these
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Figure 15. The predictions for the effective mass of the neutrinoless double beta decay in the
viable SU(5) models based on A4 modular symmetry.

SU(2)r, doublets above. Moreover, the VEVs of the neutral components of the SU(2), sin-
glet AR and triplet Aj, generate the Majorana masses of the heavy right-handed neutrinos
and light left-handed neutrinos respectively. Decomposing the Yukawa superpotential in
Eq. (9.4), the quark and lepton mass matrices are determined to be

Mu = pl0p10 4 1263}%_'_ (120 4 1/120)3)120
_ Udoylo 126yﬁ+ (v}fo—i- ’120)3)120
]\46 _ Uclzoylo _ 3”57637@ + (v} 120 _ g, ’120)3)120
Mp = v10p10 — 31)11‘2763;% + (v120 _ 3y/120) 120
MR = ’0112276:)7%
My = oY, (9.7)

where Mp, Mgr and My, are the Dirac and Majorana neutrino mass matrices in type I and
type II seesaw mechanism, and the VEVs are defined as

= (@10), ol = (@), Wl = (@),
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Vud = (Pud) vi" = (Bg), v =(Ar). (9-8)

Hence the SO(10) GUT naturally predicts seesaw mechanism generating neutrino mass,
and the light neutrino mass matrix is given by

M, = My, — MpMz' M}, (9.9)

which is identical with Eq. (1.20). From the expressions of the fermion mass matrices
in Eq. (9.7), we see that all fermion mass matrices are proportional to the same Yukawa
matrix if only one of the Higgs fields H, A, ¥ is employed. As a result, both quark and
lepton mixing matrices would be a three-dimensional unit matrix. Hence at least two Higgs
fields are necessary for realistic fermion spectrum and flavor mixing, and the non-vanishing
neutrino masses requires the 126 dimensional Higgs A must be present. The minimal choice
for the second Higgs is that the 10 dimensional multiplet H, this is the so-called minimal
SO(10) GUT.

9.2.1 S0O(10) GUT with A4 modular symmetry

If some modular symmetry Iy or I'yy is implemented in SO(10) GUT, the different elements
of the Yukawa matrices Y10, Y126 and Y120 would be correlated. Since A4 is the smallest

finite modular group with three dimensional irreducible representation, we will take the Ay
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modular symmetry to explain the idea of SO(10) modular GUT. The three generations of
matter fields 1)1 2 3 are assumed to transform as a triplet 3 under A4 modular symmetry>!

and its modular weight is denoted as k. All the three Higgs multiplets H, A and ¥ are
assumed to be invariant under A4, thus the known SO(10) breaking patterns would be
kept intact even in the presence of modular symmetry. The modular weights of H, A and
Y are denoted as k1o, kg and k129 respectively, and one can set k19 = 0 without loss of
generality. Hence the modular invariant superpotential of SO(10) can be written as [354]

y = Zaa (o) v () +Zﬂb ((um)y vt (r))

+Z%(WA) 2’”*’“%)(7)) , (9.10)

1

1

where the A4 representations rq . and r; pe fulfill r,Qr, =1r,0r, =r,01r, = 1. We

2 - o .
have denoted o, = arikF+kw , By = Be szJrkm), Ve = fylECkFJrkl%) for simplicity of notation.

We see that the modular symmetry enforces the Yukawa couplings y;,?, y;g and y120
Eq. (9.4) are modular forms of level 3. It is remarkable that the SO(10) modular models
are completely specified by the modular weights of matter fields and Higgs fields. With
the tensor products of the Ay group listed in Eq. (C.26), one can read out of the Yukawa
coupling of Y10 as follow

100 001
1o :alyl(zkp+k10)(7_) 00 1 +a2yl(l2kp+k10)(7_) 010
010 100
010 2y(2kF+k10 (r) - Y(QkF-i-km)(T) 2kF+k10 (1)
+a3Y(3kF+k10)(7_) 100/ +as _Y(QkF-i-/ﬁo (7_) 2y(2kF+/€10)(7_) . 2kF-i-lﬂo (7_)
001 _Yg(22kp+km)(7) Y(2kp+k10)(7_) Y(Qkp+k10)(7_)
0 _ Y3(723kF+k10) (T) Y3(722k’p+]€10) (7_)
tag | yarthe) 0 — YRy | (9.11)
R CO TS Pyl () 0

where all the linearly independent modular forms at weight 2kr + k19 should be considered.
The Yukawa matrix ym is of a similar form with o, and kg replaced by 7, and kizg
respectively. However, the Yukawa coupling Y'?° is antisymmetric and it is determined to
be of the following form

0 . Y3(723kp+k120) (7_) Y:S'(,22kF+k120) (7_)
Y120 — Ba Y;%kzv-l-kmo) (1) 0 . Y3(721'ICF+IC120) (1)

3Mf the matter fields were assigned to be A4 singlets, the effect of A4 modular symmetry is equivalent
to an Abelian flavour symmetry and consequently the correlations among nonzero entries of lepton mass
matrices are lost. Moreover, the modular forms appearing in the lepton mass matrices can be absorbed
into the Yukawa coupling constants.
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It was found that the experimental data of fermion masses and mixing can be accommodated
in both the minimal SO(10) GUT and the extension including the 120 dimensional Higgs
field ¥ [354]. The right-handed neutrinos naturally appear in SO(10) GUT, the mass and
Yukawa coupling of the right-handed neutrinos are closely related to those of quarks and
charged leptons. It is notable that the matter-antimatter asymmetry of the Universe could
also be generated through leptogenesis in the modular SO(10) x A4 models [355].

9.3 Modular flipped SU(5)

The Flipped SU(5) GUT has been proposed long time ago [362, 363] as an alternative
symmetry breaking pattern of the SO(10) gauge group. It is based on the gauge group
SU(5) x U(1)x. Flipped SU(5) GUT can easily be derived naturally from weakly-coupled
string theory. Flipped SU(5) GUT can naturally solve the notorious doublet-triplet splitting
problem via the missing partner mechanism [364] to and efficiently suppress the proton
decay rate [363]. The flipped SU(5) differ from the Georgi-Glashow SU(5) in the manner
in which the SM particle fields are embedded into representations of the group. In contrast
to Eq. (9.1), the matter representations in the flipped SU(5) model are

uy 0 dy —dy uy dr

N ug N —dy 0 di wuy dy

F=1u | ~(5,-3), T= dg —dy 0wy dp |~ (10,1), e“~(1,5), (9.12)
e —ur —ug —up 0 v°
—v —d, —dg —dy —v° 0

which flips the position of u¢ <> d, e <> v¢ in the regular SU(5) representations while the
remaining unaltered. Notice that the first numbers in bold denote the SU(5) representation
while the second numbers stand for the U(1)x charges in Eq. (9.12). As opposed to the
Georgi-Glashow SU(5) which is broken to the SM gauge group via a Higgs multiplet in
the 24-dimensional representation, the flipped SU(5) doesn’t require Higgs fields in large
dimensional representations. The GUT and electroweak symmetry breaking is driven by
the following Higgs fields

H~(10,1), H~(10,-1), h~(5,-2), h~(52). (9.13)

The superpotential for the Yukawa couplings of quarks and charged leptons is given by

W D yPTiTih + yS T, Fih + yE FieSh, (9.14)

where yg , yg and yg are the Yukawa coupling matrices of down-type quarks, up-type
quarks and charged lepton respectively. In comparison with the Georgi-Glashow SU(5),
the down quark and charged lepton Yukawa couplings are not related in flipped SU(5)
and they can be adjusted separately. The neutrino masses can be generated through the
double seesaw mechanism by introducing three additional superfields Sj 23 ~ (1,0) which
are invariant under SU(5) x U(1)x. The superpotential relevant for neutrino masses is
given by

~ ~ 1
W o YT, Fih+ yiT;S;H + 5 (Ms)ijSiS; (9.15)
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The Yukawa couplings are not fixed by the GUT gauge symmetry. In order to understand
the flavor puzzle of SM from GUT, flavor symmetry acting in flavor space is generally
necessary to obtain certain flavor pattern at the GUT scale. One could use the modular
symmetry to avoid the complicated vacuum alignment, the three generations of chiral matter
fields of the flipped SU(5) would be arranged to be multiplets of I'y (or I'y) with certain
modular weights. Then all the Yukawa couplings yg , yg , yg and (Mg);; would be modular
forms of level N [352, 353|, the quark and lepton mass matrices would depend on a smaller
number of free parameters.

10 Top-down approaches

This review is devoted to bottom-up approaches to modular symmetry, and its application
to flavor models. However, there are certain aspects of modular symmetry which arise
from top-down considerations but which are relevant to model building and which should
therefore also be considered in this review. In this section, after briefly introducing the role
of modular symmetry in string theory, we turn to a couple of these issues, including eclectic
flavor symmetry and moduli stabilisation.

10.1 Modular symmetry from String theory

In the framework of superstring theory and extra dimensions, orbifold compactifications of
two extra dimensions are often done on a torus [138, 139] (for a review see [365]) and in
superstring theory, the single lattice vector which describes the torus (in the convention
that the other lattice vector has unit length and lies along the real axis) is promoted to
the status of a field, called the modulus field 7, where its vacuum expectation value (VEV)
fixes the geometry of the torus [140-142]. Upon compactifation of the six extra dimensions
the modular group or its congruence subgroup emerges naturally in the four-dimensional
effective theory. The origin of the modular group in particular is attributed to the specific
geometry of the compactification manifold.

From the top-down perspective, the superstring theory in 10 dimensions is a promis-
ing framework of unifying all four fundamental interactions. The consistency of the the-
ory requires the six-dimensional extra compact space besides our familiar four-dimensional
spacetime. It is remarkable that the non-Abelian discrete flavor symmetry such as D4 and
A(54) can arise in certain compactification schemes [366-368]. Moreover, the string duality
transformations generate the modular symmetry. The matter fields transform nontrivially
under the modular symmetry, consequently the modular symmetry could constrain the fla-
vor structure of quarks and leptons and it enforces the Yukawa couplings to be modular
forms [143]. In bottom-up models with modular symmetry alone, the finite modular groups
I'y and Ty (N = 2,3,4,5,6,7) play the role of flavor symmetry, More generally the fi-
nite modular groups can be expressed as the quotient groups of SL(2,7Z) over its normal
subgroups with finite index [193].

There has been considerable effort devoted to studying modular symmetry arising from
orbifolds in top-down Heterotic string constructions [196, 219]. However there is a limited
choice of consistent 10d toroidal orbifolds consistent with supersymmetry, for example all
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such orbifolds based on (72)3/(Zy x Zys) have been classified [369]. One of these examples,
(T%)3/(Z4 x Z3), has been recently studied in a bottom-up approach to modular symmetry
involving three moduli at their fixed points ¢,7 + 2,w, leading to a minimal predictive
(littlest) seesaw model of leptons [73], as discussed earlier in the review.

Apart from Heterotic string theory, modular symmetry is also present in other types
of string theory such as Type I, Type IIA, Type IIB, and possibily F-theory. In such
explicit constructions of modular family symmetries from string theory, one typically finds
very constrained modular weights assignments defined by the compactification [370]. For
example, for Type IIB on magnetised branes one typically has k = —1/2, while in Type ITA
on intersecting branes k = —1/2+shift where the shift depends on intersecting numbers and
does not alter selection rules [371], as compared to heterotic string theory on a Calabi-Yao
manifold where the weights are k = —1 for untwisted and & = —n/2 for twisted depending
on details of compactification [219].

In general, top-down approaches to Heterotic string theory suggest that the finite mod-
ular symmetry will typically be accompanied by a non-commuting flavour symmetry leading
to so called Eclectic flavour symmetry [150, 151, 233, 274, 372|, as we discuss in the following
subsection.

10.2 Eclectic flavor symmetry

Motivated by top-down constructions, the idea of eclectic flavor group (EFG) has been
proposed in [150, 151], and it has been developed in a series of papers [150, 151, 196, 197,
233, 234, 373]. The eclectic flavor group is a maximal extension of the traditional flavor
group by finite modular group, and certain consistency conditions have to be fulfilled in
order to consistently combine modular symmetry with traditional flavor symmetry.

Under the action of a traditional flavor transformation g or a modular transformation ~,
the complex modulus 7 and a generic matter field multiplet ¢ transform as follow [143, 147]

51 -5 (9, g€ G,

T T =2t (et d)Rep(y)e, = (

a b> r. (10.1)

where ky is the modular weight of the matter field multiplet v, and p(g) and p(7y) are uni-
tary representations of traditional flavor group Gg and the finite modular group I'y or Iy,
respectively. We see that the flavor symmetry transformation leaves the modulus 7 invari-
ant. Consequently the traditional flavor symmetry and modular symmetry are distinguished
by their action on the modulus 7. Let us first perform a modular transformation v € T,
subsequently a traditional flavor transformation g and last perform the inverse modular
transformation v~!. Since the modulus 7 is invariant under this chain of transformations,
the resulting transformation should be another traditional flavor symmetry transformation
g [150], i.e.

pMp(9)p~ () =p(d), 9.9 €Gn, YET. (10.2)

This is the consistency condition between traditional flavor group and finite modular group.
Eq. (10.2) implies that the modular transformation v maps the traditional group element
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g into another element ¢’. Therefore Eq. (10.2) defines a automorphism of the traditional
flavor group Gy, i.e.

pNp@)p~'(7) = pluy(g)), Vg eGy, (10.3)

where w, is an automorphism wu, : Gg — Gg with uy(g) = ¢’. If u, is the trivial identity
automorphism with u, = 1 for any modular transformation ~ so that u,(g) = g, the modu-
lar symmetry transformation would commute with the flavor symmetry transformation and
consequently the eclectic flavor group is the direct product Gy x I'y or G x I'y [150]. It
is called the quasi-eclectic flavor symmetry [374].

Since the finite modular groups I'y and I’y can be generated by the two generators S
and T, it is sufficient to impose the consistency condition in Eq. (10.3) on the two outer
automorphisms ug and ur

p(S) p(g) p~1(S) = plus(g)),  p(T)p(g) pH(T) = plur(g)), (10.4)

where p(S) and p(T') are matrix representations of the two automorphisms ug and wur
respectively, and they should satisfy the multiplication rules of the finite modular group
I'y or Iy in Egs. (3.10, 3.12). In other words, the outer automorphisms ug and ur should
also satisfy the multiplication rules of the finite modular group I'y or I'y:

Nq

(ug)™* = (uT)N = (ug o uT)3 =1, (u5)2 our = ur o (u5)2 , (10.5)

with Ny =4 for Iy, and Ny = 2 for I'y.

The EFG can be consistently combined with the gCP symmetry. As explained in
section 5.1, a new generator K, corresponding to gCP transformation could be introduced
and the modular group I' = SL(2,Z) is enhanced to I'* = GL(2,Z) [198]:

F*:{Ti)—l/ﬂ T4, Tﬁ—T*} (10.6)
The gCP transformation K, acts on the modulus 7 and the matter field as follows,
K _ K
T =5 =7, (z) = p(K)WI(t, —2)]", (10.7)

where the gCP transformation p(K,) is a unitary matrix, and the obvious action of CP
on the spinor indices is omitted for the case of 1 being spinor. Requiring that the gCP
transformation K, be of order 2 with (K,)? = 1, we can obtain

pHEL) = pH(KL). (10.8)

The gCP transformation has to be compatible with both the traditional flavor symmetry and
the finite modular group, and its allowed form is strongly constrained by the corresponding
restricted consistency conditions. The consistency between the EFG and gCP symmetry
requires the following consistency conditions have to be satisfied [198, 203]:

p(K)p*(9)p~ ' (Ky) = p(uk.(9)), Vg€ Ga, (10.9)
p(K)p*(S)p H(K.) = p~(S),  p(K)p*(T)p ' (K.) = p~(T),  (10.10)
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flavor group ~ GAP Aut(Gp) finite modular eclectic flavor
Gn 1D groups group
Qs [8, 4] Sa without CP S3 GL(2,3)
with CP - -
ZsxZs  |9,2] | GL(2,3) | without CP | S5 A(54)
with CP S3 X %3 [108, 17]
Ay [ 12, 3 ] Sy without CP S3 Sy
S4 Sa
with CP - -
T [24,3 ] S without CP | S GL(2,3)
with CP - -
A7) [27,3] | [432, 734] | without CP | S5 A(54)
T’ Q(1)
with CP | S3x Zs | [108, 17]
GL(2,3) | [1296, 2891]
A4 [ 54, 8] | [432, 734 | without CP | T' Q(1)
with CP | GL(2,3) | [1296, 2891]

Table 21. Examples of traditional flavor groups, their extensions by finite modular groups and the
resulting eclectic flavor groups. Here Aut(Gg) denotes the group of automorphisms of the traditional
flavor group Gg. This table is taken from Ref. [150].

where ug, is an automorphism of the traditional flavor symmetry group Gg. It is sufficient
to consider the element g being the generators of Gg, and one can fix the explicit form of the
gCP transformation p(K,) up to an overall irrelevant phase by solving Egs. (10.9,10.10).
Hence the automorphism ug, of the traditional flavor group Gg should satisfy the following
relations:

(ug,)* =1, Uk, 0 Ug o UK, = ug, Uk, our o U, =up'. (10.11)

The EFG extensions of some popular traditional flavor symmetry group are listed in ta-

ble 21. The scheme of eclectic flavor group is more predictive than the finite modular group

and the traditional flavor group alone, and it combines the advantages of both approaches

so that both superpotential and Kéhler potential would be severely restricted by EFG. Usu-

ally only the minimal Kéhler potential is adopted in concrete modular models. However,

the Kéhler potential is less constrained by modular symmetry alone, and the most general
Kaéhler potential compatible with modular symmetry is of the following form [149, 270],

K = (—ir +i7) "k (wzp)l + 3 errim) (i 4 ir) Retn (W Y}f’*yég)w)l(;o.lz)

n,ri1,r2

where ¢ stands for a generic matter field multiple with modular weight k;, and an(n) is
a weight n # 0 modular form in the representation r of finite modular group. Usually
only the first term of Eq. (10.12) is taken, this is the so-called minimal K&hler potential.
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However, we see that the Kédhler potential generally has a lot of terms and the couplings

mT1T2) are not suppressed. Consequently these additional terms can be as important

o
as the first term, and thus the predictive power of modular flavor symmetry would be
reduced [149]. How to control the Kéhler potential is an open question of the modular
flavor symmetry approach. The presence of traditional flavor symmetry Gg leads to strong
constraints on both the modular transformations of matter fields and the Kéhler potential.
As aresult, the minimal Kéhler potential can be reproduced and the higher order corrections
suppressed by powers of (®)/A, where A denotes the cutoff scale and (®) represents the
vacuum expectation value (VEV) of flavons breaking the traditional flavor symmetry. See

Refs. [372, 375, 376| for model construction with EFG.

10.3 Modulus stabilization

A long standing problem of string theory is that of finding a successful potential for the
moduli fields, one which stabilizes them at a global minimum which corresponds to a de
Sitter (dS) vacuum, namely one with a (slightly) positive cosmological constant. The
theoretical framework for discussing the issue of moduli stabilisation is that of effective
supergravity theories.

For example one approach to modulus stabilisation in Type IIB string theory was that
in [377-381]. More recently, in the framework of modular flavour symmetry a 3-form flux
in Type IIB models has been considered [142]| based on complex structure moduli with a
T%/(Zyx Z}) orbifold. The minima of the moduli fields are found to be clustered around the
left cusp 7 = w in the fundamental domain. Another example involving non-perturbative
effects was studied in [199, 382, 383|.

In Heterotic string theory, it is traditional to consider non-perturbative effect arising
from gaugino condensation [384-386]. The potential for the dilaton, and the Kdhler and
complex structure moduli is flat at tree level, but threshold corrections [387-390] or world-
sheet instantons can modify the potential leading to minima [391]. The effect of modular
symmetries on the Kéhler moduli has also been considered [392, 393|, leading to anti-de
Sitter (AdS) vacua with negative cosmological constant. A similar approach was followed
in [394] with minima close to the stabiliser 7 = w.

Recently [395] showed that the AdS vacua can be uplifted to become dS vacua by the
effects of matter in the superpotential [396, 397 following the Kachru-Kallosh-Linde-Trivedi
(KKLT') scenario [398].

Alternatively, it is possible to realise dS vacua even without introducing the matter
superpotential [399] using non-perturbative corrections to the dilaton Kéhler potential pro-
posed by Shenker [400]. This leads to metastable dS vacua at 7 =i and w in some regions
of multiple moduli parameter space [401]. The 1-loop correction may lead to the slight
deviation from the tree level results of modulus VEV [402].

11 Summary and conclusion

In this review we have systematically reviewed the formalism and applications of modular
symmetry to flavour models in general and neutrino mass and mixing models in particular,
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from the bottom-up point of view. We began with a survey of neutrino mass and lepton
mixing, including a brief history of neutrino mass and mixing in the period of most rapid
developments, 1998-2012, then summarised what we have learned, what we still don’t know,
and why the new paradigm demanded by neutrino physics cannot be consistent with the
Standard Model, before mentioning a number of possible mechanisms for the origin of
neutrino mass, focussing on various Majorana seesaw mechanisms. We then showed how the
PMNS lepton mixing matrix may be constructed and parameterised, and how its parameters
are constrained by the latest global fits, before discussing the flavour puzzle of the Standard
Model. We then gave a very brief reminder of neutrino mass and mixing models strategies
without modular symmetry, starting with some simple patterns of lepton mixing, then
introducing family (or flavour) symmetries which can reproduce these structures using the
direct approach. This was followed by a discussion of the semi-direct and tri-direct CP
approaches, where the simple patterns of lepton mixing receive the necessary corrections to
make them phenomenologically viable whilst still maintaining some degree of predictivity
due to a subgroup of the family symmetry being preserved in either the charged lepton
sector or the neutrino sector, leading to phenomenologically testable sum rules.

We then turned to the main subject of this review, namely a pedagogical introduction to
modular symmetry as a candidate for family symmetry, from the bottom-up point of view.
Unlike usual flavour symmetries, which act linearly on flavon fields, modular symmetry
acts non-linearly on the modulus field, 7, which transforms into (a7 + b)/(cT + d), where
a, b, ¢, d are integers with ac—bd = 1. Such symmetry transformations form a Special Linear
group of 2 x 2 matrices whose elements are integers Z, hence the name SL(2,Z). In 6d
theories, the modulus field, 7, defines the shape of the compactified 2d torus, and modular
symmetry is the group of symmetry transformations on 7 which leaves the torus invariant.
The modulus field 7, is constrained to lie in the upper half of the complex plane, in a
fundamental domain which excludes both a unit circle centred on the origin and real parts
of magnitude greater than 0.5, which means that modular symmetry is always necessarily
broken. Although there is no value of 7 which preserves the modular group, there are some
values which preserve part of the symmetry, and these are called fixed points which preserve
a residual symmetry or stabilizer. For example 7 = ¢ is invariant under the transformation
7 — 1/(—7), corresponding to a modular transformation with a = 0,b =1,¢ = —1,d = 0,
which is identified with the 2 x 2 matrix generator S. We show that there are only three
inequivalent fixed points namely 7 = i,w and ‘oo which play a special role both in string
theory, and in phenomenologically.

After the introduction to the above full modular group, SL(2,7Z) we introduced its
projective subgroup PSL(2,7Z) in which transformations related by an overall minus sign
are identified (since a, b, ¢, d all change sign which cancels in the ratio), corresponding to the
faithful group action on the modulus field 7. We also introduce their respective principal
congruence subgroups, I'(N) and T'(IV), of level N = 1,2, 3, ..., which essentially consist of
unit matrices mod N. Although all the above groups are infinite, finite discrete subgroups
emerge by taking the quotient of the modular groups with their principal congruence sub-
groups, namely Iy, = SL(2,Z)/T(N) and I'y = PSL(2,Z)/T(N).

The resulting finite groups (which are essentially the interesting finite parts of the
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modular groups, once the uninteresting infinite sets of matrices related to unit matrices
mod N have been removed) which emerge are well known from their applications to flavour
model building, as discussed earlier. For example I'y—3 45 are isomorphic to A4, S4, As,
respectively, while I"y_; , 5 are isomorphic to the respective double cover groups 7", 5y, Aj.
Modular symmetry not only provides a theoretical origin for such well known flavour groups,
which all contain triplet representations and can accommodate three families of fermion rep-
resentations, but the Yukawa couplings are generally modular forms, which are mathemat-
ical functions of 7, which depend on its modular weight, and transform as a representation
of the finite modular group. In this framework a Yukawa operator involving fields whose
modular weights do not add up to zero, is therefore permitted if the Yukawa coupling is a
modular form which carries a weight which balances that of the fields, where the Yukawa
coupling itself may transform as a representation of I';y or I"y;, obviating the need for flavon
fields.

We have derived the modular forms of level N and even weight k, using a range of
techniques, and showed that they form representations of the finite modular group I'y,
considering the derivation for N = 3 in detail as an example. We then extended the
discussion to include the double cover groups Iy with integer modular weights, and the
metaplectic covers with rational modular weights. We also introduced the vector valued
modular forms, based on a new formalism which is more general than that of quotients of
principal congruence subgroups, and allows more general finite modular groups beyond I'
or Iy, and their corresponding modular forms, to be identified. In an extensive Appendix,
we give the irreducible representations, Clebsch-Gordon coefficients and modular forms of

'y and 'y explicitly for the levels N = 2,3,4, 5.

The interplay between modular symmetry and generalized CP symmetry was then
discussed, where we showed that the modulus field should transform under CP as 7 — —7%,
where the minus sign is necessary in order for the modulus field to remain in the upper half
of the complex plane. We derived the CP transformation on matter multiplets (which are
chiral supermultiplets). We also highlighted the special choice of the symmetric basis of
representation matrices, in which the generalised CP transformation on the matter fields
become just the canonical CP transformations consisting of unit matrices and complex
conjugation, which is always possible for all examples so far studied. The modular forms
themselves also transform under CP, which we show to be identical to a corresponding
matter field with a similar representation and weight. In the symmetric basis the Clebsch-
Gordan coefficients and all coupling constants are real. We noted that 7 has CP invariant
lines all along the imaginary axis, so that such values would not violate CP, and also showed
the other lines along the boundary of the fundamental domain respect certain combinations
of residual modular symmetry and CP. For a single modulus on a CP invariant line, we
showed that this would lead to all physical CP phases in the lepton sector being trivial,
and hence to break CP requires some deviation from these lines. However this conclusion
is not true when multiple moduli are considered.

In general, compactification of extra dimensions generally leads to a number of moduli
7; with ¢ = 1,2, ..., rather than just the single modulus field 7 as often assumed in bottom-
up models, and so it is necessary to generalise the above formalism to the case of more than
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one modulus field. The geometrically simplest case is that of factorizable tori, which allows
a straightforward generalisation of the formalism to the case of multiple moduli. The case
of non-factorizable or symplectic multiple moduli, is considered by extending the modular
group from SL(2,7Z) to the Siegel group Sp(2g,Z), where we discussed modular forms
appropriate to this case, with the simple case of factorizable tori emerging as a limiting case.
In practice, g = 2 is already quite complicated, where the reduced finite Siegel modular
group arises which is more manageable, but still awaits phenomenological exploitation. By
contrast, the simple multiple factorizable tori case, also commonly assumed in string theory
compactifications, provides a straightforward generalisation with many phenomenological
applications already in the literature.

Modular strategies for understanding fermion mass hierarchies were discussed, including
the weighton mechanism and appealing to small deviations from the fixed points. The
weighton mechanism is analogous to the Froggatt-Nielsen mechanism but without requiring
any Abelian symmetry to be introduced. The modular weights play the role of FN charges,
and a singlet field with non-zero modular weight plays the role of the FN flavon field,
and is called a weighton. Lepton mixing may be successfully addressed in this approach.
Alternatively, a second strategy relies on the observation that modular forms may contain
zeros at the fixed points. Consider for example the weight 2 level 3 triplet modular form in
the standard basis (Y1, Y2,Y3) = (1,0,0) at 7 = ico. Under small deviations from this fixed
point, the modular form becomes (Y7, Y2,Y3) = (1,¢,€2), where ¢ < 1, allowing charged
lepton hierarchies to be addressed. The requirement of successful lepton mixing is not
easy to achieve in this approach, although a successful example has been given. Another
approach to reducing the number of free parameters is the idea of texture zeroes in the
mass matrices, which arise naturally in the framework of modular symmetry since modular
forms in certain representations of I'yy or Iy, are absent at lower weights, with the modular
symmetry providing extra predictive power for the non-zero elements.

A variety of examples of modular models exist in the literature based on the SM
gauge group and different finite modular groups of levels N = 2 — 7. As an example, we
gave a detailed overview of a general class of N = 3 lepton models based on A4 with a
single modulus field, as in the original Feruglio seesaw model which we showed can still
provide a good fit to the data, and more generally assigning the A4 modular weights and
representations of the leptons in all possible ways, and tabulating the phenomenologically
successful cases. We then presented a minimal phenomenologically successful model of
leptons with a single modulus, based on S} with leptons carrying specific modular weights
in specific representations, leading to a six parameter fit to the lepton data. Moving to
multiple moduli, we then discussed a highly predictive model based on three S4 groups,
with the three moduli located at the fixed points 7,7 + 2 and w, capable of reproducing
the Littlest Seesaw model, with the lepton data reproduced with only six free parameters
(three in the neutrino sector and three required to fit the charged lepton masses). There
are also modular models in the literature capable of explaining both leptons and quarks
with a single modulus, and we discussed such an example with spontaneously broken CP
Symmetry.

We then extended the discussion to include Grand Unified Theories (GUTs) based on
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modular SU(5), SO(10) and flipped SU(5)r x U(1). Most examples concern SU (5), where
we summarise all phenomenologically successful A4 models in terms of the representations
and modular weights of the fields, including right-handed neutrinos to provide a type-I see-
saw mechanism. We also discuss an analysis of SO(10) models with three Higgs multiplets,
where the right-handed neutrinos are are a necessary ingredient, but the resulting seesaw
mechanism may be type-I or type-II dominated. The three Higgs multiplets of the SO(10)
models, namely 10, 126 and 120, include the latter two rather large representations which
are not readily available in most string constructions. This motivates the study of more
string friendly groups such as flipped SU(5)r x U(1) where the symmetry breaking and
fermion mass structure can be achieved with smaller Higgs representations, and these types
of models have also been discussed in the framework of modular symmetry. In the modular
invariant models, the exchange of moduli between electrons and neutrinos can induce a
non-standard neutrino interactions which can leads to a shift of the neutrino mass matrix
in a region with non-vanishing electron number density [303]. Hence the presence of moduli
can potentially be tested in neutrino oscillation experiments [303].

Finally we briefly mentioned some issues related to top-down approaches based on string
theory, including eclectic flavour symmetry and moduli stabilisation. Although this review
is mainly concerned with bottom-up considerations, it is appropriate to recall that the whole
subject of modular symmetry is very much inspired by string theory in extra dimensions,
and it is important to have this in mind when considering bottom-up models. In particular,
six dimensional theories play a crucial role in the interpretation of the modulus field 7, and in
general one must expect moduli fields for ten dimensional theories, with three moduli fields
for the simplest three-tori compactifications. It is somewhat sobering to realise that many
realistic string compactifications lead to exclusively matter fields with half-integer modular
weights, as compared the rich choice of modular weights usually assumed in bottom-up
models. Another observation is that realistic Heterotic string constructions tend to yield
traditional flavour symmetries together with, but not commuting with, the finite modular
symmetries, leading to so-called eclectic symmetry models. On the one hand this is very
unfortunate, since such symmetries can only be broken at the expense of re-introducing
flavon fields (which should be present as massless modes of the string construction), which
are the very fields that we wished to be rid of in the beginning. On the other hand this
is fortunate, since the presence of the traditional (non-modular) flavour symmetry controls
the corrections to the Kéhler potential which could not be controlled by modular symmetry
alone. This is because the insertion of the dimensionless Yukawa coupling modular forms in
a particular representation leads to unsuppressed corrections, while the while the analogous
corrections with traditional flavour symmetry involve powers of flavon insertions suppressed
by the mass dimensions of the flavon fields. Moreover, realistic eclectic symmetry models,
in which the full symmetry is realised as the automorphism of the chosen flavour symmetry,
tend to be quite constrained and predictive, containing the advantages of both approaches.
Finally we discussed the issue of moduli stabilisation, which is a long standing issue in string
theory, and very much related to the discussion of fixed points, with ¢ and w, or regions
close to these fixed points being preferred, while oo is considered somewhat unphysical from
this point of view.
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In conclusion, we have reviewed the idea of finite modular symmetry, motivated from
string theory and extra dimensions, and its application to bottom-up flavour models in
general and neutrino mass and lepton mixing models in particular. We have seen how
the dimensionless Yukawa couplings become dynamical objects, which transform as mod-
ular forms, mathematical functions controlled by a single modulus field 7, and which also
transform as representations of the finite modular symmetry, rather like flavon fields. The
promise of being able to have a well motivated modular origin for the non-Abelian discrete
family or flavour symmetry, which is broken without the use of arbitrary flavon fields has
led to considerable interest in this approach, and we have summarised the latest formalism
and applications of this approach. The string motivations however also lead us to eclectic
flavour symmetry which re-introduces traditional favour symmetry and flavons, together
with the finite modular symmetry, which may help to control the Kéhler potential and lead
to a highly constrained framework. However, in the end, the bottom-up model builder can-
not help but feel that we have come full circle and are back again at the beginning where we
started with flavons being present once more. We are reminded of the quote by T.S. Eliot:
“We shall not cease from exploration and the end of all our exploring will be to arrive where
we started and know the place for the first time.” From this point of view, the study of
modular symmetry has certainly enriched our understanding of the flavour problem, even
if it cannot claim to be the final answer.
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Appendix
A Derivation of Eq. (4.23)

The well-known modular transformation is

b
T—>T/:"}/T*Z::::d, with ad —bc=1, (A1)
which implies
dr’ _a(et +d) —clar +b)  ad—bc 1 (A2)
dr (et +d)? (et +d)?2 (er +d)? ’
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dr 1
dr

Ref. [143] starts from a function f(7) which transforms under modular transformation in
the following way,

F(7) = f(7') = e (er + d)* f (1), (A4)
which is exactly Eq. (4.22). Then we can see that the derivative of the log f(7) transforms
as

d d dr d
ar log f(1) — g log f(7') = I dr log f(7') (A.5)
_drd io k
_drd [log e +log(er + d)* + log f(T):| (A7)
dr’dr
dr ke d
=— |——+—1 A.
dr’ |:C7' +d * dr ng(T)] (A8)
d
_ 2 el
= (er +d) LT T + I log f(T):| (A.9)
= (et + d)zdi log f(7) + ke(er +d) . (A.10)
T

We have used Eq. (A.3) in above.

B Derive the gCP transformation of the modulus 7 from consistency
condition

As shown in Egs. (5.20, 5.21), a chiral supermultiplets ¢ transforms under modular sym-
metry and gCP as follows,

modular symmetry : ¢(z) = (cr +d) e pe(y)p(x), 7= ( b) er,

gCP : o(x) 5 X, p(zp) (B.1)

In order to combine generalized CP symmetry consistently with the modular symmetry
consistently, as explain in section 5, the following consistency condition of Eq. (5.24) has
to be satisfied:

7k<p
« _ CrT 4+ doy At b
Xepr(N X' = (H> pe(Y), A= < ! W) er. (B.2)

CTC*P_l +d Cy! d,y/

Since the matrices Xy, pi(7y) and pp(7’) are independent of the moduli 7, the overall factor
has to be a constant:

T+ Cl /
T =), (B.3)
CTop-1 +
where )\, is a complex parameter with |A,| = 1 because both X, and p, and unitary

matrices. In general, the value of A\, depends on . The constraint in Eq. (B.3) allows to

- 109 -



determine the gCP transformation of the modulus 7 [198]|. Applying the above condition
of Eq. (B.3) to the generator v = S, we obtain

cs'T+dgr = =AsT op-1, (B.4)
which leads to
Tep1= —>\1S (o7 +dg) = =Ag (cgT +dgr)
Tcp = —615, (AsT™ +dgr) - (B.5)

Then we proceed to consider the consistency chain CP — T — CP~ L

1 -1 A
Os +dg) 5 — —Dg (T + 1) +dg] L7 - 25, (B.6)
Cg’ Cg’ Cg’

cP
T -

where the CP transformation of 7 in Eq. (B.5) has been used. The resulting transformation
should be a modular transformation, consequently the combination Ag/cgs should be a real
integer. Since [Ag| =1 and cg is an integer so we should have

Ag=+1,  dg==+1, (B.7)

which implies that dg//cg/ is an integer as well. Furthermore the requirement Imrep > 0
entails A\g = ¢g» = +1. As a consequence, the CP transformation rule of the complex
modulus 7 in Eq. (B.5) is

Tc—P>,n—T*, (B.8)

where n = dg//cg is some integer. Let us consider the composition CP’ = CP o T" of the
CP transformation CP and the modular transformation T,

T RN (B.9)

This composition transformation CP" acts on the chiral superfield ¢(z) as

CP _ " * _ _ *
o(x) — X:p(xp) — Xepp(T")p(xp) = Xip(zp), X = Xepp(T"). (B.10)

We see that X the same properties as the original CP transformation up to a redefinition

of X;. As shown in Eq. (B.9),

T (B.11)
Thus we derive exactly the same gCP transformation rule of 7 as Eq. (5.12). It is obvious
that the modulus 7 is invariant under two successive CP transformation,i.e.

e CcP’ _7_* CcP’ T, (B12)

such that CP"? = 1 is satisfied. Without loss of generality, we could choose the generators
of the full symmetry group to be CP’, S, T instead of CP, S, T. With a slight abuse of
notation, in this paper we shall denote CP’" as CP and X, as X, for notation simplicity.
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C  Finite modular groups Iy and I'y and modular forms of level N

In this appendix, we shall give the irreducible representations and the Clebsch-Gordon of
Iy and I'y for the level N = 2,3,4,5. The definitions of Iy and I')y are given in Eq. (3.9)
and Eq. (3.11) respectively. Both group generators S and T would be represented by
symmetric matrices in all irreducible representations, consequently the gCP transformation
would reduce to the canonical CP transformation with X, = 1, [198, 203|, as shown in
section 5.2. We shall also report the explicit expressions of the modular forms at level N.

Cl N=2

The groups I'y, and I'y are isomorphic to the S3 group which is the symmetry group of a
regular triangle. S3 can be generated by S and T fulfilling the following relations [90]

S2=T%2=(ST)®=1. (C.1)
The six elements of S3 are divided to three conjugacy classes
1Cy ={1}, 3Cy={S,T,TST}, 2C3={ST,TS}. (C.2)

where nC}, denotes a conjugacy class with n elements and the subscript k£ is the order of
the elements. The finite modular group S3 has two singlet representations 1 and 1’, and
one double representation 2. The modular generators .S and T' are represented by

1: S =1, T=1,
1 S =1, T=-1,

v (1 (C.3)
v3 =17 o —1)"

The Kronecker products between different irreducible representations can be obtained from

2: S =—

N[ =

the character table
11 =1, 1'®2=2, 202=10132, (C.4)

For the tensor product of the singlet 1’ with a doublet 2, we have

122 =2, WM12:a<ﬁ1). (C.5)
—P2

The contraction rules for two S3 doublets are found to be

1 =181+ azf
1" =152 — aofy
202=101" 32, with
9 — (04252 — a1t ) <C'6)

a1 2 + azf

As shown in Eq. (4.2), there is no odd weight modular form of level 2. From the dimension
formula of Eq. (4.3a), we know that the linear space of weight 2k and level 2 modular forms
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has dimension k4 1. At weight 2, there are two linearly independent modular forms of level
2, and they can be arranged into a doublet of Sz [154]:

@ _ (Ya(7)
y, —<y2<7>> ©n)
with
i @) (D) (@)
Yl(”‘zm[n(fm) n(r+1)/2) 877(27)}’
CVE 2 (1))
= [n(7/2) n((7+1)/2)]’ (C8)

The g-expansion of the modular forms Y o(7) is given by

Yi(7) = 1/8 4+ 3¢+ 3¢° + 12¢° + 3¢* +18¢° + 12¢° + 244" + 3¢® + 39¢° +18¢'° - - - |
Ya () = V3¢?(1 + 4q + 6¢% + 8¢° 4+ 13¢* + 12¢° + 14¢° + 24¢" +18¢° +20¢° - --) (C.9)

The higher weight modular forms of level 2 are the product of Y7 and Y5 as follows:

)

("), =svire - vy,

Yy Y7

4) _ (2)y-(2)) _ 12 2 4) _ 2)5-(2)) _
O = (), = oz v = ), = (Y

v _

0= () =g v, v

Y0 = <Y2(2)Y1(4)>2 = (Y2 +Y2) <2> . (C.10)
The modular form multiplets of level 2 are summarized in table 22.
C2 N-=3
The I'; = T” group is the double covering of the tetrahedral group I's = Ay. All the

elements of T” can be generated by three generators S, T" and R which obey the following
relations 32 [147]:

S?=R, (ST?»=T*=R?>=1, RT=TR. (C.11)

The generator R commutes with all elements of the group, and the center of 7" is the Z
subgroup generated by R. The group A4 can be reproduced by setting R = 1. The 24
elements of T” group belong to 7 conjugacy classes:

1C1: 1,

1Cy: R,

6Cy: S, T71ST, TST™', SR, T"'STR, TST'R,
4C¢: TR, TSR, STR, T 'ST 'R,

4C3: T, STIR, TSR, TSTR,

32 Alternatively the T’ group can be generated by S and T fulfilling S* = T3 = (ST)* =1, S*T = T'S>.
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4C%: T, TS, ST, T'SsT7!,

4Cf . STY, 17'S, TST, T™'R. (C.12)
The T" group has a triplet representation 3 and three singlets representations 1, 1’ and 1”
in common with A4. In addition, it has three two-dimensional spinor representations 5,
2’ and 2”. In our working basis, the generators S, and T are represented by the following
symmetric and unitary matrices:

1: S=1, T=1,
1: S=1, T=w,
17 : S =1, T =w?,
2: S=—-—L ; \/57 T= @l )
v3lv2 -1 01
N . 1 V2 w2 0
2/2 S =X ) T = ’ 1
Vilvz 1 <0 w) (C13)
SRy ) A
3\v2 -1/’ 0w? )’
-1 2 2 10 0
3: S=%4|l 2 -12 |, T=|0w 0 |,
2 2 -1 00 w?
with w = €27/3. Notice the generator R = 1 in the unhatted representations and R = —1

in the unhatted representations. Obviously the representation matrices of S and T are
unitary and symmetric in all irreducible representations. Notice that the two-dimensional
representation matrices are related to those of Refs. [147, 270] by a similarity transforma-
tion, while the remaining ones are the same. The Kronecker products between different
irreducible representations of T” are given by

1°@ 1t = 1P © 1% = potb (mod 3), for r=1,2,
1°93=3®1*=3,

20 b — 3 @ qa+b+l (mod 3)

2°®%3=32°=202 02",

33=35@349101a1", (C.14)

where a,b = 0,1, 2 and we have denoted 1 = 1°, 1’ = 1!, 1” = 12 for singlet representations
and 2 = 20, 2/ = 2! 2” = 22 for the doublet representations. The notations 3¢ and
34 stand for the symmetric and antisymmetric triplet combinations respectively. In the
following, we report the Clebsch-Gordon (CG) coefficients of the 7" group in the chosen
basis. We shall use «; (3;) to denote the elements of the first (second) representation of
the product.

1°®10 = 1otbmedd) o5 (C.15)
1°® /2\b _ ’2\a+b (mod 3) _, o ’ (016)
6725
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1®3

123

1//®3

’2\®’2\/:’2\//®’2\//:1//@3
202'=2292 =153

223=202 92

with

with

with

with

with

afy

3~ Oé/BQ )

afs
afs

3~ O‘Bl 3

afs
afs

3~ Oé/Bg )

afy

1 ~ o182 — e

a3
3 ~ f (o1 B2 + azf)

—a1 5

1" ~ a1 8 — aafh

—a1
3~ a3
\f (o1 2 + 1)

1~ a1 — B

7 (a1f2 + azfh)
3~ —a1f1
\ a2
(§~ ( 11+ V223
—a2fB1 + V20153
5 ( o182 + V2203 )
—a2fs + V21 5
5 ( a1 + V2aaf )
—aaf3 + V20182
( 3 < o183 + V22 )
—a2f3 + V2015
5 ( 181 + V2989 >
—a9f1 + V20153
5 ( 1Py + V20033 )
—aafs + V2a1 5
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(C.17)

(C.18)

(C.19)

(C.20)

(C.21)

(C.22)

(C.23)

(C.24)



35 a1B2 + V20083
—opf2 + \/ioqﬂl
I +VEash:
5 93-303 @3 with {3~ [ OB C.25
—aafB3 + V2189 ( )
’2‘// N a1 81 + \@OZQ/BQ
—f1 + V201 B3
( 200181 — Pz — a3 P2
35 ~ | 203833 — 182 — anfhr
2002 — o183 — a3
aofl3 — a3 B2
593803, 6161 a1 wih 40| @R eh C.26
B3=3s03a01al @ wi azfr — o183 (C.26)
1~ o181+ aef3 + azfa
1 ~ a3fs + a1f2 + af
1" ~ s + 103 + asfi

The linear space spanned by level 3 and weight £ modular forms has dimension k£ + 1, and
a general vector My(I'(3)) in the linear space can be explicitly constructed by using the
Dedekind eta function 7(7):

MTE) = Y o TTETT(T/3) Y e [773(37)]7”[773(7/3)}”7

>0 e (r) n(7)
(C.27)
where ¢, are general complex coefficients and 7(7) is the Dedekind eta-function defined in
Eq. (4.19). There are two linearly independent weight 1 and level 3 modular forms which
can be arranged in a T” doublet:

m+n=Fk; m,n>0

(1) Yi(7)
Y3 = 2
with
3 3 3
n°(37) n°(3r)  1n°(1/3)
Yi(r) = V2 , Yo(1)=— - - . C.29
W =ves ey RO =T e T3 (C29)
The g-expansion of Y7 o(7) reads
V(1) = V243 (1—|—q+2q2+2q4+q5+2q6+q8+2q9+2q10+2q12+...),
Yo(1) = —1/3 —2¢ — 2¢° — 2¢* — 4¢" — 2¢° — 2¢'? — 4¢3 + ... . (C.30)

Notice that Y1(7) and Ya(7) are algebraically independent. The level-3 modular form of
integer weight are polynomials of degree k in Y;(7) and Y2(7), and higher-weight modular
forms can be constructed from tensor product of lower-weight ones.
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To be more specific, the weight-2 modular forms can be generated from the tensor
products of two Yi(l),

v = (YE(I)YE(U>3 - (Yf, VY1 Ys, —Yf)T . (C.31)

Then we can use the weight 1 and weight 2 modular forms to construct the weight 3 modular
forms,

= (), = (g, v )

2
T
v = (1Y), = (P vang, anert)

(C.32)

At weight k = 4, we find five independent modular forms which can be arranged into two

singlets 1 and 1’ and a triplet of T”,
T
vyt = (v, 3)>3 = (v - ¥, -V e vanYs, - 3vhg)

3)>1/ = V2V — AV Y, (C.33)

BN PN

4 1)
i = (Y,

OPEN

Y = (v,

2?)) — 4Y13Y'2 _ \/§Y24 )
1

Notice that the contraction (Yﬁ(l)Yéf)):} = —Y3(4). The above weight 4 modular forms can

also be obtained from the tensor products (Y?,(Q)Yf)%, (Yéz)Yém)l,, (YéQ)Y?fz)>1 with

Y3(2) in Eq. (C.31). In particular, using Eqgs. (C.26, C.31) it is obvious to see the constraint

(Yf)Y?,(?))lN ~0, (C.34)

which was previously obtained from the g-expansion in [143]. Similarly, the independent
weight 5 modular forms can be constructed from the tensor products of weight 1 and weight
4 modular forms as follows,

i = (v{"vd?)

! = |2V + v | i, )T

3

0 — (vOv). v —avanvd] o, o
T

vi) = ("), = (v - vays, —vayP +5vRYs)

Notice that Y§(5) and Ya(/‘r)) are proportional to the contractions YE(I)Y1(4) and Yﬁ(l)Yl(,4 ) re-
spectively. Finally, the linearly independent weight 6 modular forms of level 3 can be

decomposed into one singlet 1 and two triplets 3 under 7,

Y9 = (Y£1>Y£5))3: [_Qﬁylgyz +Y24} (},227 VYV, _le)T’

2 2
T
v = (), = [t —evanyd| (v v2 vann)
Y1(6) _ (Ya(nya(f))l — V2V — \2YS 4 10VEYP . (C.36)

We summarize the level 3 modular forms up to weight 6 in table 22.
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2 3 4 5
k
1 — v Y v, vV
7 7 SRV GR R FuR VR Ey
— ® O ® yv® v B y® @
T - et A L
4 v,y YOy y@ | N nYe s LENERENERLUE

9 3@ @)
Y4( 7Y5(I ’Y5II

3
Y v® v
2 73

EORIORTS

or Y

5 — v y® y6) e
5 1a 05 (5) (5) 1/ (5) 1-(5)
i Lk
v yi9 .
(6) -(6) y-(6) 1 »fgr Y
(6) 1-(6) 1-(6) (6) 1-(6) 1-(6) YooY Yy, 6) (6 6
6 Yl ’Yl/ ,Y2 Yl ’Y3] ’Y3II YI(G) Y1(6) Y2(6) YS(’I)’Y3(’I)I’Y4(I)’
37 »Lgrr Ly Y(6) Y(6) Y(6)

411> ~51 >~ 511

Table 22. Summary of modular forms up to weight 6 and level 5. Note that the odd weight
modular forms are in the hatted representations of Iy, while the even weight modular forms are in
the unhatted representations of I'.

C3 N=4

The homogeneous finite modular group I'y 2 S} is the double covering of 'y = Sy which
is the symmetry group of a cube. It has 48 elements, and it can be generated by three
generators S, T and R obeying the following relations:

S?=R, (ST»=T"=R?>=1, TR=RT. (C.37)

The group ID of S} in GAP [177] is [48, 30]. Notice that Sj is not a subgroup of S, it is
isomorphic to the quotient group of S} over Z% ie., Sy = S}/Z% where Z8 = {1, R}
is the center and a normal subgroup of Sj. Hence the group Sy can be reproduced by
setting R = 1. Note that S} is isomorphic to the semidirect product of A4 with Z4, namely
Sy = Ay x Zy. Therefore it can be expressed in terms of another set of generators s, ¢ and
r satisfying the relations:

sP=(st) =t3=1, r1=1, rert=s, rtr ' =(st)?, (C.38)

where s and ¢ generate a A4 subgroup, r generates a Z4 subgroup, and the last two relations

define the semidirect product “x”. The generators s,t and r are related to .S, T and R by

s=T?R,
S = t%r3,

t=(ST)?, r=T,

T=r, R=r%. (C.39)

All the elements of S} group can be divided into 10 conjugacy classes:

1Cy = {1},
1Cy = {R} = (1Ch) - R,
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3C, = {T?, ST*S?, (ST?)*} ,
3C, = {T?R, ST?S, (ST?)*R} = (3C») - R,
8C3 = {ST, TS, (ST)?, (TS)?, TS*T?, T>ST?, T*S*T, T3ST?} |
6Cy = {S, TST?, T*>ST?, T3ST, TST*S*, ST*S°T} ,
6Cy = {T, ST? T*S, T°S?, TST, STS*} ,
6Cy = {SR, TST*R, T*ST*R, T*STR, TST*S, ST*S°TR} = (6Cy) - R,
6Cy" = {TR, ST*R, T>SR, T°, TSTR, STS} = (6C})- R,
8Cs = {STR, TSR, (ST)’R, (TS)*R, TS*T*R, T*ST*R,
T2S3TR, T3ST?R} = (8C3) - R. (C.40)

Note that one half of these conjugacy classes can be written as the product of the other
half with R. The group S has four singlet representations 1,1’ .1 and 1/, two doublet
representations 2 and 5, and four triplet representations 3, 3/, 3 and 3. The representation
matrices of the generators S and T are given by

1 S =1, T=1,
1: S =-1, T=-1,
1: S =1, T=—i,
1 S = —i, T=1,
() (h)
2\v3 1)’ 0 —1)°
3. s=i(7} V3 Tz—i(l 0)
2\v3 1)’ 0 —1/"
[0 V2 V2 10 0
3: 525 V2 -1 1 |, T=10 i 0. , (C.41)
V2 1 -1 00 —i
(0 V2 V2 (10 0
3’:5:—5 V2 -1 1|, T= 0i O
V2 1 -1 00 —i
0 V2 V2 10 0
3: S=-1v2 -1 1 0 i 0
V2 1 -1 00
0 V2 V2 100
3:5=—1|v2 -1 1|, T=il0oi 0
V2 1 -1 00 —i

In the unhatted representations 1, 1/, 2, 3 and 3’, the generator R = 1 is an identity
matrix so that Sj can not be distinguished from Sy in these representations. We have the
generator R = —1 in the hatted representations i, 1 , 5, 3and 3 , these representations are
novel and specific to Sj. The character table of S can be straightforwardly obtained from
the representation matrices in Eq. (C.41), as shown in table 23. The Kronecker products
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Classes | 107 | 10y | 3Cy | 3C% | 8C3 | 6C4 | 6C | 6CY | 6CY" | 8Cy
G 1 | R| 1> |T*R|ST| S | T | SR| TR | STR
1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1
1/ 1 1 1 1 1] -1 =1 ] =1 1
1 1 -1 | -1 1 i —i | — i 1
1/ 1 | -1 -1] 1 —i | i i | =i | -1
2 2 2 | 2 2 | =11 0] o 0 0 ~1
2 2 | 2] =2 2 | =1]01]o0 0 0 1
3 3 3 1| 1] o|-1]1]|-=1]1 0
8 303 | -1|-1]0 1 | -1] 1 | -1 0
3 3 | =3 —-1 0 | —i | —i i i 0
3 3 | -3 -1 ] 0 i i | =i | —i 0

Table 23. Character table of S}, the representative element of each conjugacy class is given in the

second row.
between different irreducible representations S} read as follows:

191=1"1'=11=1, 191=11 =1,
1917=191=171=1, 181=1"91=1,
192=1"2=122=1%2=2, 182=1"22=1®2 2
193=123 =123 =1T%3=3, 1983=193=123=123 =3,
193 =1"%3=13=103=3, 1983=1%3=13 =1
202=202=101¢2 202=101¢2,
203=223=223=203 =303, 203=203=203=203 =353
303=393=323=192¢333, 303=393=162¢33,

303 =323=393=1"¢23333, 303 =323=1"¢263¢3. (C42)

In the following, we report all CG coefficients of S in the form of a ® 3, we use a;(5;)
to denote the component of the left (right) basis vector a(/3). The notations I, IT and III
stand for singlet, doublet and triplet representations of S} respectively.

e IRI T,

11 —1g, 11 =1/
191—-1, 101 >1
/91 51, /el > 1 with I~ af
101 -1, 101 -1,
1917 -1, 170l -1,
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o IQII—1II,

1

where M(©) = (
0

102 -2
1722

1222
17222

0>7 MO = < 0
1 -1

o I®III — III,

1®3— 3,
1%3 -3,
193 -3,
1233,
/1\®3~>§,
13— 3,
1933,
1®3 -3,

13 — 3
193 —3
1’23 —3
123 —3
123 -3
193 -3
1%3 -3
123 — 3

o IIRII -1 I, BII,

202 1,01 P 2
22510102 .
with

o~ ~

®R2—=>1,P1Ld 2

o IT®III — III; G III,,

203393
203 -3 33
203 5303
203 5333
2035303
223 -3 33
2235333
203 5303

111, ~
with

11T, ~
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with III ~

with HNQMW<&),

2

0) , and the same convention is adopted below.

b1
B2
B3

I ~ 182 — azf

I ~ a8 + azf
I ~ M® (-04151 + a2ﬁ2)

o1 B2 + aof

2011
—a1 B2 + V3283
—a1 3 + V3aa8

—202 51
V3ai1Bs + as B
V3ai B2 + a3



o IIIQIII - I II®IIIL @ III,,

33 -1,52,93,9 3, I~ a1+ asfs + asfe
3031920303

I 3’®§’ —1,®2:83. 9 3. IT o 3 (204151 —anf33 —04352>
33 51923343 V3w By + V3as 3
303 51020303

with a3 — a3

33 2130293 ¢3 I, ~ alﬁ;_%%

o, 39¥-Te2e¥ae3 T st
33—-10203 03 azfB2 — a3f3
393 51.32,33,® 3 ITI; ~ | —ou 3 — a3fh
3@8 = 1,23, 3 o P2 + azf

C.3.1 Integer weight modular forms of level 4

The linear space spanned by the weight & modular forms at level 4 has dimension 2k + 1,
and a general vector My(I'(4)) in the linear space can be explicitly constructed by using
the theta constants [172]:
M(T(4) = > Cmn b5 (T)03(T) (C.43)
m+n=2k, m,n>0

where ¢, are general complex coefficients and the theta constants is defined as

O(7) = Z 627ri7(m+1/2)2 _ 2q1/4(1 +q2 +q6 +(]12 +...),
meZ
O3(r) = 3 ¥ =142+ 2¢" +2¢° +2¢"0 + ... | (C.44)
MEZL
Hence the weight & modular forms of level 4 can be expressed as the homogeneous poly-
nomials of degree 2k in 6; and 6. In the following, we report the explicit expressions of
the S modular multiplets up to weight 6 in the working basis of Eq. (C.41). We prefer to
use V1(7) = 03(7), ¥2(1) = —02(7) since ¥1(7) and Y2(7) turns out to be one-half weight
modular forms and they form a doublet of the metaplectic cover of S [172].

o ky =1
V29192
1
v = -9 |. (C.45)
03
° ky =2

Y(2>:< o4 + 93 >

2 =\ _ovEeez)
91 =3

Vi = [ 2v20309, | . (C.46)
2v/29193
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Y =010y (91 - 03) |

4y/203093

v = o sl |

—03 (301 + 03)

2\@191192 (19‘11 + 29%)

vy = 95 — 59193 : (C.47)
59394 — 9F

[ ] ky =4
VY = 98 + 149494 + 95,
Y(4) _ 19513 — 1019‘1119‘21 + 19%
2 \avana (ot + ) )
03 — 0%
v = | Van (o] + 76303) |
V201 (93 + T9303)
V20192
Vi) =000, (0 —0d) | —02 |- (C.48)
192
1
[ ] ky = 5
) 4 gy [2V/30703
82003 (91 + )
Vo = [ 03 (9% - 14903 — 305) |
03 (395 + 149195 — v3)
2v/20195 (0§ — 100793 + 93)
i =1 93(1305 + 20008+ 95) | .
—93 (9§ + 201095 + 1303)
V209192
Yo = (05 + 1o+ 98) | 03 | (C.49)
Ui
[ ] ky = 6
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V{9 = 912 — 330894 — 330408 + 912,
6 2
VP = o3 (0 - 03)°

4 4
V% = (9% + 140204 + 5) ( it ) ,

—2/39292
912 — 110594 + 119498 — 03
Vi = | —vaota, (95 — 220104 - 1108) | |
V20193 (1198 + 220193 — 95)
94 — 93
V{9 = (0% + 140501 + 95) | 220309, | |
2v/209193
2v/2019, (9] + 93)
Yy = 0102 (91— 08) | 9§ — 50403 : (C.50)

592094 — 96

The above modular forms of level 4 are listed in table 22. The higher weight modular
forms can be constructed from the tensor products of the above modular multiplets.

C4 N=5

The finite modular group I'y which is the double covering of the icosahedral group As, can
be generated by three generators S, T and R which obey the following rules,

S?=R, T°=(ST)*=R>=1, RT=TR, (C.51)

or equivalently
St =T°=(ST)® =1, S*T =T8> (C.52)

The group As is reproduced by setting R = 1. The group Af has 120 elements which is
twice as many elements as As, and all the elements can be divided into the 9 conjugacy
classes as follows:

107 = {1},
1Cy = {R} = (1C}) - R,
20C3 = {ST,TS,83T*, 1483, T?ST*, 128312, T3ST3, 1T3S3T, T*ST?, T S3T3,
T28T3S,T3ST%S, ST?ST3, ST3ST?, S3T3ST, TST3S3,S3T%ST?,
TYST?S3, STST?S, TST3ST? ,
30Cy = {S,SR,T2ST3, T*ST3R, T3ST?, T3ST*R, T*ST, T*STR, TST* TST*R,
ST?ST,ST*STR,TST*S,TST>SR, ST?>ST?S,ST3ST*SR, ST>ST3S, ST>*ST3SR,
T28T3ST?, T?ST3ST?R, T3ST3ST, T3ST3STR, TST3ST3, TST3ST?R,
ST?ST3ST, ST>ST3STR, TST>ST?S, TST*ST?SR, T>*ST3ST?S, T*ST3*ST?SR} ,
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12C5 = {T,T*,138, 573, 8312, 1253, T2ST, TST?, S3TS, TS*T, T3S3T*, 745313} ,
12C% = {12,713, 83128, 3138, T*ST?S, ST*ST?, T3ST3S, ST3ST3, T>ST3ST,
TST3ST? T3ST?ST*, T*ST?ST3} ,
20Cs = {STR, TSR, S3T*R,T*S*R, T>*ST*R, T?S3T*R, T3ST3R, T3S*T R, T*ST*R,
TS3T3R, T?ST3SR, T3ST?SR, ST*ST?R, ST3ST*R, S*T3STR, TST3S>R,
S3T2STAR, T*ST?S3R, ST2ST?SR, TST3STR} = (20C3) - R,
12Cy9 = {TR,T*R,T3SR, ST3R, S’T*R,T?S*R, T>*STR, TST?R, S*TSR, TS*TR,
T3S3T*R, T*S3T3R} = (12C5) - R,
120, = {T?R, T®R, S3T*SR, S’T3*SR, T*ST?SR, ST*ST*R, T3ST3SR, ST>ST®R,
T?ST3STR, TST3ST?R, T3ST?ST*R, T*'ST?ST3R} = (12C%) - R.

The number of conjugacy classes is the same as the inequivalent irreducible representations.
In addition to the five inequivalent irreducible representations 1, 3, 3', 4, 5 of the A5 group,
A{ has four inequivalent representations 2, 2’, 4" and 6. The explicit forms of the generators
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S and T in each of the irreducible representations are given by

1: S =1, T=1,
~ 1 w2 0
2: S=i/-L 4 , T = 5 ,
x/5¢<1—¢> (0w§
~ 1 ¢ ws 0
I — 1 =
;. sy %) (2 ).
1 —V2 -2 10 0
3: S=2|-V2 - 5 |, T=|[0w 0],
V2 5 = 00 wi
-1 v2 V2 10 0
3 S= V2 -3 ¢ |, T=(0w? 0|,
\/§¢_% 00 wl
1 5 ¢ -1 ws 00 0
L -11 ¢ 0w O 0
4: S=2L1¢° T = >
Vil e 1 -1 5 |7 0 0w 0]’
-1 19 0 0 0 wi
) ¢ 3 ) ¥/ (C.54)
—¢* V3¢ —V3 — ws 00 0
- V3 L —¢2 —\/3 0 w20 0
4’ S =i,/ ¢ T = >
W [ V3 —¢* L —VBg |’ 00w o]’
-3 —V3 V3¢ ¢ 00 0 w
-1 v6 V6 V6 V6 10000
V6 5 20 2 ¢ Ows 0 0 0
5: S=1|V6-20 ¢* 5 2 |, T={00w 00|,
NG g # ¢ —2¢ 00 0 w?oO
V6 ¢* 2 20 5 00 0 0 ws
-1 ¢ 5 V20 V2 ¢ 100 0 0 0
o 1 ¢ V2 V29 - 0100 0 0
6.9 | s ¥ 1 V2V ¢ 00w 0 00
' V5o | 26 V2 -2 —¢ -1 V26|’ 000w 0 0]’
V2 V20 V29 -1 ¢ V2 000 0 wioO
»* -5 0 V20 V2 -1 000 0 0 wi

where ¢ = (1 + v/5)/2 is the golden ratio, and ws is the quintic unit root ws = >/,
In the single-valued representations 1, 3, 3/, 4 and 5, the generator R is represented by

the identity matrix 1, and the elements of A% are described by the same set of matrices

which represent the elements in As, consequently the group AL can not be distinguished

from the group As with these representations. The generator R is —1 in the double-valued

representations 5, 2 , 4’ and 6. Taking trace of the representation matrices, the character
table of the A% group can be obtained and shown in table 24. From the character table, one
can straightforwardly calculate the multiplication rules of the irreducible representations as

follows,
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Classes | 107 | 10y | 20C3 | 30Cy | 12C5 | 12C% | 12CY | 20Cs | 12C
G 1 R | ST S T T? | S3T | RT | T?°R
1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1
2 2 | =2 | -1 0 —¢ % 1 ¢ —%
2/ 2 | 2| -1 0 3 —¢ 1 —3 o
3 3 3 0 -1 & —é 0 & —é
3/ 3 3 0 -1 —é & 0 —é &
4 4 4 1 0 —1 | -1 1 — —1
4/ 4 | —4 1 0 -1 | -1 -1 1
5 5 5 -1 1 0 0 -1 0 0
6 6 | —6 0 0 1 1 0 —1 -1

Table 24. Character table of A}, where G stands for the representative element of each conjugacy
class.

©2=1,®3s, 202 =4, 203=204, 203 =293=6,
204=2"96, 204 =305, 205=295=4®6,
®6=324=3®405, 2292 =103, 203 =204,
294=206, 294 =335, 226=324=30465,
303=1,$53,55;, 393 =45, 34 =20496,
305=395=303 @405, 306=20436,®6,,

303 =103, 85, 304 =20436, 326=20436,F6,,
494=1,03,03, 94, 385,, 404 =436, @6,

495=303 ®4B5,®by, 406=202 04, ©4,®61 62,
424 =1, 93,03 94,0 5., 405=202 04 &6, ® 63,
426=333 34,0425 5, P53,
505=1,83,03,B4dsD4a D 515D 5ag,
506=202 @4, 34, ®6, @65 63,

606=1,931:032:03) D3 D4 B4y ®515B 5240534, (C.55)

where the subscripts s and a denote symmetric and antisymmetric combinations respec-
tively. For the product decomposition 3 ® 6=2040 61 &) 62, 61 and 62 refer to the
two sextet representations appearing in the tensor products of 3 and 8, and similar nota-
tions are adopted for other tensor products. We now list the Clebsch-Gordan coefficients
which are quite useful in model construction. we use «; to indicate the elements of the first
representation of the product and (; to indicate those of the second representation.
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1o ~agB — a1

202 =1,® 3, with —2f1 — o132
35 ~ \/504252
—V2a1 51

o132
a3y
—a1f1
az

( o (\/5042[33 — a1ﬂ1>
21 + V2a1 8
®3=2®4 with —V/3ai1 33
i~ V2a181 + asfs
182 — V2a2/1
V3a28

—a1 33
—af3s
= az/33
—a1
—agf
—a1 32

3 <04253 =+ 04154)
a8y — azfh
a183 — azfB2

204=2 @6 with —azf — 1 fi3

~ 23 — a1
V204
V201 1

azf1 + a1 B2

( V20282 + V20183
3~ | afs—V3aif
—V3azp1 — a1
V20183 — V223
V3aaBs + a1 B

5~ 20034
201 51
V3ai B — asy

N)

294 =305 with
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N)

®5 =4 @6 with

2%6=3@4®5 with

2 ©2 =1, ® 3, with

223 =2 @4 with

20284 + 155
V2a1 81 + V3asBs
V2as81 — V3a1 B2

agfly — 2133

2033 — a1 84

233 — 2011 B4
s 201 85 — 234
V2as85 — V311
\/§a2ﬂ1 + \/504152

—2023 — 133

a2y — a1f5
3 ~ | a2fs — a1
aofl1 + o183
V20285 — a1 Bs
a1B1 + a1 82 + azfs
azf1 — azfs — a133
—aaf3 — V201 B4
V3asBs + V3185
—V20085 — 201 85
5~ | a1fs + azf8s — 2151
azf1 + 282 — a1 33
V20184 — 20033

(1a ~ a2 — a1/

(

a2 fl1 + a1 2
3/s ~ —\/504151

V2a23s

a3y — o133

a2 + 13
—V2a1 51
—V2a18s |’
V2ass
V2as

S5 a1 + \@aQBQ
V2183 — as i

V20181 — s
V3ass

1~
—V/3a1 8o

V2a281 + o183
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I
N)

224 @ 6 with

224 =3 @©5 with

225 =4 @6 with

226=304®5 with

3~

E

—a1f3 — 06253
azfs — ouﬁz
V2as5
—V2a1 84
—V2020
a1 — asf3
a1B2 + a4
V2a1 B3

\fOZZBl —V2a1 84
04151 —V3a23
asBs — V3a1 B

—V2a281 — V201 4

—2a32
—V3a1 81 — aafs
a2 + \/§a254
—201 33

V3asBs — V211
—201 82 — gy
20985 — 133
ﬂazﬁl + \/§a154
3a1 85 — a2
3az B2 + a1 85
V6ai 1 + 20233
V2182 — 2v2a284
2v2a1 83 + V20035
V6asBi — 201 B4

V20283 + V201 Bs
o181 + 182 + V2aa4
21 + V20185 — B
o1 — V20181
V20183 + a2fs
o181 + V2028
—V2a28 — a1 85
V6o 85 — V6 B3
3a1B2 — a1 — V204
20183 — 2v/20235
20286 — 2201 B4
V20185 — 3a2B1 — azfa
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3®3=15® 3, ® 55 with

323 =4&5 with

34=3 ®435 with

\

1 ~ o181 + o3Pz + af3

3a ~

a3 — azfB2

a1 B2 — azf

azf — a1

20181 — azfe — azf3

—V3asf — V3a1 B2
V6as s

V6asfs
—V3asB — V3183

V20281 + asBs
—V2a1 82 — 3B
—aafs — V201 3

V2a3Bi + asfBs

V3ai1/1
a2t — V2030
12 — V20303
o183 — V202
asBr — V2a253

asBs +V2a182 — asfh

( —V2a361 — V2024 )
3 ~

4 ~

22 + V20183 — azpa

o181 — V2030,

—V2a281 — a1

183 + V2a3B4

V20083 — a1 4
V6asBs — V6asb
2v201 81 + 20389

3asfs + a2 — V21 Ba

V20183 — 3By — By
—2a83 — 2v/201 B4
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304 =204 @6 with

35=303 ®4
@5

with

§N<

~

!/

3 ~

a3fBs + V201 82 — V32
a2f2 + V3azBs — V201 B3
—3a181 — V6aszBs
—2v2a383 — V6as B — a1
a1 B3 + V6as By — 2v2a23
V6a2B3 + 3a1 B4
2v2a281 — V2a3
—2v2a381 — V2284
V6as By — 201 1
a2B1 + V6ai1 B2 — V3asBs
V3asBs + V6 B3 + asf
V6o B3 — 201 B4

V3azB2 + vV3aaBs — 201 51
21 + V31 B2 — V6asBs
asBr + V3ai18s — V6as By

183 — V20282 — V2a3b4
o181 — V2283 — V2a3Bs

( V3a1B1 + asBs + s )
3 ~

4N

20282 — V201 B3 — 334
3aaBs + V20181 — 203055
V6as B — asBs — 2v/204 B
V3asBs — V3as s
—V2a383 — V3asB1 — a1
—V20282 — 20135
20184 + V20305
V3asB1 + V28B4 + a1 85

a3Bs + 2V 201 B2 — \/6a2ﬁ1)

N———
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5 B + V2a1 B3 + V2364 — s fa
—a3B1 — azBs — V2a285 — V20156
asfs — V2281 — 2v/202B2 — 20183
1~ V6asBs + V61 Bs + V3asBs
V6185 + V686 — V324
2v2a381 + a5 — V2asB2 — 201 s
—a1B81 — V2as3fs3
12 + V2025
Wi - o183 — V2281
ith Vo s — cufa (C.76)
V2a2Bs + a1Bs
V2asfBs — a1fs
V20182 + azBs — aaf3s
V20181 — azBs — asfBs
By ~ 21 — B — V2a3B4
V2181 — V223
V20386 — V201 85
L V20285 — agfh — asfs

)
1 ~ a1 By + 3Bz + 23

az3 — azfBs

3, ~ | aifs — oS
. , . P — a1f3
3 ®3 =183, & 55 with 20181 — asfa — anfs (C.77)
V6as 3
5s ~ | —v3azB — V3a1p2
—V3azf1 — V3a1Bs

V6asBs

—V2a382 — V2023 )

326=2 ¢4 ©6;
P62

3~ | V2181 + oy — asBs
as3fB1 + V20184 — anfa
a1 B1 + V2a3P3
o182 — V2034
V2asB1 — a1Bs
—V2a582 — 184
V6as B3 — V6as s
V2181 — o3B3 — 3aa By
5 ~ 2v201 B2 + 2034
—2as81 — 2v/201 83
3asf1 + azfa — V2a1 4

3®4=3®4®5 with (C.78)
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324 =2 ¢4 @6 with

J35=303 04 .
o5 with

5 V3asBs — V2a1 81 — B
a3Bi — V3az B2 — V201 B4
o181 + V6asBs + 2v2as84
@ V6as By — 31 B2
\/6042ﬁ1 + 3a1 53
2v2a381 + V6azB2 — a1y
—agfly — 3az33
3azfB2 — a2 f3
&~ V6 81 + azBs — V3azps
201 B2 + V6o By

20183 — V6o P
V3asBi + V6ai1 81 — asB

V3181 + asBs + asfy
3~ | a1Bs — V2a38s — V202035
o185 — V20362 — V20203

(\/303/33 +V3agBy — 2a151)
3 ~

a2 + V3a1 83 — V6asBs
asfB1 + V31 Bs — V6 Ba
V2a1 B + 3285 — 2384
2v2a1 85 + asBs — V6as b
V6as B — azfBs — 21204 B4
20033 — 33 B2 — V201 B
V3o By — V3as s
201 B9 + V2384
5~ | —V3asBi — a1Bs — V2a38s
V3asBi + V228 + a1 B4
—V20203 — 201 85

4 ~
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3326=204 @6,
P62

44=153,9 3,
©4s D 55

with

with

a azfB1 + a1B4 + asfs
a185 + azfB — a3
V6asBs — V6o B3 — V3az s
2 | @2b1 + asfis — 3agfz — 20154
3azfB + azfs — asfls — 20135
V3as B3 — V6o By — V6 Bs

o181 — a3fs

aofls — o1 B2

8 a1 83 + 35
1 Y

a3fls — a1

agfa + anf3

a4 — a1

o132 + asfs + asfs

a181 + azfBs — agfBs

By ~ V2286 — 13
azf1 + a2 — a1 By

azf1 + a185 — azfBa

L V2as83 + a1

(15 ~ aufi + 1B + 3B + a2

agf — a1y + aofls — azfBs

3a ~ V20284 — V2048
V2a1 B85 — V236

agfl3 — azfBs + a1fs — ayB

3o~ V2asB1 — V243
V2a1 B2 — V226

a3f3 + aufe + aofy

a181 + aufs + aszfy

4By + a1 + a1 52

azf2 + azBi + a183

V3auBi + V3a1 81 — V3asBa — V3asBs
2v2a383 — V242 — V2284

55 ~ V2auB3 + V2as8s — 2v2a1 1

V2281 + V201 B2 — 22044

2v2a989 — V20381 — V20183
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424 =4 & 61 @ 6y with

45=303 94
@51 D 59

with

62 ~

—asf3 — aufa — V324
o181 + V3auBs — asba
B+ B — V3ai1 s
a2B2 + V3azB1 — a1Bs

—V3azBs — a1 B4
V3azfBs — aupy
2By — V3o

—V2a1 81 — V2a3p4
V2au4Bs — V2026

asBr +V3a15;

—V3BauB — 20382 — asfs
V3a1Bs + 20083 — s
V3asBs — auBs — 20333

V2auB3 — V6a1 B

\

.

51 ~

52 ~

V2a1 By + V6 By
V3azB1 + a1 B3 — 2989

V2a383 + 2201 85 — 2v/ 20482 — V20084
20235 + 3a3By — aufs — V61 1
V6auBi + 1By — 20362 — 3aa 3

20434 + 3a1 B2 — V6o — asBs
a2z + V6azBi — 2a1 83 — 3aufs
V3aiB1 + V2as81 — 2v/20483 — V2005
V2auBs + 220385 — V3aa B — V201 B2
2v20082 + V20183 — V3asB1 — V2auBs
V3auBr — 2v2a1 B4 + V20285 — V2030,
V2a1 85 + V24P — V2081 — V20383
—V2a181 — V3auBs — V3asby
V3asBs + V2281 + V3a1 B
V20381 + V3aa B2 + V3auBs
—V3azBs — V2B — V31 B
daz B3 + 2001 B5 + 2042 + 4By
4o By + 2v60235
2v/604 B4 + 20281 — V601 B2 — V6355
20381 + 2601 B35 — V62 B2 — V6 Bs

(@M + 2v20081 — V2au s — 2\/504363)
3 ~

4oy B + 2v/60332
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46=202 04,
@4’2@61@62

424 =1,93,3 3,
D4s @ 54

with

with

N)

N(
o/

~

62 ~

a2B1 + V2auBs + azfBs — asBe — a1fs
V2a1 B4 + aufs + azBs — azBbe — ashi

By + asBs + V2286 — V201 Bo
V2B + a1 — V2383 — B
a2 — o182 — V2484 — V2385
—V3azB1 — V31 B3
V3as B + V3auBs
o3B3 + V201 B85 — asBi — V2a254
V3a1 1 — V3a1 By — V6asBs
Q22 + 20386 — e — 201 B3 — V205
a3 + 2046 + Bz + 20083 — V201 B

—V3ayB — V3auBs — V6as By
a2fs — V203 — By
—asfs — asfs — V201 B
4By — V2181 — azfs
a183 + azfBs — a1 — agBa
azf1 + asfs — azfBa — a3
o185 + azBs — V204
25 + V20 B3 + asBs — v2a1 s
aBs + V2186 + V2483 — 3B
a3fBs — V20182 — asBs — V20286
2098 + V200 B
—2a3B1 — V2a154
V201 + V2383 — aaBs — 1B

1o ~ asB — a1 s + a3fe — 23

3ayfB + 3a1 By + azfa + a3
2v/2a383 + V60 B2 + V6a2Bs
V6asB1 + V6185 — 2v/2a9
agf + a1y — 3azfe — 3azf3
V6auBs + vV6asBs — 2v/2a1 1
2v2a4 84 — V601 — V61 Ba
aufr + oy — V3asPs
V3ai1B1 + auBs + asBy
V3auBs + B + 1B
—V3azfBs — asf — a1fs
agfy — a1y + asfls — azfBs
V2281 — V24
V2auB3 — V2a384
V2a1 8y — V236

V2a1 83 — V236
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4do5=202 ¢4
®61 P 62

with

2~ (\/§Q251 + o182 — 20484 — \/§a3ﬁ5)

~
/
~

aq
~Y

61 ~

62 ~

\/§Oé252 + ayf5 + \/§a351 + 21 53

V3auBs — asBs — V2181 — 2095
V2B + V3ai s+ 20382 — asBs
V20285 — a1 — V2a3ps
V2auBs + aaBi + V201 B2
V20485 + asBr — V2a1 B3
V232 + V2023 — aufh
V2as84 + V60 5 — V2033
—V2a383 — V60 By — V20284
V2asB5 + V6auBs + V20384
a3fBs + V6B — V31 Be
22 + V3auBs — V6as S
V6184 + V20083 — V20359
20432 — V3a84 — V3asBs
\/305353 + 2061ﬁ5 - \/§OZQB4
V3asfBy — aufs — V6ai Py
V2auBs — V20182 — V6asBs
\/ialﬂfi + \/§Od4ﬂ5 — \/604252
V3asBs + V6asf — a1 B
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4126=303 04,
@4y D 51 D 5o

with

X

V2a1 B2 + asBs + V3asBs — 2v/2a1 81 — V62 fs

20186 + V6381 — 2a4B3 — V6o B
V6a383 + v3aaBs — 212042 — V2481 — a1 B

3agB + asBa + V3183 — V6auBs — asfe

( V6auBs + 20384 — 2085 — V6011 B )
3 ~

4y ~

4o ~

51 ~

By ~

V3aufBs + 3asBe — asfls — asBi — V6 Ba
o181 — V20481 — V3aaBs
—V3aaBs — 183 — V204 Bs
V201 B4 + auBBs — V3azp
—aufr — V3asBs — v2a1 85
V2as85 — V3ai1 B2 — V6auBs — asfs
o — 202y — V3 B3 — 2a35 (C.88)
V3aufs + 20083 — azBa — 2a35
—V3aupi — asBs — V2aBs — V6a1 s
V6asBs + V685
V601 B2 + asfs + V2286 — V3B
V2a281 + V228 + V2386 — V601 B3
V2asB1 + V6auBs — vV2asB2 — vV2a233
V6B + V2as83 — asfs — V31 Bs
V6o B3 + V6o Bs
20181 + V2auBs + V63 Bs
V3asBs — V3asf — a1Bs — V2aufBs — V3asfBs
V3asB1 + V201 B + auBs + V3asBa + V323

V2185 — 2042 — V6a2 By
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505=1,®3,P 3,
®4s ® 4 B 515 Wwith
@52,5

15 ~ a1y + asPB2 + cefs + cufz + asfa

20384 — 20483 + a5 — a5 32
3a ~ | V3a2B1 — V3a1 B + V2a385 — V20503
V2aBs — V2B + V301 B85 — V3as 5
ayfB3 — asfy + 20005 — 20532
3, ~ | V3aiBs — V3asBi + V2aufs — V2as554
V3auBi — V31 By + V20283 — V2a35:
dayBs + V6az B + V6aiBa — a5 B3 — asBs
4oy +V6asfr + V61 B3 — asBs — aufs
dasBs + V6P + V6a1 By — azfa — asBs
4azBs + V6as B + V60 Bs — aufa — azfa
V2a1 8y — V2261 + V3asBs — V3as3
V2as61 — V2183 + V3auBs — V3as B4 (C.89)
V2a4B1 — V20181 + V3az B2 — V3azfs
V3auBs — V3aafs + V201 85 — V2a55
20131 + a5 P2 + aofls — 2a4 33 — 234
o1 + a1 B2 + V6asBs + V6asBs
515 ~ V6asBs — 20381 — 201183
V6asBs — 201 — 201 B4
asB1 + a1 B85 + V6auBe + V6B
20181 + auf3 + 3By — 2a582 — 2255
V6auBs — 20081 — 201 B2
925 ~ asf1 + a1 B3 + V6asBs + V6auBs
4B + a1 B+ V6azBe + V6as s

L V6as3 B3 — 2a561 — 201 Bs

- 139 -



’2\ -~ azfy + \/§a1,34 + a4 fg + 2389 — 2c9 83 — \/§a5ﬁ5
2001 + o3B3 + 20586 — V31 Bs — aufa — V2a24
5 [302f1+a2fz + V6183 + V2581 + 2v/ 20485 — 20356
V601 Bs + 305 B2 + V2025 + 20483 — 220384 — 581
\/604153 + 36 + V20581 — V2085 — 20939
4. ~ \/305351 + \/§a352 + \/60(5&3 — \/304456
! V3auBr + V6aaBs — V3asBe — V3asBs
B3 — V2as3Bs — 20581 — V2285 — V61 Bs
V3as 81 — V6o — V6as B
4l ~ V2a382 — V20283 — V2a381 — Va1 s — asfs — V20406
2 \/§a4/31 + \/6041ﬂ5 + \/§a566 + \/§a462 — 9By — \/§a363
\/6&5,32 - \/§a255 - \/6a453
o181 + V3auBs — V6aszBs
5R6=202 a4 a1 + V6as B3 + V3azfs
$4h @ 61 @ 6 with 6y ~ V6a2y + o183 — V3aufs (C.90)
®63 V3aszf1 + V3auBs — 201 B4
V3aufa — V3asBs — 201 Bs
V3asBy + a1 8s — V6as B
V3o B1 + V2a583 — 20385 — cufa
V3ai1 B2 + 2044 + V20285 — asfs
6o ~ V2asf1 + 20584 — aufls — V30183
a4 fls + 20382 + 20283 — a3y
20506 — 20481 — a2 — a3f3
a3+ V205082 4 2085 — V3a1 B
V2a1 81 + V3aafs + V3asBs — V6aszBs — 6By
V201 By + V6B + V3asBs — V3asB3 — V6asBs
6 ~ V3asB1 + V6asBs — V3azBs — 2v/2a1 85
° V20184 + V603 B + V6an B3 — v6asz b
V2a1 85 + V60586 — V6au B — V6o B
V3asB1 + V3as b2 + V6azBs — 2v/201 B
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1, ~ B — 1B + agB3 — azfBe + asBs — aufs

agf3 + azfs — aaf — a1B2 — asBy — ayBs
315~ V2as585 — V2362 — V2283 )
—V2a4Bs — V20681 — V20185
200232 + 200584 + 201485 — 201 B4
325 ~ | V20381 + V20185 + V2362 + V20283 — 20684 — 204466)
V2asB1 + V201 86 — V20682 — V286 — 20583 — 2355
a3 + a1 fBa + ag B3 + azfs
315~ | asfs +asBs —aufe — by )
—asf1 — 185 — aaff3 — 3By

aoflo — a1 — Pz — azfs — as B4 — 0¢4ﬁ5)

355~ s+ azfBs — V2a3Bs — auf — a1Ba
V2a6B6 + asBi + a1Bs + azBe + azfs
2v2a381 + 2v/201 B3 + 6B + aafls — 2V 20585 — V2a382 — V2a235

4, ~ 2v2a3033 — 3auBr — 311 — B — aoBs — a5 — a5 Bs
606=1,0315 3254 2v2a60s + as B + a1 Bs — 3asBa — 3asfBs — aufls — azba
) y ' V2a6B1 + V20186 + 2v206 82 + 2V 20285 — 220484 — a5 B3 — 3P
D315 D325 D 4s with V2283 — V2a36s + afis — 6P (C.91)
D4a D 515 D 522 4~ ayfy — a1 By + asfy — aufe + agfBs — as B
©53,a a asf1 — a1 fs + asB2 — aafs + azfBy — asfs

V20681 — V201 86 + asBs — s B3
*\/604151 - \/6042[32
20585 + asBi + a1fBs + azPe + azBs + V2a681 + V24 Bs
516~ 20303 + V242 + V2281 + V20685 + V2056
206636 + V2483 + V2381 — V2581 — V20185
2044 + agBa + azfBs — apBi — a1Bs — V2a583 — V2385
a1y — By + 20584 — 2045 + azfBs — asf3
\/604153 - \@@351
52,4 ~ V3B — V3o B+ V3as 85 — V3as s
V3as B4 — V3auBs + V31 B5 — V3as
V6azBs — V6ag B
V2as81 — V20182 + V20581 — V2045 + 2V 20385 — 2V 20683
V3183 — V3as B + V3az B3 — V3as Bz + V6as s — V6B

53 0 ~ V6asB1 — V6 By + V6auBs — V6as By
V6as B2 — V6asBs + V6aiBs — vV6as by
. V3agBh — V3a1Bs + V6asBs — V6asfBs + V386 — V3a B2

C.4.1 Integer weight modular forms of level 5

The linear space of modular forms of positive integer weight k& and level 5 has dimension
5k+1. A general vector My (I'(5)) in the linear space can be explicitly constructed through
the Dedekind eta-function and Klein form as follow [153, 165]:

UL P
MLTG) = ) e G MCR (C.92)

m~+n=>5k, m,n>0
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where the Dedekind eta-function 7(7) is defined in Eq. (4.19) and Klein form &, ,,)(7) is
given by [160, 167-169):

(o]
by (1) = ¢ 20— ) [TO - ") 1 = ;) (A = ¢7) 2, (C.93)
n=1
with ¢, = €*™* and z = 17 + ro. From Eq. (C.92), we known that the modular space of

level 5 can be generated by Fi(7) and F»(7),

3(57)E, T 3(57)81 T

e R T

which turn out to be weight 1/5 modular forms of level 5 [165, 179]. Each modular form
of integer weight k and level 5 can be written as a polynomial of degree 5k in Fi(7) and
Fy(7):

5k
chFf”(T)F;k_"(T). (C.95)
n=0

Because Fi(7) and Fy(7) are algebraically independent, all terms in above polynomial are
linearly independent, and obviously the number of independent terms matches with the
correct dimension 5k + 1. Without loss of generality, we can choose a set of basis vectors
of the weight 1 modular space as

FP(r), Fi(r)Fa(r), FY(r)F3(r), F{(r)F(1), Fi(r)Fy(r), F3(r). (C.96)

In the representation basis of Eq. (C.54), the above six modular forms can be organized
into a six dimensional representation 6 of I'y = AZ:

F15 + 2F25 Yi(7)

2F15 — F25 Yo (T)

(1) 5FHF | v3()
5 (D= 5 arip yi(r) | (C.97)

—5V2FPFy Y5(7)

5F Fy Ys(7)

which fulfills the identities in Eqs. (4.13,4.14). The g-expansion of the modular forms
Y1 23456 reads as

(1)
Ya(7) = 2+ 5¢ + 10¢> + 5¢* + 5¢° + 10¢° + 10¢" — 5¢° + ...,
Va(r) = 5¢"° (1420 +2¢* + ¢* +2¢* +2¢° +2¢° +¢" +2¢° +2¢° +...) |
Vi(r) =5vV2¢ 1+ g+ @+ +2¢* +® +d" +288 +° +...)
Va(r) = —5V2¢*° 1+ P+ +¢* —® +2¢8 + ¥+ +...),
Yo(r) =5¢"5 (1 —q+2¢° +2¢° —2¢" +2¢° + ¢° +...) . (C.98)
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The higher weight modular forms can be constructed from tensor products of Ya(l)(T).
For example, there are 11 independent weight 2 modular forms of level 5, which can be
decomposed into two triplets and a quintet transforming in the 3, 3’ and 5 irreducible
representations of Af. Without loss of generality we can choose the weight 2 and level 5
modular forms as

—2(V1Ys + ViYs — Y3Ye)

i = ovia = | va(Roay) |
—V2 (Y +2Y1Ys)
2(V1Ys + YaY)

Yy = (Vv Ve, = | 2%¥s-2mv; |
~2(Y3Yi +Y1¥5) (C.99)

—V6 (Y +Y7)
2 (Y2 + Y1Ys + Ya Y3 + V2Y3 V)

Vol = (Y s, = | 2(Y2 + V2 (1aYi + YaYe))
2 (Y§ + V2Y3Ya — V2Y1Y5)

2 (Y2 — V2Y3Y5 + (Yo — Y1) Yp)

The linear space of modular forms of weight £ = 3 and level 5 has dimension 5k + 1 = 16,

and they can be decomposed into a quartet and two sextets transforming as 4" and 6 under
AL,

VY3V, — V3YsYyh + V6Y5Yy
—ﬂW§{+Yﬂ§)—3nY‘W+nK§§
—ovsv ) - KJ‘Q+@n+yaxﬁg
—J%(”—Jn Yyrh +V/3Y3Yy
-Y1Y, \fYY
n%?+JYn§
Y3Vyy — V2N Yy
6 2
1 V2YsYyy — Y@f
nw>+¢vym
J%Y mﬂ”
fﬂ@?+¢’%n2 V2YsYeY) — V2YaY) + V3V
VYY) + V3 (Ye¥id) — vavaYiy) + vavivd — vav

2 2
Y(?’) . (Y(I)Y@))A . \/g (Y1Y5(72) — Y2Y572 + \fY4Y575) — 2\[}/E’;Y5(71)

@) _ (yMy @), =
b e e VaYIYS) VB (YaYg 4+ (v, - 1) Vi)
VRYsYe = VB (ived + varyd - veryd)

V3 (VaYsyey + (v + ) 1Y) - 2vavey

(C.100)
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where we denote the notation Y3(2) = (Y;i),Yéé),Y?)(?)T, Y3(,2) = (Y?,(, )1,Y3(/2%,Y( ;)T and

Ys(2) = (Yéi),Yéé),YS(’?,YS(Z),YS(?)T, and similar notations are adopted for the modular
forms in the following.

The weight 4 modular multiplets can be generated from the tensor product of Yél) and
the modular forms of weight 3. We find there are 21 linearly independent modular forms
which can be chosen to be

4 D+ (3 3 3 3
vV = (v )Yg(l))la = Y2Y6(u)r 1 YlYEi(I},Z + Yﬁys(f} 3 Y3Y6(I} 61 Y5Y6(I} 4 YZlYG(I} 5
3 3 3 3 3
W i _Ylye(l},z YQYG(I} 1 + Y3Y6(I} 6 Y4Y6(I} 5 Y5Yé1} 4t YGYG(I},ZS
Y3 = (Y’é Y611)31,s = _\[Y2 6[] 3 \fYé [[2 + \[YBY(;(I}{) )
*\[Ylyen 6 \fY4Y6H 4 f}/(;Yé?M
_Ylye(?)1 + Y2Y6(?)2 Y6Y6(?)3 Y5Y6(I)4 Y4Y6(1)5 Y3Y6(I)6
Y(4) = (YA(I)YA(?)))%,S = Yy <Y6(1)2 Yer 1) \[Y 13 + (Y2 - 1) YG(I)4
Ys (Ye(l,)l + Yﬁ(f,)Q) + M+ YZ) 6[ 5 +V2Y YG[ 6
_\@Yiiya(i)z + \/§Y2Y6(i)3 - Y6Y6(?,)4 + Y4Y6(1,)6
Yy Yﬁ(?,)l - YG(??Q - YlYG(?,)4 + YQYG(?,)4 + Yﬁye(?,)5 - Y5Y6(i)6
Ys Yﬁ(?,)l + YG(?)Q - YALYG(?):s + Y3Y6(?)4 - Ylye(}g’)5 - YQYG(?,)E)
ﬂYﬁYé?)l Y5Y(?)3 + Y3Y6(?5 \[Ylyt:‘f?)ﬁ
3
V6 (Ylyﬁ(f,)1 + Y2Y6(I,)2)
Vs (Yot + Yarh) + YiYars + VaYary + VAVl + 2¥5¥( s + V2Vl
4 D+ (3
Yo = (VA0v)s, = VYYD, + 29 Dy + V3 (YaXdly + YoVl + VoYl
_\[Y5Y61 1t \[YZLYGJ 3T W%Yé}?i leYGI 5T 2Y6Y6( )
Ys (YG(])Q YG(I 1) \[YE)YGI 3T 2Y4Y6[ 4 \fYBYGI 5 YlYG(I,)G + Yzyﬁ(?,)ﬁ
VoY v, — v, 4 oy, —oviv® 4 vav )
2¥gr 1+ Y1¥gro — Ye¥gr3 T 2¥5¥gry aYgrs+ Y3¥grg
V6 (Ylyﬁ(i)s - Y:”YG(?,)I
Vi = (Y )5, = V3 (YaYarh — YaYgrh + Ye¥gr s — Y7y
\/§ (_Y5Y6(?,)1 - Y4Y6(?,)3 + Y?’YG(;),)4 + Ylye(zlg,)5>
V6 (YQYEE?,)ﬁ - YGY(s(?,)z)

)

Notice that each entry of these weight four modular forms can be expressed as quartic
polynomial of Y7 23456. In a same manner, we can obtain the weight 5 modular multiplets
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as follow,

5 1 4
Vi = (v Vg2 =

(4) (4) (4) (4) (4) (4)
( V3YiYyir — 2Y3Ygrro + V1Y o +2Y2Y5 7 o + YeYyy , — \/§Y5Y5H,5 >

_\/§Y5Y5(?1,1 - ﬂyﬁlys(?},z + Y3Y5(2,3 + 2Y1Y5(?},4 - Y2Y5(2,4 + 2YGY5(?},5

vy = (Y =

<¢6Y3Yé?},1 +3Y1Yy 1o + YaYypyo — 2eYayr, + 2V2Ys Vg, + ﬂY4Y5(}‘},5>
6 511 )

\/6Y6Y5(;1}71 + \/§YSY5272 - 2\/§Y4Y5(273 + 2Y3Y5(?},4 - Y1Y5(2,5 + 3Y2Y5(2,5
\/6}/})1/5(;1}71 - 2Y2Y5(2,2 + %st?},s - \&Y5Y5(2,4 + \/§Y4Y5(2,5
VB (YiYi1), + YoYiy s — YeYypa + Vs Yy 5)
V3 (VAYiYl), — vl + (- va v |
_\/61/6}/'5(271 - \/§Y5Y5(2,2 - \/§Y4Y5(2,3 + Y3Y5(2,4 - 2Y1Y5(2,5

5 1 4
vy = (Y, =

] v g
vy Vavy, - vavih
y ) (y Oy, _ vy, v _ 0y @, — YaYy') + Y3y
6/ ¢ "1 /6 Y4y(i) ) 811 6 '3 /61 YGY(,‘%_YIY;I%)Q )
il v o)
e vl v

\/§Y1Y5(2,1 - 2Y5Y5(;l},3 - Y4Y5(2,4 + \/§Y3Y5(2,5
\/§Y2Y5(;1} 1+ \/§Y6Y5(2 2~ Y5Y5(;1} 3t 2Y4Y5(2 4
VY VY, - YY) v
2Y3Y5(2,2 - Y1Y5(2 3+ 2Y2Y5(ﬁ,3 + Y6Y5(2 4

_Y:”)Yéﬁ,?, - 2Yle(er;A - Y2Y5(;l},4 + 2Y6Y5(£,5
—VBY6Yy1 1 + 2VsYal o + YiVary s + VEVaYal) 5

5 1)y (4
Ya(lgl - (Yé( )YS)(I})Gz =

In the end, we give the linearly independent weight 6 modular multiplets of level 5,

Y1(6) = (Yg(l)Yg(IS;)la = Y2Y6(2,1 - Y1Y6(15},2 + YéYG(?},:S + Y5Y6(2,4 - Y4Y6(I5},5 - Y:")Ye(?}ﬁ )
_YQYG(?,)I - Ylys(}r),)z + Y6Y6(}r),)3 - Y5Y6(?,)4 - nye(}r),)5 + Y3Y6(}r),)6
Ys(?) = (Yg(l)YA(B))SI,S = _\/5 Y3Y6(}r),)2 + Y2Y6(?,)3 - Y5Y6(?,)5
—V2 (Yo¥g7) + YaYer) + Yi¥ers
_YQYG(?}I,I - Y1Y6(21,2 + YGYG(?}I,?; - Y5Y6(21,4 - Y4Y6(15}I,5 + Y?’YS(?}I,ﬁ
Ys(?} = (Yg(l)yg(zl)&,s = —V2 Y3Y6(21,2 + Y2Y6(2L3 - Y5Y6(21,5
—V2 Y6Y6(21,1 + Y4Y6(15}I,4 + Ylya(}r’}[,(a

YaYarh + YiYerh + YeYorh + YaYqy)

6
6 1)1,(5
Yyl = (Y5 ), = | —YaYerh — YoYar + YeVrs + YaYry | -

A A A A A A A A
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6 11,5
Y?’(/I)I - (YE( )Yé1;1)3’1v8 -
O — (), -
Y = (57 )e =
D = (¥, =
Yarr = (Y3 s, =

(5) (5) (5) (5)
YoYerrra +Y1Yerrro +YeYerr s+ YsYe 16

V3 <Y4Y6(}5} 2~ YQYG(?} 4t YGYG(?} 5
V3 <_Y5Y6(2 1 Y4Y6(I} 3t Y3Y6(I}
V6 (Yzyé}r)} 6 }/GYG(?}J

(5) 5)
_Y4Y6EI%I 2 Y2Y(g[ 4t YGYGEI%I 5+ Y5Y6§15§1 6| -
_Y5Y6HI 1 Y4Y6HI,3 Y3Y6]H,4 Y1Y6111,5
Y4Y, — Vv
f Y Y(5) + Y5Y(5)
+J%W5 ’
—Y5Y(5) V2Ys,Y.
"y, 4,1 —VBYsY,) — V2Y) Yﬁ
~Y3Y,) f YQY@ V2Y5Y,
V2YiY) V3 Y1Y(5) +Y6Y4(,52L ’
VYY) - Vavy ) - vav D)
V6 (Y5 +Y4Y( ))
fYQYjH\fYG% YY) — V3V
V2 (—V3Y3Y, +Y1Y( ) +Y2Y( ) +YY4(,,) :
V2 —1@,YL§+Y1YL§,) YY) +\/Y6Y4,
_\/>Y75 4/ 1 Y4(/72 + ng + leY( 21
5 5 5 5
_Y2Y6(I},1 + YlYG(H)',2 - Y6Y6(I},3 + 2Y5Y6(I},4 - 2Y4Y6(I},5 + Y3Y6(I},6

5 5
VB (ViYgl) s — YaYers)

5
- Y5Y6(I} 6)
5)
4T YlYa(U 5)

We see that the linear space of modular forms of level 5 and weight 6 has dimension 31
which is in agreement with the dimension formula 5k +1 =5 x 6 + 1 = 31. The above
modular multiplets and their representations under Af are listed in table 22.

For higher level N = 6 and N = 7, the interested readers can refer to Refs. [158, 159]
for the details of relevant group theory and modular forms.
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