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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 S′

4 model of leptons (and
quarks), and a multiple moduli model based on three S4 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:

• 1998 Atmospheric νµ disappear, large atmospheric mixing (SK)

• 2002 Solar νe disappear, large solar mixing (SK, after Homestake and Gallium)

• 2002 Solar νe appear as νµ and ντ (SNO)

• 2004 Reactor νe oscillations observed (KamLAND)

• 2004 Accelerator νµ disappear (K2K)

• 2006 Accelerator νµ disappearance confirmed (MINOS)

• 2010 Accelerator νµ appear as ντ (OPERA)

• 2011 Accelerator νµ appear as νe (T2K, MINOS)

• 2012 Reactor νe disappear, reactor mixing measured (Daya Bay, RENO)

It is known that neutrino oscillations only depend on the two mass squared differences
∆m2

21 ≡ m2
2−m2

1, which is constrained by data to be positive, and ∆m2
31 ≡ m2

3−m2
1, 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 νµ−ντ mixing, corresponding
to a maximal atmospheric mixing angle θ23 of roughly 45◦ [1]. The 2002 solar neutrino
oscillation data was consistent with equal tri-maximal νe − νµ − ντ mixing, corresponding
to a solar mixing angle θ12 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 νe, νµ, ντ 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 νµ − ντ composition for one
mass eigenstate and roughly equal νe − νµ − ντ 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 θ13 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:

• Neutrinos have exceptionally small masses, a million times smaller than me.

• At least two neutrino masses are not so hierarchical, unlike charged fermion masses.

• Neutrino masses break individual lepton numbers Le, Lµ, Lτ

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

• 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:
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• Is leptonic CP symmetry violated?

• Does θ23 belong to the first octant (< 45o) or the second octant (> 45o)?

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

• What is the lightest neutrino mass value?

• Are the neutrino masses of the Dirac or Majorana type?

In the SM, there are three neutrinos νe, νµ, ντ which all massless and are distinguished
by separate lepton numbers Le, Lµ, Lτ . 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:

• There are no right-handed (RH) sterile neutrinos νR in the SM;

• In the SM there are no Higgs in SU(2)L triplet representation;

• 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 νR are included, then the
usual Higgs mechanism of the SM yields Dirac neutrino mass in the same way as for the
electron mass me. This would break Le, Lµ, Lτ , but preserve L and B − L. According to
this simplest possibility, the Yukawa term would be YνLHuνR, in the standard notation,
and Yν ∼ 10−12. By comparison, the electron mass has a Yukawa coupling eigenvalue Ye of
about 10−6.

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 1

Λ L̄νRHS, where S is a scalar and Λ 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 Z2

symmetry [24], under which νR 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 Z2 breaking term leads to their annihilation, resulting in gravitational waves
with a peaked spectrum [28], unlike those produced from spontaneous breaking of U(1)B−L
or U(1)L 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 MRνRνR where MR could take any value up to the Planck
scale. A conserved symmetry such as U(1)B−L 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 Hu with a charge conjugated
second Higgs doublet Hc

d. 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)B−L 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 ∆ (written as a 2 × 2

matrix), LH Majorana neutrino masses arise from the term yML
T (∆)L, where yM 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 κ, first proposed by Weinberg [29],

−κLT (HH)L = −1

2

(
λ

Λ

)
LT (HH)L , (1.1)

where λ is a dimensionless coupling constant, Λ is a mass scale and (HH) is an SU(2)L
triplet combination of two Higgs doublets (written as a 2 × 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

(
λ
Λ

)
∼ 1/(1014GeV) for mν ∼ 0.1 eV. The

elegant type I seesaw mechanism [30–35] identifies the mass scale Λ with the RH neutrino
Majorana mass Λ = MN , and λ with the product of Dirac Yukawa couplings λ = Y 2

ν . Of
course the situation is rather more complicated in practice since there may be three RH
neutrinos and both MN and Yν may be a 3× 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 Λ:

• 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 Λ = M). For example the type I
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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
Hu. The type Ib seesaw mechanism involves replacing one of the Higgs doublets by a
charge conjugated second Higgs doublet Hc

d in the framework of a two Higgs doublet
model [41], leading to a new kind of effective Weinberg operator involving the factor
(HuH

c
d).

• R-parity violating supersymmetry [43] (Λ =TeV Majorana mass neutralinos χ).

• 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 early1 string-inspired explanations for neutrino mass:

• Extra dimensions [46–50] with RH neutrinos in the bulk leading to suppressed Dirac
Yukawa Yν ;

• 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

MNνcRνR ∼MNνRνR , (1.2)

where νR is a right-handed neutrino field and νcR 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,

MDνLνR . (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 Eqs. (1.2,1.3) are per-
mitted, and we have the mass matrix

(
νL νcR

)( 0 MD

MT
D MN

)(
νcL
νR

)
. (1.4)

1We shall discuss some recent developments later.
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Since the right-handed neutrinos are electroweak singlets the Majorana masses of the right-
handed neutrinos MN may be orders of magnitude larger than the electroweak scale. In
the approximation that MN ≫ MD the matrix in Eq. (1.4) may be diagonalised to yield
the approximate light effective 3× 3 Majorana mass matrix,

Mν ≈ −MDM
−1
N MT

D . (1.5)

The effective left-handed Majorana masses Mν are naturally suppressed by the heavy scale
MN . In a one family example if we take MD ∼ MW (where MW is the mass of the W
boson) and MN ∼MGUT then we find Mν ∼ 10−3 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

L = −νLMDνR − 1

2
νTRMNνR + h.c. , (1.6)

where νL represents left-handed neutrino fields (arising from electroweak doublets), νR rep-
resents right-handed neutrino fields (arising from electroweak singlets), in a matrix notation
where the MD matrix elements are typically of order the charged lepton masses, while the
MN 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

dL
dνR

= 0 , (1.7)

which gives
νTR = −νLMDM

−1
N , νR = −M−1

N MT
DνL

T . (1.8)

Substituting back into the original Lagrangian we find

L = −1

2
νLMνν

c
L + h.c. , (1.9)

with Mν 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 Mν , 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
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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 is2

Lmass = −
[
ϵαβỸ

ij
e H

α
d L

β
i e
c
j − ϵαβỸ

ij
ν H

α
uL

β
i ν

c
j +

1

2
νci M̃

ij
N ν

c
j

]
+ h.c. , (1.10)

where ϵαβ = −ϵβα, ϵ12 = 1, and the remaining notation is standard except that the 3 right-
handed neutrinos νiR have been replaced by their CP conjugates νci , and M̃ ij

N is a complex
symmetric Majorana matrix. When the two Higgs doublets get their VEVs ⟨Hα=2

u ⟩ = vu,
⟨Hα=1

d ⟩ = vd, where the ratio of VEVs is defined to be tanβ ≡ vu/vd, we find the terms

Lmass = −vdỸ ij
e eie

c
j − vuỸ

ij
ν νiν

c
j −

1

2
M̃ ij
N ν

c
i ν
c
j + h.c. . (1.11)

Replacing CP conjugate fields we can write in a matrix notation

Lmass = −eLvdỸ ∗
e eR − νLvuỸ

∗
ν νR − 1

2
νTRMNνR + h.c. , (1.12)

where MN = M̃∗
N . It is convenient to work in the diagonal charged lepton basis

diag(me,mµ,mτ ) = V †
eL
vdỸ

∗
e VeR , (1.13)

and the diagonal right-handed neutrino basis

diag(M1,M2,M3) = V T
νR
MNVνR , (1.14)

where VeL , VeR , VνR are unitary transformations. This is commonly referred to as the flavour
basis. In the flavour basis the neutrino Yukawa couplings are given by

Yν = V †
eL
Ỹ ∗
ν VνR , (1.15)

and the Lagrangian in this basis is

Lmass = − (eL µL τL)diag(me,mµ,mτ )(eR µR τR)
T

− (νeL νµL ντL)vuYν(νR1 νR2 νR3)
T

− 1

2
(νR1 νR2 νR3)diag(M1,M2,M3)(νR1 νR2 νR3)

T + h.c. . (1.16)

After integrating out the right-handed neutrinos (the seesaw mechanism) we find

Lmass = − (eL µL τL)diag(me,mµ,mτ )(eR µR τR)
T

− 1

2
(νeL νµL ντL)Mν(νe

c
L νµ

c
L ντ

c
L)
T + h.c. , (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),

Mν = −v2u Yν diag(M−1
1 ,M−1

2 ,M−1
3 )Y T

ν . (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 ψR by their CP
conjugates ψc, 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,
i.e. Hu ≡ Hc

d.
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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. M1 ≪ M2 ≪ M3, where the lightest RHN with mass M1 is
dominantly responsible for the heaviest physical neutrino mass m3, that with mass M2 is
mainly responsible for the second heaviest physical mass m2, 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, m1 = 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 ν in the flavour basis consists of a 3 × 2 matrix with the elements of
the first column (d, e, f) describing the Yukawa couplings of (νeL νµL ντL) to the first RH
neutrino of mass M1, and the elements of the second column (a, b, c) describing the Yukawa
couplings of (νeL, νµL, ντL) to the second RH neutrino of mass M2. Then according to SD,
we expect that the atmospheric mixing angle is given by tan θ23 ∼ |e|/|f |, and the solar
mixing angle is given by tan θ12 ∼

√
2 |a|/|b − c|. Maximal atmospheric mixing suggests

that |e| ∼ |f | and tri-maximal solar mixing suggests that |b − c| ∼ 2|a|. Assuming d = 0

then the reactor angle is given by tan θ13 ≲ m2/m3 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 ν are accurately
proportional to (d, e, f) ∝ (0, 1, 1) which yields approximately maximal atmospheric mixing
and (a, b, c) ∝ (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 θ12 ∼

√
2|a|/|b− c| to yield approximate tri-maximal solar

mixing. The reactor angle is given by tan θ13 ∼ (n−1)
√
2m2/(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 +

√
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 ∆m2

21 and ∆m2
31,

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)L, 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 ML to the neutrino mass matrix via an
induced VEV of the neutral component of a triplet Higgs ∆.

type II seesaw the general neutrino mass matrix is given by(
νL νcR

)(ML MD

MT
D MN

)(
νcL
νR

)
. (1.19)

Under the assumption that the mass eigenvalues Mi of MN are very large compared to the
components of ML and MD, the mass matrix can approximately be diagonalised yielding
the light effective Majorana 3× 3 mass matrix

Mν ≈ML −MDM
−1
N MT

D (1.20)

which may be compared to the type I result in Eq. (1.5). The new direct mass term ML

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 νiR that we have
considered so far. If the singlets have Majorana masses MS , but the right-handed neutrinos
have a zero Majorana mass MN = 0, the seesaw mechanism may proceed via mass couplings
of singlets to right-handed neutrinos M . In the basis (νcL, νR, S) the mass matrix is 0 MD 0

MT
D 0 M

0 MT MS

 . (1.21)

There are two different cases often considered:
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(i) Assuming MS ≫ M the light physical left-handed Majorana neutrino masses are
then,

Mν = −MDM
−1
N MT

D , (1.22)

where
MN = −MM−1

S MT . (1.23)

The mass matrix of the light physical left-handed Majorana neutrino masses is then,

Mν =MD(M
T )−1MSM

−1MT
D, (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 MN is below
the GUT or string scale.

(ii) Assuming MS ≪ M , the matrix has one light and two heavy quasi-degenerate
states for each generation. In the limit that MS → 0 all neutrinos become massless and
lepton number symmetry is restored. Close to this limit MS ≈ 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

Mν =MD(M
′M−1)T + (M ′M−1)MT

D. (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,

Lmass
lepton = −vdY e

ije
i
Le

j
R − 1

2
Mν
ijν

i
Lν

cj
L + h.c. , (1.26)

which is valid below the EW symmetry breaking scale, where i, j are flavour indices. We
do not yet specify the mechanism responsible for the above complex symmetric Majorana
neutrino matrix3 Mν . The mass matrices may be diagonalised by unitary matrices,

U †
eL
Y eUeR =

 ye 0 0

0 yµ 0

0 0 yτ

 , U †
νL
MνU∗

νL
=

m1 0 0

0 m2 0

0 0 m3

 . (1.27)

The charged current (CC) couplings toW− in the flavour basis are given by − g√
2
eiLγ

µW−
µ ν

i
L,

which becomes in the mass basis, where eL, µL, τL and νi are now mass eigenstates,

LCClepton = − g√
2

(
eL µL τL

)
UPMNSγ

µW−
µ

 ν1L
ν2L
ν3L

+ h.c. . (1.28)

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 ν has no significance, thus
Mν =Mν .

– 11 –



The Pontecorvo-Maki-Nakagawa-Sakata (PMNS) lepton mixing matrix is identified as4,

UPMNS = U †
eL
UνL . (1.29)

It is possible to remove three of the lepton phases in UPMNS, using the phase invariance
of me,mµ,mτ . For example, meeLeR, is unchanged by eL → eiϕeeL and eR → eiϕeeR.
The three such phases ϕe, ϕµ, ϕτ 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 −1

2miνiLν
c
iL where mi 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]:

UPMNS =

 c12c13 s12c13 s13e
−iδ

−s12c23 − c12s13s23e
iδ c12c23 − s12s13s23e

iδ c13s23
s12s23 − c12s13c23e

iδ −c12s23 − s12s13c23e
iδ c13c23


 1 0 0

0 ei
α21
2 0

0 0 ei
α31
2

 ,(1.30)

where α21 and α31 are irremovable Majorana phases. The mixing angles θ13 and θ23 must
lie between 0 and π/2, while (after reordering the masses) θ12 lies between 0 and π/4. The
phases all lie between 0 and 2π, however we shall equivalently express δ in the range −π to
π. There is no current constraint on the Majorana phases, α21 and α31, 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 α21 and α31 [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: θ13 ≈ 8.2◦ −
8.9◦ [81]. The other lepton mixing angles are determined from global fits to be in the three
sigma ranges: θ12 ≈ 31◦ − 36◦ and θ23 ≈ 37◦ − 52◦, but the CP-violating (CPV) phase is
allowed in the three sigma range δ ≈ 108◦ − 404◦ (corresponding to a sizeable three sigma
excluded region δ ≈ 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 (∆χ2 = 2.7)
bfp ±1σ 3σ range bfp ±1σ 3σ range

sin2 θ12 0.303+0.012
−0.011 0.270 → 0.341 0.303+0.012

−0.011 0.270 → 0.341

θ12/
◦ 33.41+0.75

−0.72 31.31 → 35.74 33.41+0.75
−0.72 31.31 → 35.74

sin2 θ23 0.572+0.018
−0.023 0.406 → 0.620 0.578+0.016

−0.021 0.412 → 0.623

θ23/
◦ 49.1+1.0

−1.3 39.6 → 51.9 49.5+0.9
−1.2 39.9 → 52.1

sin2 θ13 0.02203+0.00056
−0.00059 0.02029 → 0.02391 0.02219+0.00060

−0.00057 0.02047 → 0.02396

θ13/
◦ 8.54+0.11

−0.12 8.19 → 8.89 8.57+0.12
−0.11 8.23 → 8.90

δCP/
◦ 197+42

−25 108 → 404 286+27
−32 192 → 360

∆m2
21

10−5 eV2 7.41+0.21
−0.20 6.82 → 8.03 7.41+0.21

−0.20 6.82 → 8.03

∆m2
3ℓ

10−3 eV2 +2.511+0.028
−0.027 +2.428 → +2.597 −2.498+0.032

−0.025 −2.581 → −2.408
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Normal Ordering (best fit) Inverted Ordering (∆χ2 = 7.1)
bfp ±1σ 3σ range bfp ±1σ 3σ range

sin2 θ12 0.303+0.012
−0.012 0.270 → 0.341 0.303+0.012

−0.011 0.270 → 0.341

θ12/
◦ 33.41+0.75

−0.72 31.31 → 35.74 33.41+0.75
−0.72 31.31 → 35.74

sin2 θ23 0.451+0.019
−0.016 0.408 → 0.603 0.569+0.016

−0.021 0.412 → 0.613

θ23/
◦ 42.2+1.1

−0.9 39.7 → 51.0 49.0+1.0
−1.2 39.9 → 51.5

sin2 θ13 0.02225+0.00056
−0.00059 0.02052 → 0.02398 0.02223+0.00058

−0.00058 0.02048 → 0.02416

θ13/
◦ 8.58+0.11

−0.11 8.23 → 8.91 8.57+0.11
−0.11 8.23 → 8.94

δCP/
◦ 232+36

−26 144 → 350 276+22
−29 194 → 344

∆m2
21

10−5 eV2 7.41+0.21
−0.20 6.82 → 8.03 7.41+0.21

−0.20 6.82 → 8.03

∆m2
3ℓ

10−3 eV2 +2.507+0.026
−0.027 +2.427 → +2.590 −2.486+0.025

−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 =

 cq12c
q
13 sq12c

q
13 sq13e

−iδq

−sq12cq23 − cq12s
q
13s

q
23e

iδq cq12c
q
23 − sq12s

q
13s

q
23e

iδq cq13s
q
23

sq12s
q
23 − cq12s

q
13c

q
23e

iδq −cq12sq23 − sq12s
q
13c

q
23e

iδq cq13c
q
23

 (1.31)

where sq13 = sin θq13, etc. are quark mixing angles angles which are very different from the
lepton mixing angles in Eq. (1.30).

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

sq12 = λ, sq23 ∼ λ2, sq13 ∼ λ3 (1.32)
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Figure 4. Neutrino mixing angles may be represented as Euler angles relating the states in the
charged lepton mass basis (νe, νµ, ντ ) to the mass eigenstate basis states (ν1, ν2, ν3).

where the Wolfenstein parameter is λ = 0.226± 0.001, to lepton mixing, which is large5,

s13 ∼ λ/
√
2, s23 ∼ 1/

√
2, s12 ∼ 1/

√
3. (1.33)

The smallest lepton mixing angle θ13 (the reactor angle), is of order the largest quark mixing
angle θq12 = θC = 13.0◦ (the Cabibbo angle, where sin θC = λ). There have been attempts to
relate quark and lepton mixing angles such as postulating a reactor angle θ13 = θC/

√
2 [91],

and the CP violating lepton phase δ ∼ −π/2 (c.f. the well measured CP violating quark
phase δq ∼ (π/2)/

√
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, s13 = 0 and s23 = c23 = 1/

√
2,

leading to a PMNS matrix of the form,

U0 =

 c12 s12 0

− s12√
2

c12√
2

1√
2

s12√
2

− c12√
2

1√
2

 , (2.1)

where the zero subscript reminds us that this form has θ13 = 0 (and θ23 = 45◦).
For tri-bimaximal (TB) mixing [92–94], one assumes s12 = 1/

√
3, c12 =

√
2/3 (θ12 =

35.26◦) in Eq. (2.1),

UTB =


√

2
3

1√
3

0

− 1√
6

1√
3

1√
2

1√
6

− 1√
3

1√
2

 . (2.2)

5As in section 1 lepton parameters are denoted without a superscript l.

– 14 –



For bimaximal (BM) mixing (see e.g. [95–98] and references therein), one has s12 =

c12 = 1/
√
2 (θ12 = 45◦) into Eq. (2.1),

UBM =


1√
2

1√
2

0

−1
2

1
2

1√
2

1
2 −1

2
1√
2

 . (2.3)

For golden ratio (GRa) mixing [99–103], the solar angle is given by tan θ12 = 1/ϕ, where
ϕ = (1 +

√
5)/2 is the golden ratio which implies θ12 = 31.7◦. There are two alternative

versions where cos θ12 = ϕ/2 and θ12 = 36◦ [104] which we refer to as GRb mixing, and
GRc where cos θ12 = ϕ/

√
3 and θ12 ≈ 20.9◦.

Finally another pattern studied in the literature with θ13 = 0 (and θ23 = 45◦) is the
hexagonal mixing (HEX) where θ12 = π/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 Me is diagonal, the symmetry
is,

T †(M †
eMe)T =M †

eMe (2.4)

where T = diag(1, ω2, ω) and ω = ei2π/n. For example for n = 3 clearly T generates a cyclic
group ZT3 .

In the diagonal charged lepton mass basis, assuming UeL = I,

U †
PMNSm

νU∗
PMNS = diag(m1,m2,m3) (2.5)

and the neutrino mass matrix in this basis may be expressed as

mν = UPMNS diag(m1,m2,m3)U
T
PMNS = m1G1 +m2G2 +m3G3 (2.6)

where Gi = GTi = ΦiΦ
T
i and Φi are the three columns of UPMNS ≡ (Φ1,Φ2,Φ3) with

Φ†
iΦj = δij .

The Klein symmetry ZS2 × ZU2 of the light Majorana neutrino mass matrix defined in
Eq. (1.26) is given by the four element group (I, S, U, SU) [107],

mν = S†mνS∗, mν = U †mνU∗, mν = (SU)†mν(SU)∗ (2.7)

where

S = UPMNS diag(−1,+1,−1) U †
PMNS = −G′

1 +G′
2 −G′

3 (2.8)
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U = UPMNS diag(−1,−1,+1) U †
PMNS = −G′

1 −G′
2 +G′

3 (2.9)

SU = UPMNS diag(+1,−1,−1) U †
PMNS = G′

1 −G′
2 −G′

3 (2.10)

with G′
i = G′†

i = ΦiΦ
†
i and G′

iG
′
j = δijG

′
i. Note that we have Gi = G′

i in the limit that the
lepton mixing matrix UPMNS is real. One can check that S and U generate a Klein four
group and they satisfy the following identities:

S2 = U2 = 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 S4 subgroups ZS2 and ZSU2 enforce TM2 and TM1

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

Charged 
Lepton Sector

Neutrino 
Sector

S,U  preserved 

G
T preserved   

�l �⌫

Family 
symmetry 

Generators 
S,T,U

Figure 5. The diagram illustrates the so called direct approach to models of lepton mixing. For
example, for the flavor symmetry group G = S4, this structure leads to tri-bimaximal mixing. To
avoid the bad prediction that θ13 = 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 G which is broken
by new Higgs fields called “flavons” of two types: ϕl whose VEVs preserve T and ϕν whose
VEVs preserve S,U . These flavons are segregated such that ϕl only appears in the charged
lepton sector and ϕν only appears in the neutrino sector, thereby enforcing the symmetries
of the mass matrices. Note that the full Klein symmetry ZS2 × ZU2 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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A5T7 S4

A4

�(96) SO(3)

�(27)

SU(3)

⌃(168)

S3

N=2 N=3

N=4

N=5

 PSL(2,5)

N=7
 PSL(2,7)

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 2×2 matrices with integer
elements mod N , 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 Σ(168) has complex representations, so does not have any simple
geometrical interpretation.

consider the group S4 whose irreducible triplet representations are6:

S =
1

3

−1 2 2

2 −1 2

2 2 −1

 , T =

1 0 0

0 ω2 0

0 0 ω

 , U = ∓

1 0 0

0 0 1

0 1 0

 , (2.12)

where ω = ei2π/3. Assuming these S4 matrices, the ZT3 symmetry of the charged lepton
mass matrix and the Klein symmetry ZS2 × ZU2 of the neutrino mass matrix leads to the
prediction of TB mixing (indeed one can check that S and U are diagonalised by UTB as
in Eqs. (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 ZT3 symmetry of the charged lepton mass matrix is broken, but the full Klein
symmetry ZS2 × ZU2 in the neutrino sector is respected. This corresponds to having
charged lepton corrections, with solar sum rules as discussed recently [74].

6There are precise group theory rules for establishing the irreducible representations of any group, but
here we shall only state the results for S4 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 ZU2 symmetry of the neutrino mass matrix is broken, but the ZT3 symmetry of
the charged lepton mass matrix is unbroken. In addition either ZS2 or ZSU2 (with
SU being the product of S and U) is preserved. This leads to either TM1 mixing (if
ZSU2 is preserved [108]); or TM2 mixing (if ZS2 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 (Mν)∗ = XTMνX, 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 δ = ±π/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 Z2 ×CP 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 D14 [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 Kähler 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 A4, S4, 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× 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,Z) corresponds to the discrete coordinate transformations which leave
the torus invariant, which allows for different choices of two dimensional lattice vectors τ
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,Z), often denoted as Γ.

The two dimensional space of the torus may be identified as the real and imaginary
directions of the complex plane, where the lattice vectors τ 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 Γ(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 τ in the upper half
of the complex plane. If the positive and negative unit matrices are identified then the
resulting group is called Γ(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× 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 τ , 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 ΓN = PSL(2,Z)/Γ(N) which is finite and may
be identified with the groups ΓN = A4, S4, 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 τ , whose VEV fixes the value of Yukawa couplings which
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form representations of ΓN 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 Λ = {m1ω1 +m2ω2| m1,2 ∈ Z} in the complex plane C,
where ω1 and ω2 are the basis vectors of the lattice with τ ≡ ω1/ω2 and we may assume
Im(τ) > 0 by swapping ω1 and ω2 if necessary. As shown in figure 7, the two lattices
Λ = {m1ω1 +m2ω2| m1,2 ∈ Z} and Λ′ = {m1ω

′
1 +m2ω

′
2| m1,2 ∈ Z} are identical if and

only if (
ω′
1

ω′
2

)
=

(
a b

c d

)(
ω1

ω2

)
, (3.1)

which implies7

τ 7→ γτ = γ(τ) =
aτ + b

cτ + d
, Im(τ) > 0 . (3.2)

where a, b, c, d are integers and they fulfill ad − bc = 1. A complex torus is a quotient
C/Λ of the complex plane C by a lattice Λ, it is obtained by gluing both opposite pairs of
edges of the fundamental parallelogram depicted in gray in figure 7. Obviously each linear

fractional transformation of Eq. (3.2) is associated with a 2 × 2 matrix γ =

(
a b

c d

)
with

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

SL(2,Z) =

{(
a b

c d

)∣∣∣∣a, b, c, d ∈ Z, ad− bc = 1

}
. (3.3)

Notice that γ and −γ act in the same way on the modulus τ , the faithful action group is
the projective special linear group Γ ≡ PSL(2,Z) ∼= SL(2,Z)/{12,−12}, where 12 stands
for the two-dimensional identity matrix. Note that the modular group is defined to be Γ in
some literature. The modular group is an infinite discrete group and it can be generated
by two elements S and T [144, 145]

S =

(
0 1

−1 0

)
, T =

(
1 1

0 1

)
. (3.4)

7This modular transformation is well-defined, as it fulfills Im(γ(τ)) = Im(τ)
|cτ+d|2 > 0 and (γγ′)(τ) =

γ(γ′(τ)).
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ω2

ω1ω1 − 2ω2

−ω2

Figure 7. Two equivalent lattices generated by the base vectors {ω1, ω2} and {−ω2, ω1 − 2ω2},
the corresponding modular transformation is τ → −1/(τ − 2).

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

S : τ 7→ −1

τ
, T : τ 7→ τ + 1 . (3.5)

It is straightforward to check that the two generators satisfy the following relations

S4 = (ST )3 = 12, S2T = TS2 (3.6)

and also (TS)3 = 12 which is equivalent to (ST )3 = 12. The corresponding relations in Γ

are S2 = (ST )3 = 12, since 12 and −12 are indistinguishable in Γ. Moreover, one can find
that the inverse of a modular transformation is

γ−1 =

(
d − b

−c a

)
, γ =

(
a b

c d

)
. (3.7)

The modular group Γ has a series of infinite normal subgroups Γ(N) (N = 1, 2, 3, . . .)
defined by,

Γ(N) =

{(
a b

c d

)
∈ SL(2,Z),

(
a b

c d

)
=

(
1 0

0 1

)
(mod N)

}
, (3.8)

which is the principal congruence subgroup of level N . Note that for N = 1 the principal
congruence subgroup is just equal to the full modular group, Γ = Γ(1). Also the element
TN belongs to Γ(N), i.e. TN ∈ Γ(N).

The groups Γ(N) of linear fractional transformations are slightly different from the
groups Γ(N). We have Γ(N) = Γ(N)/{12,−12} for N = 1, 2, while Γ(N) = Γ(N) for
N > 2 because in this case −12 doesn’t belong to Γ(N).
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The quotient groups

ΓN ≡ PSL(2,Z)/Γ(N) ≡ Γ/Γ(N) (3.9)

are the so-called inhomogeneous finite modular groups and are isomorphic to PSL(2, N).
The group ΓN can be generated by two element S and T satisfying

S2 = (ST )3 = TN = 1 , (3.10)

where here 1 denotes the identity element. Notice that additional relations are necessary
in order to render the group ΓN finite for N ≥ 6 [146]. We see that Γ1 is a trivial group
comprising only the identity element, Γ2 is isomorphic to S3. For small values of N , the
groups ΓN are isomorphic to permutation groups: Γ3

∼= A4, Γ4
∼= S4 and Γ5

∼= A5 [146].
The finite modular groups ΓN as flavor symmetry have been widely studied to explain
neutrino mixing.

The quotient groups
Γ′
N ≡ SL(2,Z)/Γ(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 Γ2
∼= Γ′

2, and ΓN for N > 2 is isomorphic to the quotient of Γ′
N over its center

{12,−12}, i.e., ΓN ∼= Γ′
N/{12,−12} in matrix form. Hence Γ′

N has double the number
of group elements as ΓN with |Γ′

N | = 2|ΓN |. The group Γ′
N can be obtained from ΓN

by including another generator R which is related to −12 ∈ SL(2,Z) and commutes with
all elements of the SL(2,Z) group, such that the generators S, T and R of Γ′

N obey the
following relations8 [147],

S2 = R, (ST )3 = TN = R2 = 1, RT = TR . (3.12)

Note that additional relations are needed for N ≥ 6. We summarize the finite modular
groups ΓN , Γ′

N and their orders in table 2.
As shown in figure 8, the Γ orbit of every modulus τ has a representative in the standard

fundamental domain D 9 .

D =

{
τ |Im(τ) > 0, |Re(τ)| ≤ 1

2
, |τ | ≥ 1

}
, (3.14)

which is bounded by the vertical lines Re(τ) = −1
2 , Re(τ) =

1
2 and the circle |τ | = 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,Z), and no two points inside D differ by a linear fraction transformation.

8The multiplication rules of Γ′
N can also be written as S4 = (ST )3 = TN = 1, S2T = TS2.

9More precisely, each orbit has a unique representative in the standard fundamental domain

D =
{
τ
∣∣∣|τ | > 1,−1

2
≤ Re(τ) <

1

2

}
∪
{
τ
∣∣∣|τ | = 1, Re(τ) ≤ 0

}
, (3.13)
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N ΓN |ΓN | Γ′
N |Γ′

N |

2 S3 6 S3 6

3 A4 12 T ′ 24

4 S4 24 S′
4 48

5 A5 60 A′
5 120

6 S3 ×A4 72 S3 × T ′ 144

7 PSL(2, Z7) ∼= Σ(168) 168 SL(2, Z7) 336

Table 2. The finite modular groups ΓN and Γ′
N and their orders up to N = 7.

The transformation T pairs the two vertical lines Re(τ) = ±1
2 , and the transformation S

maps the arc of |τ | = 1 from i to eπi/3 into the arc from i to e2πi/3. Notice that the
fundamental domain is not unique, the transformed region γD by any element γ of Γ can
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 τ . There is no allowed value of τ which preserves the whole modular group
(for example τ = 0 is not allowed since it is not in the fundamental domain). However, some
value τ0 of the modulus is invariant under the action of certain SL(2,Z) transformation γ0,
i.e.

γ0τ0 = τ0 . (3.15)

Thus the modular group Γ is partially broken and the residual symmetry generated by γ0
is preserved. We call τ0 is the fixed point of γ0 and the subgroup generated by γ0 as the
stabilizer of τ0 with

Stab(τ0) ≡ {γ0 ∈ Γ|γ0τ0 = τ0} . (3.16)

Using the identity ℑ(γτ) = ℑτ
|cτ + d|2 , from Eq. (3.15) we find |c0τ0 + d0| = 1 and conse-

quently c0τ0 + d0 must be a phase. Moreover the explicit expression of Eq. (3.15) for the
fixed point τ0 is

a0τ0 + b0
c0τ0 + d0

= τ0 . (3.17)

Thus τ0 is determined to be

τ0 =


b0

d0 − a0
, c0 = 0

a0 − d0 ±
√

(a0 + d0)2 − 4

2c0
, c0 ̸= 0

. (3.18)

In the fundamental region D, the fixed points τ0 and the corresponding stabilizers γ0 are
summarized in table 3 [70]. It is remarkable that the subgroup ZS

2

2 is unbroken for any
value of τ . The fixed points τS = i, τST = e2πi/3 = −1

2 + i
√
3
2 and τT = i∞ are additionally
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Figure 8. The fundamental domain D of the modular group Γ.

invariant under the action of S, ST and T . Notice the fixed point of TS is τTS = eπi/3 =
1
2 + i

√
3
2 which is related to τST by T transformation [70]. Moreover, we find that all the

infinite fixed points τf in the upper half complex plane and the corresponding modular
transformation γf satisfying γfτf = τf , are given by [70, 148],

τf = γ′τ0, γf = γ′γ0γ
′−1, γ′ ∈ Γ , (3.19)

where γ′ is an arbitrary modular symmetry element. Hence all fixed points are related
to τS , τST and τT 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 γ0 can have fixed point. In other words,
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τ0 γ0 Stab(τ0)
i S ZS4 =

{
1, S, S2, S3

}
e2πi/3 ST, S2 ZST3 × ZS

2

2 =
{
1, ST, (ST )2, S2, S3T, S2(ST )2

}
i∞ T, S2 ZT × ZS

2

2 =
{
1, S2, T, S2T, T 2, S2T 2, . . .

}
others S2 ZS

2

2 =
{
1, S2

}
Table 3. The fixed points τ0 in the fundamental domain D and the corresponding stabilizers
Stab(τ0) which are abelian subgroups of Γ [70]. Notice that the cyclic Zg

m has the presentation rule
Zg
m = {g|gm = 1}. The stabilizer ZST

3 ×ZS2

2 of τ0 = e2πi/3 is isomorphic to the cyclic group ZS3T
6 ,

and the ZT denotes the infinite cyclic group generated by the translation T .

γf and γ0 must belong to the same conjugacy class. It is straightforward to see that the
stabilizer Stab(τf ) = γ′Stab(τ0)γ′−1 is isomorphic Stab(τ0), and the isomorphism is given
by a conjugation with γ′. 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 =

∫
d4xd2θd2θ̄K(ΦI , Φ̄I , τ, τ̄) +

[∫
d4xd2θW(ΦI , τ) + h.c.

]
, (3.20)

where K(ΦI , Φ̄I , τ, τ̄) is the Kähler potential, it is a real gauge invariant function of the chiral
superfields ΦI , the modulus τ and their hermitian conjugates Φ̄, τ̄ . W(Φ, τ) stands for the
superpotential, and it is a holomorphic gauge invariant function of the chiral superfields
ΦI and τ . The action S should be modular invariant and respect the SM (or GUT) gauge
symmetry. The transformation properties of ΦI are specified by its modular weight −kI
and the representation rI under Γ′

N ,

τ → γτ =
aτ + b

cτ + d
, ΦI → (cτ + d)−kIρrI (γ)ΦI . (3.21)

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

Kmin(ΦI , Φ̄I , τ, τ̄) = −hΛ2 log(−iτ + iτ̄) +
∑
I

(−iτ + iτ̄)−kI |ΦI |2 , (3.22)

where h is a positive constant. Given the modular transformation (τ−τ̄) → (τ−τ̄)/|cτ+d|2
shown in the footnote 6, one can see that the minimal Kähler potential Kmin is invariant
under modular symmetry up to Kähler transformation, i.e.

Kmin → Kmin + hΛ2 log(cτ + d) + hΛ2 log(cτ̄ + d) . (3.23)

The last two terms give null contribution after integration over Grassmannian coordinates
θ and θ̄. Once the modulus τ gets a vacuum expectation, this Kähler potential gives the
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kinetic terms for the scalar components of the supermultiplet ΦI and the modulus field τ .
Notice the Kähler potential is loosely constrained by the modular symmetry, there are ad-
ditional terms consistent with modular symmetry [149]. However, the Kähler potential K is
subject to strong constraint in some top-down models motivated by string theory [150–152],
and the above minimal Kähler potential as the leading order contribution could possibly be
achieved. The superpotential W can be expanded into power series of supermultiplets ΦI

W(ΦI , τ) =
∑
n

YI1...In(τ)ΦI1 ...ΦIn . (3.24)

Modular invariance requires the function YI1...In(τ) should be a modular form (defined in
the next section) of weight kY of level N and in the representation rY of Γ′

N :

Y (τ) → Y (γτ) = (cτ + d)kY ρrY (γ)Y (τ) , (3.25)

where kY and rY should satisfy the conditions

kY = k1 + ...+ kn, ρrY ⊗ ρrI1 ⊗ . . .⊗ ρrIn ∋ 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(τ) of weight k and level N may be defined as a holomorphic function of
the complex variable τ , where under Γ(N) it transforms in the following way

f (hτ) = (cτ + d)kf(τ) for ∀ h =

(
a b

c d

)
∈ Γ(N) , (4.1)

where k ≥ 0 is a non-negative integer. As mentioned previously forN = 1 we have Γ = Γ(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 Γ can be written as a polynomial
of E4(τ) and E6(τ) which are Eisenstein series of weight 4 and 6 respectively [144].

The square of the modular symmetry generator S can be represented by S2 = −12 ∈
Γ(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 = S2 leads to

f(τ) = (−1)kf(τ) . (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 Γ(N) for N > 2 have non-vanishing modular forms with odd
weight because S2 /∈ Γ(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 Mk(Γ(N)), and
its dimension is [144, 153],

dimM2k(Γ(2)) = k + 1, N = 2, k ≥ 1 , (4.3a)

dimMk(Γ(N)) =
(k − 1)N + 6

24
N2
∏
p|N

(1− 1

p2
), N > 2, k ≥ 2 , (4.3b)

Notice that there is no general dimension formula for weight one modular form, but
Eq. (4.3b) is still applicable to the case of N < 6. The linear space Mk(Γ(N)) 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 fi(τ) with i = 1, 2, . . . , dimMk(Γ(N)),
and we define Fiγ(τ) ≡ J−k(γ, τ)fi(γτ) for any element γ ∈ Γ, and J(γ, τ) is the so-called
automorphy factor defined as

J(γ, τ) = cτ + d . (4.4)

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

J(γ1γ2, τ) = J(γ1, γ2τ)J(γ2, τ), γ1, γ2 ∈ Γ , (4.5a)

J(γ−1, γτ) = J−1(γ, τ) . (4.5b)

Under a generic modular transformation h ∈ Γ(N) and using Eqs. (4.5a, 4.5b), one find10

Fiγ(hτ) = Jk(h, τ)Fiγ(τ) . (4.6)

This implies that the holomorphic functions Fiγ(τ) are weight k modular forms of level N .
Hence Fiγ(τ) can be expressed as linear combinations of fi(τ), i.e.

Fiγ(τ) = ρij(γ)fj(τ) , (4.7)

which leads to
fi(γτ) = Jk(γ, τ)ρij(γ)fj(τ) . (4.8)

The linear combination matrix ρ(γ) depends on the modular transformation γ, and from
Eq. (4.5b) we know ρ(γ) is a representation of the modular group and it satisfies11,

ρ(γ1γ2) = ρ(γ1)ρ(γ2) . (4.9)
10

Fiγ(hτ) = J−k(γ, hτ)fi(γhτ) = J−k(γ, hτ)fi(γhγ
−1γτ) = J−k(γ, hτ)Jk(γhγ−1, γτ)fi(γτ)

= Jk(hγ−1, γτ)fi(γτ) = Jk(h, τ)J−k(γ, τ)fi(γτ) = Jk(h, τ)Fiγ(τ) .

11Using Eq. (4.8), we can obtain

f(γ1γ2τ) = Jk(γ1γ2, τ)ρ(γ1γ2)f(τ) ,
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Moreover, comparing Eq. (4.8) with the definition of modular form in Eq. (4.1), we obtain
that ρ(h) should be unit matrix of dimension dimMk(Γ(N)), i.e.,

ρ(h) = 1, ∀h ∈ Γ(N) , (4.10)

Hence the representation matrix ρ(γ) differs from identity matrix only if the element γ is in
the quotient group Γ′

N = Γ/Γ(N). Given that S4 = (ST )3 = 1, RT = TR and TN ∈ Γ(N)

with R = S2, we have

ρ4(S) = ρ3(ST ) = ρN (T ) = 1, ρ(R)ρ(T ) = ρ(T )ρ(R) . (4.11)

The representation ρ satisfies the same rules of Eq. (3.12) as Γ′
N . Therefore ρ essentially

is a linear representation of the homogeneous finite modular group Γ′
N . 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, ρ can be written into a block
diagonal form,

ρ ∼ ρr1 ⊕ ρr2 ⊕ . . . , with
∑
i

dim ρri = dimMk(Γ(N)) , (4.12)

where ρri denotes an irreducible unitary representation of Γ′
N . Consequently it is always

possible to choose a basis Yr(τ) ≡ (f1(τ), f2(τ), . . . )
T in the modular form space Mk(Γ(N))

so that Yr(τ) transforms under the full modular group Γ as [143, 147]

Yr(γτ) = (cτ + d)kρr(γ)Yr(τ), γ ∈ Γ , (4.13)

where ρr is an irreducible representation of Γ′
N and γ is a representative element of Γ′

N . In
practice, it is sufficient to focus on the modular generators S and T such that we have,

Yr(Sτ) = (−τ)kρr(S)Yr(τ) , Yr(Tτ) = ρr(T )Yr(τ) . (4.14)

Applying Eq. (4.13) for γ = R, we find that the non-vanishing modular form Yr(τ) requires

ρr(R) = (−1)k , (4.15)

which is +1 and −1 for even k and odd k respectively.
At the fixed point τf , Eq. (4.13) implies that the modular multiplet Yr(τf ) is an eigen-

vector of ρr(γf ) with the eigenvalue J−k(γf , τf ), where J(γ, τ) = cτ + d is the automorphy
factor. It is remarkable that J(γf , τf ) is a phase with unit absolute value12 and particularly
the identity J(γf , τf ) = J(γ0, τ0) is fulfilled with

J(S, τS) = −i, J(ST, τST ) = e4πi/3, J(T, τT ) = 1 . (4.16)

and

f(γ1γ2τ) = Jk(γ1, γ2τ)ρ(γ1)f(γ2τ) = Jk(γ1, γ2τ)Jk(γ2, τ)ρ(γ1)ρ(γ2)f(τ) = Jk(γ1γ2, τ)ρ(γ1)ρ(γ2)f(τ) .

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

ρ(γ1γ2) = ρ(γ1)ρ(γ2) .

12From the identity Im(γf (τf )) = Im(τf )/|cfτf +df |2 = Im(τf ) we know |cfτf +df | = 1 and consequently
cfτf + df must be a phase with unit absolute value.
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N dimMk(Γ(N)) ΓN
modular multiplets

k = 2 k = 4 k = 6

2 k/2 + 1 S3 Y
(2)
2 Y

(4)
1 , Y

(4)
2 Y

(6)
1 , Y

(6)
1′ , Y

(6)
2

3 k + 1 A4 Y
(2)
3 Y

(4)
1 , Y

(4)
1′ , Y

(4)
3 Y

(6)
1 , Y

(6)
3I , Y

(6)
3II

4 2k + 1 S4 Y
(2)
2 , Y (2)

3 Y
(4)
1 , Y (4)

2 , Y (4)
3 , Y (4)

3′

Y
(6)
1 , Y (6)

1′ , Y (6)
2 ,

Y
(6)
3I , Y (6)

3II , Y
(6)
3′

5 5k + 1 A5 Y
(2)
3 , Y

(2)
3′ , Y

(2)
5

Y
(4)
1 , Y (4)

3 , Y (4)
3′ ,

Y
(6)
1 , Y (6)

3I , Y (6)
3II ,

Y
(6)
3′I , Y (6)

3′II , Y
(6)
4I ,

Y
(4)
4 , Y (4)

5I , Y (4)
5II Y

(6)
4II , Y

(6)
5I , Y (6)

5II

6 6k S3 ×A4 Y
(2)

11
2

, Y (2)
20

, Y (2)
30 , Y (2)

6
Y

(4)

10
0

, Y (4)

10
1

, Y (4)
20

, Y (4)
22

,
Y

(6)

10
0

, Y (6)

11
0

, Y (6)

11
2

, Y (6)
20

,

Y
(4)
30 , Y (4)

31 , Y (4)
6I , Y (4)

6ii

Y
(6)
21

, Y (6)
22

, Y (6)
30i

, Y (6)
30ii

,

Y
(6)
31 , Y (6)

6i , Y (6)
6ii , Y

(6)
6iii

7 14k − 2 Σ(168) Y
(2)
3 , Y (2)

7 , Y (2)
8a , Y (2)

8b

Y
(4)
1a , Y (4)

3a , Y (4)
6a ,

Y
(6)
1 , Y (6)

3a , Y (6)
3b , Y (6)

3̄
,

Y
(4)
6b , Y (4)

7a , Y (4)
7b ,

Y
(6)
6a , Y (6)

6b , Y (6)
7a , Y (6)

7b ,

Y
(4)
8a , Y (4)

8b , Y (4)
8c

Y
(6)
7c , Y (6)

7d , Y (6)
8a , Y (6)

8b ,

Y
(6)
8c , Y (6)

8d

Table 4. Even weight modular forms of level N up to weight 6 and the decomposition under
the inhomogeneous finite modular group ΓN . The conventions for the irreducible representations
follow [154] for Γ2, [155] for Γ3, [156] for Γ4, [157] for Γ5, [158] for Γ6 and [159] for Γ7.

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

ρr(R) = (−1)k = 1 . (4.17)

Thus the homogeneous finite modular group Γ′
N reduces to inhomogeneous finite modular

group ΓN , and the even weight modular forms can be arranged into multiplets of ΓN up to
the automorphy factor (cτ+d)k. Remarkably for N ≤ 5, the inhomogeneous finite modular
groups are isomorphic to permutation groups: Γ2

∼= S3, Γ3
∼= A4, Γ4

∼= S4 and Γ5
∼= A5, 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 M2k(Γ(N)) of finite
dimension, and the dimensions dimM2k(Γ(N)) 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(Γ(N)) of all modular forms of level N is a ring

M(Γ(N)) =
∞⊕
k=0

M2k(Γ(N)) , (4.18)

generated by few elements. For instance M(Γ) is generated by two modular forms E4(τ)

and E6(τ) of weight 4 and 6 respectively, so that each modular form in M2k(Γ) can be
written as a polynomial

∑
ij cij E4(τ)

niE6(τ)
nj , with powers satisfying 2k = 4ni + 6nj .
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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 η(τ) is frequently used to construct modular
forms, it was introduced by Dedekind in 1877 and it is defined as follow [144, 145, 160],

η(τ) = q1/24
∞∏
n=1

(1− qn) , q ≡ ei2πτ . (4.19)

The η(τ) function can also be written into the following infinite series,

η(τ) = q1/24
+∞∑

n=−∞
(−1)nqn(3n−1)/2 . (4.20)

Under the S and T transformations, η(τ) behaves as [144, 145, 160]

η(τ + 1) = eiπ/12η(τ), η(−1/τ) =
√
−iτ η(τ) . (4.21)

Hence η24(τ) 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 Γ(3). From table 4 we know the dimension dimM2(Γ(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(τ) transforms as13

f(τ) → eiα (cτ + d)k f(τ) , (4.22)

then
d

dτ
log f(τ) → (cτ + d)2

d

dτ
log f(τ) + kc (cτ + d) . (4.23)

The deviation of this formula is given in Appendix A. Furthermore, we can linearly combine
several fi(τ) with weights ki as follow

d

dτ

∑
i

αi log fi(τ) → (cτ + d)2
d

dτ

∑
i

αi log fi(τ) +

(∑
i

αiki

)
c(cτ + d) , (4.24)

with ∑
i

αiki = 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]

f1(τ) = η
(τ
3

)
, f2(τ) = η

(
τ + 1

3

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

eiα.
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f3(τ) = η

(
τ + 2

3

)
, f4(τ) = η(3τ) . (4.26)

They are closed under the modular group, and each of them is mapped to itself under the
action of Γ(3). Moreover, under T they transform as

f1(τ)
T7−→ f2(τ) , f2(τ)

T7−→ f3(τ) , f3(τ)
T7−→ eiπ/12f1(τ), f4(τ)

T7−→ eiπ/4f4(τ) . (4.27)

From Eq. (4.21), we known that they transform under S in the following way,

f1(τ)
S7−→

√
3
√
−iτ f4(τ) , f2(τ)

S7−→ e−iπ/12
√
−iτ f3(τ) ,

f3(τ)
S7−→ eiπ/12

√
−iτ f2(τ) , f4(τ)

S7−→
√
1/3

√
−iτ f1(τ) (4.28)

Hence the most general form of weight 2 and level 3 modular forms can be written as

F(α1, α2, α3, α4|τ) =
d

dτ

∑
i

αi log fi(τ) (4.29)

with
∑4

i=1 αi = 0 to eliminate the inhomogeneous term. Under the action of modular
generators S and T , we have

F(α1, α2, α3, α4|τ) S7−→ τ2 F(α4, α3, α2, α1|τ)
F(α1, α2, α3, α4|τ) T7−→ F(α3, α1, α2, α4|τ) . (4.30)

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 Yi(τ) which can be arranged into a A4 triplet Y (2)

3 (τ) = (Y1, Y2, Y3)
T

satisfying

Y
(2)
3 (−1/τ) = τ2 ρ3(S)Y

(2)
3 (τ) , Y

(2)
3 (τ + 1) = ρ3(T )Y

(2)
3 (τ) , (4.31)

where ρ3(S) and ρ3(T ) are the unitary representation matrices of S and T in the triplet
representation of A4 given in Appendix C.2,

ρ3(S) =
1

3

−1 2 2

2 − 1 2

2 2 − 1

 , ρ3(T ) =

1 0 0

0 ω 0

0 0 ω2

 , ω = e2πi/3 . (4.32)

Solving Eq. (4.31), we can obtain the explicit form of modular forms Yi(τ) as follows

Y1(τ) =
3i

2π
F(1, 1, 1,−3|τ) = i

2π

[
η′
(
τ
3

)
η
(
τ
3

) +
η′
(
τ+1
3

)
η
(
τ+1
3

) +
η′
(
τ+2
3

)
η
(
τ+2
3

) − 27η′(3τ)

η(3τ)

]
,

Y2(τ) = −3i

π
F(1, ω2, ω, 0|τ) = −i

π

[
η′
(
τ
3

)
η
(
τ
3

) + ω2 η
′ ( τ+1

3

)
η
(
τ+1
3

) + ω
η′
(
τ+2
3

)
η
(
τ+2
3

) ] ,
Y3(τ) = −3i

π
F(1, ω, ω2, 0|τ) = −i

π

[
η′
(
τ
3

)
η
(
τ
3

) + ω
η′
(
τ+1
3

)
η
(
τ+1
3

) + ω2 η
′ ( τ+2

3

)
η
(
τ+2
3

) ] , (4.33)
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up to an overall constant which can be chosen freely. In numerical calculation, one usually
needs q-expansion of Yi,

Y1(τ) = 1 + 12q + 36q2 + 12q3 + 84q4 + 72q5 + 36q6 + 96q7 + 180q8 + 12q9 + 216q10 + . . . ,

Y2(τ) = −6q1/3
(
1 + 7q + 8q2 + 18q3 + 14q4 + 31q5 + 20q6 + 36q7 + 31q8 + 56q9 + 32q10 + . . .

)
,

Y3(τ) = −18q2/3
(
1 + 2q + 5q2 + 4q3 + 8q4 + 6q5 + 14q6 + 8q7 + 14q8 + 10q9 + 21q10 + . . .

)
.(4.34)

From the above q-expansion we see that the modular forms Yi(τ) satisfy the constraint:

Y 2
2 + 2Y1Y3 = 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 Y1,2,3(τ). At weight 4, the tensor product of Y (2)

3 gives rise
to three independent modular multiplets,

Y
(4)
1 = (Y

(2)
3 Y

(2)
3 )1 = Y 2

1 + 2Y2Y3 ,

Y
(4)
1′ = (Y

(2)
3 Y

(2)
3 )1′ = Y 2

3 + 2Y1Y2 ,

Y
(4)
3 =

1

2
(Y

(2)
3 Y

(2)
3 )3S =

Y 2
1 − Y2Y3
Y 2
3 − Y1Y2
Y 2
2 − Y1Y3

 . (4.36)

There are seven linearly independent modular forms of level 3 and weight 6 and they
decompose as 1⊕ 3⊕ 3 under A4,

Y
(6)
1 = (Y

(2)
3 Y

(4)
3 )1 = Y 3

1 + Y 3
2 + Y 3

3 − 3Y1Y2Y3 ,

Y
(6)
3I = Y

(2)
3 Y

(4)
1 = (Y 2

1 + 2Y2Y3)

Y1Y2
Y3

 ,

Y
(6)
3II = Y

(2)
3 Y

(4)
1′ = (Y 2

3 + 2Y1Y2)

Y3Y1
Y2

 . (4.37)

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

Y
(8)
1 = (Y

(2)
3 Y

(6)
3I )1 = (Y 2

1 + 2Y2Y3)
2 ,

Y
(8)
1′ = (Y

(2)
3 Y

(6)
3I )1′ = (Y 2

1 + 2Y2Y3)(Y
2
3 + 2Y1Y2) ,

Y
(8)
1′′ = (Y

(2)
3 Y

(6)
3II)1′′ = (Y 2

3 + 2Y1Y2)
2 ,

Y
(8)
3I = Y

(2)
3 Y

(6)
1 = (Y 3

1 + Y 3
2 + Y 3

3 − 3Y1Y2Y3)

Y1Y2
Y3

 ,

Y
(8)
3II = (Y

(2)
3 Y

(6)
3II)3A = (Y 2

3 + 2Y1Y2)

Y 2
2 − Y1Y3
Y 2
1 − Y2Y3
Y 2
3 − Y1Y2

 . (4.38)
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The weight 10 modular forms of level 3 decompose as 1⊕1′⊕3⊕3⊕3 under A4, and they
are

Y
(10)
1 = (Y

(2)
3 Y

(8)
3I )1 = (Y 2

1 + 2Y2Y3)(Y
3
1 + Y 3

2 + Y 3
3 − 3Y1Y2Y3) ,

Y
(10)
1′ = (Y

(2)
3 Y

(8)
3I )1′ = (Y 2

3 + 2Y1Y2)(Y
3
1 + Y 3

2 + Y 3
3 − 3Y1Y2Y3) ,

Y
(10)
3I = Y

(2)
3 Y

(8)
1 = (Y 2

1 + 2Y2Y3)
2

Y1Y2
Y3

 ,

Y
(10)
3II = Y

(2)
3 Y

(8)
1′ = (Y 2

1 + 2Y2Y3)(Y
2
3 + 2Y1Y2)

Y3Y1
Y2

 ,

Y
(10)
3III = Y

(2)
3 Y

(8)
1′′ = (Y 2

3 + 2Y1Y2)
2

Y2Y3
Y1

 . (4.39)

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],

i

4π

[
η′
(
τ
2

)
η
(
τ
2

) +
η′
(
τ+1
2

)
η
(
τ+1
2

) − 8η′(2τ)

η(2τ)

]
,

√
3i

4π

[
η′
(
τ
2

)
η
(
τ
2

) − η′
(
τ+1
2

)
η
(
τ+1
2

) ] , (4.40)

which form a S3 doublet. The basis of the weight 2 modular forms at level 4 can be chosen
as [161, 162]

− i

8π

[
η′
(
τ
4

)
η
(
τ
4

) +
η′
(
τ+1
4

)
η
(
τ+1
4

) +
η′
(
τ+2
4

)
η
(
τ+2
4

) +
η′
(
τ+3
4

)
η
(
τ+3
4

) − 8η′
(
τ + 1

2

)
η
(
τ + 1

2

) − 32η′(4τ)

η(4τ)

]
,

√
3 i

8π

[
η′
(
τ
4

)
η
(
τ
4

) − η′
(
τ+1
4

)
η
(
τ+1
4

) +
η′
(
τ+2
4

)
η
(
τ+2
4

) − η′
(
τ+3
4

)
η
(
τ+3
4

) ] ,
i

π

[
η′
(
τ + 1

2

)
η
(
τ + 1

2

) − 4η′(4τ)

η(4τ)

]
,

−
√
2 i

8π

[
η′
(
τ
4

)
η
(
τ
4

) − i
η′
(
τ+1
4

)
η
(
τ+1
4

) − η′
(
τ+2
4

)
η
(
τ+2
4

) + i
η′
(
τ+3
4

)
η
(
τ+3
4

) ] ,
−
√
2 i

8π

[
η′
(
τ
4

)
η
(
τ
4

) + i
η′
(
τ+1
4

)
η
(
τ+1
4

) − η′
(
τ+2
4

)
η
(
τ+2
4

) − i
η′
(
τ+3
4

)
η
(
τ+3
4

) ] , (4.41)

which can be organized into a doublet and a triplet of S4 [161, 162]. For N ≥ 5, the linear
combinations of the logarithmic derivatives of η 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 ΓN in table 4 for N ≤ 7.

4.3 Integer weight modular forms and homogeneous finite modular groups

N dimMk(Γ(N)) Γ′
N

modular multiplets

k = 1 k = 2 k = 3

3 k + 1 T ′ Y
(1)
2 Y

(2)
3 Y

(3)
2 , Y

(3)
2′′

4 2k + 1 S′
4 Y

(1)

3̂′ Y
(2)
2 , Y

(2)
3 Y

(3)

1̂′ , Y
(3)

3̂
, Y

(3)

3̂′

5 5k + 1 A′
5 Y

(1)
6 Y

(2)
3 , Y

(2)
3′ , Y

(2)
5 Y

(3)
4′ , Y

(3)
6I , Y

(3)
6II

6 6k S3 × T ′ Y
(1)

20
2

, Y (1)
41

Y
(2)

11
2

, Y (2)
20

, Y (2)
30 , Y (2)

6

Y
(3)

20
1

, Y (3)

20
2

, Y (3)

21
1

,

Y
(3)
40

, Y (3)
41

, Y (3)
42

Table 5. Integer weight modular forms of level N and the decomposition under the homogeneous
finite modular group Γ′

N . Notice that odd weight modular form doesn’t exist for Γ(2). The con-
ventions for the irreducible representations follow [147] for Γ′

3, [164] for Γ′
4, [165] for Γ′

5 and [158]
for Γ′

6.

As shown in the beginning of section 4, the principal congruence subgroups Γ(N)

for N > 2 have odd weight modular forms because of S2 /∈ Γ(N > 2), and the general
integer weight modular forms of level N can be arranged into irreducible multiplets of
the homogeneous finite modular group Γ′

N which is the double cover of ΓN . The groups
Γ′
N for lower levels N are summarized in in table 2, they could be realized in orbifold

compactifications on T 2 × T 2 with magnetic fluxes [166]. Notice that the odd weight
and even weight modular forms are in the representations ρr(R) = −1 and ρr(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 η function and Klein
forms for small levels N ≤ 6. In the following, we present the linearly independent basis
for the linear space M1(Γ(N)) of weight 1 modular forms [153, 158],

M1(Γ(3)) =

{
η3(3τ)

η(τ)
,
η3(τ/3)

η(τ)

}
,

M1(Γ(4)) =

{
η4(4τ)

η2(2τ)
,

η10(2τ)

η4(4τ)η4(τ)
,
η4(2τ)

η2(2τ)

}
,

M1(Γ(5)) =
{η15(5τ)
η3(τ)

k52
5
,0
(5τ),

η15(5τ)

η3(τ)
k 1
5
,0(5τ)k

4
2
5
,0
(5τ),

η15(5τ)

η3(τ)
k21
5
,0
(5τ)k32

5
,0
(5τ),

η15(5τ)

η3(τ)
k31
5
,0
(5τ)k22

5
,0
(5τ),

η15(5τ)

η3(τ)
k41
5
,0
(5τ)k 2

5
,0(5τ),

η15(5τ)

η3(τ)
k51
5
,0
(5τ) .

}
,

M1(Γ(6)) =

{
η3(3τ)

η(τ)
,
η3(τ/3)

η(τ)
,
η3(6τ)

η(2τ)
,
η3(τ/6)

η(τ/2)
,
η3(2τ/3)

η(2τ)
,
η3(3τ/2)

η(τ/2)

}
, (4.42)

where the Klein form k(r1,r2)(τ) 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]:

k(r1,r2)(τ) = q(r1−1)/2
z (1− qz)

∞∏
n=1

(1− qnqz)(1− qnq−1
z )(1− qn)−2 , (4.43)

with qz = e2πiz with z = r1τ + r2. The integer weight modular forms up to weight 3 and
the decomposition under Γ′

N 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 τ and satisfying

Y (γτ) = (cτ + d)k/2Y (τ) = Jk/2(γ, τ)Y (τ), γ =

(
a b

c d

)
∈ SL(2,Z) (4.44)

for a positive integer k. We see that the square root of the cτ + d appears in the above
transformation formula. It is known that the function of the square root has two branches√
z =

{
z1/2,−z1/2

}
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.,

z1/2 ≡ |z|1/2 exp
(
i
Arg(z)

2

)
, − π < Arg(z) ≤ π . (4.45)

Then z1/2 for real z < 0 is a pure positive imaginary number and (−1)1/2 = i. Hence
(z1z2)

1/2 is equal to z1/21 z
1/2
2 only up to a sign ±1, i.e.,

(z1z2)
1/2 =

{
z
1/2
1 z

1/2
2 , − π < Arg(z1) + Arg(z2) ≤ π

−z1/21 z
1/2
2 , otherwise

(4.46)

For an (even or odd) integer k, zk/2 always refer to (z1/2)k. Note that this is not always equal
to (zk)1/2 for k odd. Because of the multivalues of the square root function, Jk/2(γ, τ) =
(cτ + d)k/2 doesn’t satisfy the cocycle relation [170, 171]

Jk/2(γ1, γ2τ)J
k/2(γ2, τ) = ζk1/2(γ1, γ2)J

k/2(γ1γ2, τ) ̸= Jk/2(γ1γ2, τ), γ1,2 ∈ Γ , (4.47)

where the two-cocycle ζ1/2(γ1, γ2) can only take values +1 and −1, and its explicit expres-
sion is given in [172]. Notice that ζk1/2(γ1, γ2) is always equal to 1 for any values of γ1 and
γ2 if k is even. As a consequence, and the definition in Eq. (4.44) is inconsistent, i.e.

Y (γ1(γ2(τ))) ̸= Y (γ1γ2(τ)) . (4.48)

Hence (cτ +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 Γ(4N),
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and a multiplier is generally needed. The weight k/2 weight modular form Y (τ) with k

positive integer is a holomorphic function of τ and satisfies the following condition [173]:

Y (hτ) = vk(h)(cτ + d)k/2Y (τ) = vk(h)Jk/2(h, τ)Y (τ), h =

(
a b

c d

)
∈ Γ(4N) , (4.49)

where v(h) = ( cd) 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(h1h2) = ζ1/2(h1, h2)v(h1)v(h2), h1,2 ∈ Γ(4N) . (4.50)

Thus one can check that vk(h)(cτ + d)k/2 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,Z) [173], and it usually denoted as Mp2(Z) in
the literature. For notation simplicity, we shall denote Mp2(Z) as Γ̃ in the following. It is
well-known that can be realized as the group of pairs (γ, ϵ), where ϵ = ±1 stands for the
branch of the square root function. Consequently the group element of Γ̃ can be written in
the form [173–175]:

Γ̃ ≡
{
[γ, ϵ]

∣∣γ ∈ Γ, ϵ ∈ {±1}
}
. (4.51)

Obviously each element γ ∈ Γ corresponds to two elements γ̃ = [γ,±] of the metaplectic
group Γ̃. The multiplication law of arbitrary two elements, [γ1, ϵ1], [γ2, ϵ2] ∈ Γ̃, is defined
by14

[γ1, ϵ1][γ2, ϵ2] = [γ1γ2, ζ1/2(γ1, γ2)ϵ1ϵ2] . (4.52)

Using the generators S and T of SL(2,Z), the metaplectic group Γ̃ can also be generated
by two generators S̃ and T̃ [170, 176]:

S̃ =

[(
0 1

−1 0

)
,−1

]
, T̃ =

[(
1 1

0 1

)
,+1

]
. (4.53)

One can check that the generators S̃ and T̃ obey the following relations [172]

S̃8 = (S̃T̃ )3 = 1 , (4.54)
14Alternative but equivalent definition of Γ̃ is given by [173]

Γ̃ =
{
γ̃ = (γ, ϵJ1/2(γ, τ))

∣∣∣ γ =

(
a b

c d

)
∈ Γ, ϵ = ±1

}
.

The multiplication rule accordingly is

(γ1, ϵ1J
1/2(γ1, τ))(γ2, ϵ2J

1/2(γ2, τ)) = (γ1γ2, ϵ1ϵ2J
1/2(γ1, γ2τ)J

1/2(γ2, τ))

= (γ1γ2, ϵ1ϵ2ζ1/2(γ1, γ2)J
1/2(γ1γ2, τ)) ,
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Consequently S̃ is of order 8, and particularly we have

R̃ ≡ S̃2 =

[(
−1 0

0 −1

)
,−1

]
, S̃R̃ = R̃S̃, T̃ R̃ = R̃T̃ . (4.55)

Consequently the center of Γ̃ is the Z4 subgroup generated by R̃. Moreover, we have the
identities

R̃2 =

[(
1 0

0 1

)
,−1

]
, R̃2[γ, ϵ] = [γ,−ϵ] (4.56)

Therefore the modular group SL(2,Z) is isomorphic to the quotient of Mp2(Z) over the Z2

subgroup ZR̃2

2 = {1, R̃2},
Mp2(Z)/ZR̃

2

2
∼= SL(2,Z) . (4.57)

It is known that metaplectic congruence subgroup of level 4N is [170, 176]:

Γ̃(4N) =
{
h̃ = [h, v(h)] | h ∈ Γ(4N)

}
, (4.58)

Γ̃(4N) is an infinite normal subgroup of Γ̃ and it is isomorphic to the principal con-
gruence subgroup Γ(4N). Likewise the finite metaplectic group is the quotient group
Γ̃4N ≡ Γ̃/Γ̃(4N). We can check T̃ 4N is an element of Γ̃(4N):

T̃ 4N =

[(
1 4N

0 1

)
, + 1

]
∈ Γ̃(4N) . (4.59)

Hence the generator T̃ of the finite metaplectic group Γ̃4N additionally fulfills

T̃ 4N = 1 . (4.60)

For the smallest value N = 1, the finite metaplectic group Γ̃4 denoted as S̃4 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 S̃4. For larger N , the relations in Eqs. (4.54, 4.60)
are not sufficient and addition relations are needed to render the group Γ̃4N finite. For
example, in the case of N = 2, the multiplication rules of Γ̃8 for the generators S̃ and T̃

are [172]

S̃2 = R̃, (S̃T̃ )3 = R̃4 = T̃ 8 = R̃2S̃T̃ 6S̃T̃ 4S̃T̃ 2S̃T̃ 4 = 1, T̃ R̃ = R̃T̃ . (4.61)

Thus Γ̃8 is a group of order 768 and its group ID is [768, 1085324] in GAP.
The weight k/2 modular forms of Γ̃(4N) span a linear space Mk/2(Γ̃(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 Mk/2(Γ̃(4N)) so that
the modular forms of weight k/2 can be arranged into multiplets of the finite metaplectic
group Γ̃4N [172], i.e.

Yr(γ̃τ) = (ϵ
√
cτ + d)kρr(γ̃)Yr(τ), γ̃ = [γ, ϵ] ∈ Γ̃ , (4.62)

– 37 –



where γ̃τ = γτ , and ρr is an irreducible representation of Γ̃4N . Applying Eq. (4.62) for
γ̃ = R̃, we obtain

Yr(R̃τ) = Yr(τ) = (−i)kρr(R̃)Yr(τ) , (4.63)

which implies

ρr(R̃) = ik,

{
k odd : ρ4(R̃) = 1 ,

k even : ρ2(R̃) = 1 .
(4.64)

From the dimension formula, we know that there are only two linearly independent weight
1/2 modular forms of level 4 and they can be expressed in terms of the Jacobi theta
functions [172, 178]:

Y1(τ) = θ3(0|2τ), Y2(τ) = −θ2(0|2τ), (4.65)

with

θ2(0|2τ) =
∑
m∈Z

e2πiτ(m+ 1
2
)2 = 2q1/4(1 + q2 + q6 + q12 + . . . ) ,

θ3(0|2τ) =
∑
m∈Z

e2πiτm
2
= 1 + 2q + 2q4 + 2q9 + 2q16 + . . . , (4.66)

It turns out that Y1(τ) and Y2(τ) can be arranged into a doublet 2̂ of the finite metaplectic
group Γ̃4 ≡ S̃4 [172],

Y
( 1
2
)

2̂
(τ) ≡

(
Y1(τ)

Y2(τ)

)
, (4.67)

which transforms in the two-dimensional irreducible representation 2̂ of S̃4,

Y
( 1
2
)

2̂
(τ)

S7−→ Y
( 1
2
)

2̂
(−1/τ) = −

√
−τ ρ2̂(S̃)Y

( 1
2
)

2̂
(τ), ,

Y
( 1
2
)

2̂
(τ)

T7−→ Y
( 1
2
)

2̂
(τ + 1) = ρ2̂(T̃ )Y

( 1
2
)

2̂
(τ) , (4.68)

where the unitary representation matrices ρ2̂(S̃) and ρ2̂(T̃ ) are given in Ref. [172]. All
half-integer and integer weight modular forms of level 4 can be generated from the tensor
products of Y

( 1
2
)

2̂
(τ). For example, we find the weight 1 modular forms make up a triplet

3̂′ of S̃4,

Y
(1)

3̂′ =
1√
2

(
Y

( 1
2
)

2̂
Y

( 1
2
)

2̂

)
3̂′

=


√
2 Y1Y2
Y 2
1

−Y 2
2

 . (4.69)

It is straightforward to check that Y (1)

3̂′ 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
S̃4, see Ref. [172] for the details. It is remarkable that Y1(τ) and Y2(τ) 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 Y1(τ) and Y2(τ):

k∑
i=0

ciY
i
1 (τ)Y

k−i
2 (τ) , (4.70)
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where ci are free coefficients. As a result, the construction of higher weight modular forms
from Y1(τ) and Y2(τ) 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(γ) is needed such that v(γ)(cτ + d)r 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 Γ(N) of level odd
integer N ≥ 5, a unified construction of multiplier systems denote by vN (γ) has been given
in [179], and it is found that the corresponding modular forms are of weight (N − 3)/(2N).
Specifically, vN is given by the following formula

vN (γ) =


1 if c = 0 ,

exp

(
−2πi

3 sign(c)(N2 − 1)

8N

)
exp

(
2πi

N2 − 1

8N
Φ(γ)

)
if c ̸= 0 ,

(4.71)

where γ =

(
a b

c d

)
∈ Γ(N), and Φ(γ) is given by

Φ(γ) =


b

d
if c = 0 ,

a+ d

c
− 12 sign(c) s(d, |c|) if c ̸= 0 ,

(4.72)

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

s(h, k) =
k∑

µ=1

((
hµ

k

))((µ
k

))
, (4.73)

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

((x)) =

{
x− [x]− 1

2 if x /∈ Z ,
0 if x ∈ Z ,

(4.74)

with [x] the floor function. Note that the multiplier system vN (γ) is an N -th root of
unity, consequently vN (γ)N = 1 for all γ ∈ Γ(N). In short, vN (γ)(cτ + d)(N−3)/2N is 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 Γ(N) can be constructed
from the holomorphic functions f (N)

n (τ) [179],

f (N)
n (τ) = θ( n

2N
, 1
2
)(Nτ)/η(τ)

3
N , (4.75)
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N weight r dimMr(Γ(N)) Mr(Γ(N))|k=1 Γ̃N |Γ̃N | GAP ID

4 k/2 k + 1
{
θ3(0|2τ), θ2(0|2τ)

}
S̃4 96 [96,67]

5 k/5 k + 1
{
f
(5)
1 (τ), f

(5)
3 (τ)

}
Z5 × Γ′

5 600 [600,54]

7 2k/7

{
4k − 2 (for k ≥ 2)

3 (for k = 1)

{
f
(7)
1 (τ), f

(7)
3 (τ), f

(7)
5 (τ)

}
Z7 × Γ7 1176 [1176,212]

9 k/3


9k − 9 (for k ≥ 3)

10 (for k = 2)

4 (for k = 1)

{
f
(9)
1 (τ), f

(9)
3 (τ), f

(9)
5 (τ), f

(9)
7 (τ)

}
Γ̃9 1944 [1944,2976]

Table 6. The dimension formula of the rational weight modualr form linear dimMr(Γ(N)) for
N = 4, 5, 7, 9, the linear space Mr(Γ(N))|k=1 of the lowest fractional weight modular forms, and
the finite metaplectic group Γ̃N . Notice that θ2,3(0|2τ) and f

(N)
n (τ) are defined in Eq. (4.66) and

Eq. (4.75) respectively.

where n are odd integers with 1 ≤ n ≤ N − 2, and the theta constant with characteristic
(m′,m′′) is defined by

θ(m′,m′′)(τ) =
∑
m∈Z

e2πiτ(
1
2
(m+m′)2τ+(m+m′)m′′) , (4.76)

and Dedekind eta function is

η(τ) = eπiτ/12
∞∏
n=1

(1− e2πinτ ) . (4.77)

Consequently there are (N − 1)/2 linearly independent modular forms f (N)
1 , f

(N)
3 , . . . f

(N)
N−2

of rational weight r = (N − 3)/(2N), and the graded rings of modular forms M(Γ(N)) =⊕
m≥1MmN−3

2N
(Γ(N)) can be generated by the tensor products of these lowest weight mod-

ular forms. The dimension formula of MmN−3
2N

(Γ(N)) for any odd integer N ≥ 5 and any

integer m > 4(N−6)
N−3 is given by [179, 180]

dimM
m

(N−3)
2N

(Γ(N)) =
N2 [m(N − 3)− 2(N − 6)]

48

∏
p|N

(1− 1

p2
) , (4.78)

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,Z)
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 ρ denote a d-dimensional representation of SL(2,Z). Mathematically this means that
each element γ of SL(2,Z) is mapped onto its image consisting of one d×d matrix ρ(γ). A
vector-valued modular form Y (τ) = (Y1(τ), . . . , Yd(τ))

T of weight k in representation ρ is a
holomorphic vector-valued function in the upper half-plane H, and transforms as [185–190]

Y (γτ) = (cτ + d)kρ(γ)Y (τ), γ ∈ Γ , (4.79)

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

In the present work, we will focus on the case that k is a non-negative integer and ρ

has finite image. Finite image means that, although there are infinitely many elements γ,
there are only a finite number of representation matrices ρ(γ). Note that ρ can be taken to
be unitary since the image of ρ 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 ρ to the unitary irreducible representations without loss of
generality. Also the representation matrix ρ(γ) should have finite order for any γ ∈ SL(2,Z)
so that one can always work in the basis where ρ(T ) is diagonal, and the eigenvalues of ρ(T )
are roots of unity. Finally, the finiteness of the image of ρ implies that the kernel ker(ρ) 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(ρ) is chosen to be the principal
subgroup Γ(N), and the representation matrices ρ(γ) form finite modular group ΓN or Γ′

N .
In the framework of VVMF, Γ(N) 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].

• one-dimensional irreducible VVMFs

It is known that the modular generators S and T the relations S4 = (ST )3 = 1.
Consequently the SL(2,Z) group has 12 one-dimensional irreducible representations
denoted as 1p with

1p : ρ1p(S) = ip , ρ1p(T ) = e
iπ
6
p , (4.80)

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

Y = η2p . (4.81)
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We would like to mention that η is the famous Dedekind-eta function defined in
Eq. (4.19). One can check that η2p(τ) satisfies the following transformation form

η2p(Sτ) = (−τ)pipη2p(τ) = (−τ)pρ1p(S)η2p(τ),
η2p(Tτ) = e

iπ
6
pη2p(τ) = ρ1p(T )η

2p(τ) . (4.82)

Hence η2p(τ) is indeed the weight p one-dimensional VVMFs in the singlet irrep 1p.
The free module theorem implies that all one-dimensional VVMFs can be expressed
as [187]:

M(1p) = C[E4, E6]η
2p , p = 0, 1, . . . , 11 . (4.83)

Here C[E4, E6] denotes the polynomial of the Eisenstein series E4(τ) and E6(τ) [171]:

E4(τ) = 1 + 240
∞∑
n=1

σ3(n)q
n = 1 + 240q + 2160q2 + 6720q3 + 17520q4 + . . . ,

E6(τ) = 1− 504

∞∑
n=1

σ5(n)q
n = 1− 504q − 16632q2 − 122976q3 − 532728q4 + . . . ,(4.84)

where σk(n) =
∑

d|n d
k is the sum of the kth power of the divisors of n and q =

e2πiτ . Notice that E4(τ) and E6(τ) are scalar-valued modular forms of SL(2,Z) with
modular weight 4 and 6 respectively.

• two-dimensional irreducible VVMFs

All the 2-d irreducible unitary representations of SL(2,Z) 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

ρ(T ) =

(
e2πir1 0

0 e2πir2

)
, 0 ≤ r1, r2 < 1 ,

ρ(S) = (λ1λ2)2

λ2−λ1

(
1

√
−(λ1λ2)5(λ1 − λ2)2 − 1√

−(λ1λ2)5(λ1 − λ2)2 − 1 −1

)
, (4.85)

with λ1,2 = e2πir1,2 . We will denote the 2-d irreducible representation (irrep) as
2(r1,r2), and the allowed values of the unordered pair (r1, r2) are given in [193]. We
can read out the exponent matrix L as L = diag(r1, r2) and the minimal weight
k0 = 6Tr(L) − 1 = 6(r1 + r2) − 1. The corresponding minimal weight VVMF in the
doublet representation 2(r1,r2) is found to be [193]:

Y (τ) =

(
η12(r1+r2)−2K

6(r1−r2)+1
12 2F1(

6(r1−r2)+1
12 , 6(r1−r2)+5

12 ; r1 − r2 + 1;K)

Cη12(r1+r2)−2K
6(r2−r1)+1

12 2F1(
6(r2−r1)+1

12 , 6(r2−r1)+5
12 ; r2 − r1 + 1;K)

)
(4.86)

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

j(τ) = q−1 + 744 + 196884q + 21493760q2 + . . . . (4.87)

nFn−1 is the generalized hypergeometric series and it is defined by the formula

nFn−1(a1, . . . , an; b1, . . . , bn−1; z) =

∞∑
m≥0

∏n
j=1(aj)m∏n−1
k=1(bk)m

zm

m!
, (4.88)

and (a)m is the Pochhammer symbol defined by

(a)m =

{
1 , m = 0 ,

a(a+ 1) . . . (a+m− 1) , m ≥ 1 .
(4.89)

Hence we know the module of two-dimensional VVMFs is given by

M(2(r1,r2)) = C[E4, E6]Y ⊕ C[E4, E6]Dk0Y , (4.90)

where Dk0 is the modular differential operators acting on the VVMFs of weight
k0 [144],

Dk0 ≡ θ − k0E2

12
, θ ≡ q

d

dq
=

1

2πi

d

dτ
, k0 ∈ Z , (4.91)

with E2(τ) being the well-known quasi-modular Eisenstein series of weight 2 [171]

E2(τ) = 1− 24

∞∑
n=1

σ1(n)q
n = 1− 24q − 72q2 − 96q3 − 168q4 − 144q5 + . . . . (4.92)

For example, the group Γ2
∼= S3 has doublet irreducible representation with [154]

ρ(S) =
1

2

(
−1 −

√
3

−
√
3 1

)
, ρ(T ) =

(
1 0

0 − 1

)
, (4.93)

which implies r1 = 0 and r2 = 1/2 and the weight k0 = 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 = 1

3 and

Y2(0,1/2)
(τ) = 2

√
3

(
η4K−1/6

2F1(−1
6 ,

1
6 ;

1
2 ;K)

1
3η

4K1/3
2F1(

1
3 ,

2
3 ;

3
2 ;K)

)
, (4.94)

where an overall constant 2
√
3 is multiplied. The q-expansion of Y2(0,1/2)

(τ) is found
to be

Y2(0,1/2)
(τ) =

(
1 + 24q + 24q2 + 96q3 + 24q4 + 144q5 + . . .

8
√
3 q1/2

(
1 + 4q + 6q2 + 8q3 + 13q4 + 12q5 + . . .

)) . (4.95)

It agrees, up to an overall factor, with the q-expansion derived in [154], where the
Y(0,1/2)(τ) 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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• 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 r1, r2 and r3 [195]. In the T diagonal basis, the 3-d representation matrix
ρ(T ) can be parameterized as

ρ(T ) =

e2πir1 0 0

0 e2πir2 0

0 0 e2πir3

 , 0 ≤ r1, r2, r3 < 1 , (4.96)

where the parameters r1,2,3 have to fulfill the following constraint:

r1 + r2 + r3 ∈
1

12
Z . (4.97)

This 3-d irrep is denoted as 3(r1,r2,r3). The exponential matrix is L = diag(r1, r2, r3)
and the minimal weight k0 = 4Tr(L)− 2 = 4(r1 + r2 + r3)− 2. The minimal weight
VVMF Y in the triplet representation 3(r1,r2,r3) is determined to be [193]

Y (τ) =

 η8(r1+r2+r3)−4K
a1+1

6 3F2(
a1+1
6 , a1+3

6 , a1+5
6 ; r1 − r2 + 1, r1 − r3 + 1;K)

C1η
8(r1+r2+r3)−4K

a2+1
6 3F2(

a2+1
6 , a2+3

6 , a2+5
6 ; r2 − r3 + 1, r2 − r1 + 1;K)

C2η
8(r1+r2+r3)−4K

a3+1
6 3F2(

a3+1
6 , a3+3

6 , a3+5
6 ; r3 − r1 + 1, r3 − r2 + 1;K)

 ,

(4.98)
with a1 = 4r1−2r2−2r3, a2 = 4r2−2r1−2r3 and a3 = 4r3−2r1−2r2. The constants
C1,2 are fixed by the representation matrix of ρ(S) in the T -diagonal basis. Hence
the 3-d VVMFs module is of the form

M(3(r1,r2,r3)) = C[E4, E6]Y ⊕ C[E4, E6]Dk0Y ⊕ C[E4, E6]D
2
k0Y . (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,

ρ(S) =
1

3

−1 2 2

2 − 1 2

2 2 − 1

 , ρ(T ) =

1 0 0

0 ω 0

0 0 ω2

 , ω = e2πi/3 , (4.100)

which is given by Eq. (C.13). This implies r1 = 0, r2 = 1
3 and r3 = 2

3 and the modular
weight k0 = 4(r1 + r2 + r3)− 2 = 2. Taking into account the modular transformation
S, we find C1 = −1

2 , C2 = −1
8 , and the VVMF in the triplet representation of A4 is

given by

Y3(0,1/3,2/3)
(τ) = 2

√
3

 η4K−1/6
3F2(−1

6 ,
1
6 ,

1
2 ;

2
3 ,

1
3 ;K)

−1
2η

4K1/6
3F2(

1
6 ,

1
2 ,

5
6 ;

2
3 ,

4
3 ;K)

−1
8η

4K1/2
3F2(

1
2 ,

5
6 ,

7
6 ;

5
3 ,

4
3 ;K)

 , (4.101)
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where the overall factor 2
√
3 is included. We find that the q-expansion of Y3(0,1/3,2/3)

(τ)

reads as

Y3(0,1/3,2/3)
(τ) =

 1 + 12q + 36q2 + 12q3 + 84q4 + 72q5 + . . .

−6q1/3
(
1 + 7q + 8q2 + 18q3 + 14q4 + 31q5 + . . .

)
−18q2/3

(
1 + 2q + 5q2 + 4q3 + 8q4 + 6q5 + . . .

)
 , (4.102)

which exactly coincides with the q-expansion derived in [143], where Y3(0,1/3,2/3)
(τ) 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 ρ of
Γ = SL(2,Z) has finite image, the image Im(ρ) 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(ρ) as the quotient group Im(ρ) ∼= Γ/ ker(ρ) where Γ = SL(2,Z) and ker(ρ) is
a normal subgroup determined by the representation ρ. The ker(ρ) consists of the inverse
image of the identity elements.

In the paradigm of modular flavor symmetry [143], ker(ρ) was only restricted to prin-
ciple congruence subgroups Γ(N). The image Im(ρ) is the homogeneous or inhomogeneous
finite modular group Γ′

N = Γ/Γ(N) or ΓN = Γ/ ± Γ(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(ρ) can be a general normal subgroup of SL(2,Z) instead of Γ(N), and ac-
cordingly the finite modular groups are not necessarily ΓN or Γ′

N . 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,Z) 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 Γ(N) as well
as the inhomogeneous and homogeneous finite modular groups, we see other normal sub-
groups of SL(2,Z). Additional relators are elements of ker(ρ), when they are added to the
SL(2,Z) presentation relations S4 = (ST )3 = 1, S2T = TS2, the finite modular groups
Im(ρ) ∼= Γ/ ker(ρ) are produced. Moreover, if the element S2 ∈ ker(ρ), we have ρ(S2) = 1d.
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 ρY generally increases with
the modular weight kY . However, the module M(ρY ) is finitely generated by d = dim ρY
independent bases denoted by {Y1, . . . , Yd}, thus YI1...In(τ) can be written uniformly in the
form of Y (kY )

ρY = α1Y1 + · · · + αdYd with αi ∈ C[E4, E6], note that αi are polynomials of
E4 and E6. Some αi for vanishing for small value of modular weight kY , nevertheless there
are at most d independent alignments Y1, Y2,. . . , Yd. 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 Gf , although there are infinite possible weight and representation
assignments for the matter fields.
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Normal subgroups ker(ρ) Finite modular groups Γ/ ker(ρ) ∼= Im(ρ)

Index Label Additional relations Group structure GAP Id
6 Γ(2) T 2 S3 [6, 1]

12
− S2T 2 Z3 ⋊ Z4

∼= 2D3 [12, 1]

±Γ(3) S2, T 3 A4 [12, 3]

18 − ST−2ST 2 S3 × Z3 [18, 3]

24

Γ(3) T 3

T ′ [24, 3]− S2T 3

±Γ(4) S2, T 4 S4 [24, 12]

− S2, (ST−1ST )2 A4 × Z2 [24, 13]

36 − S3T−2ST 2 (Z3 ⋊ Z4)× Z3 [36, 6]

42
− T 6, (ST−1S)2TST−1ST 2

Z7 ⋊ Z6 [42, 1]− T 6, ST−1ST (ST−1S)2T 2

48

− S2T 4 2O [48, 28]

− T 8, ST 4ST−4 GL(2, 3) [48, 29]

Γ(4) T 4 A4 ⋊ Z4
∼= S′

4 [48, 30]

− (ST−1ST )2 A4 × Z4 [48, 31]

− S2(ST−1ST )2 T ′ × Z2 [48, 32]

− T 12, ST 3ST−3 ((Z4 × Z2)⋊ Z2)⋊ Z3 [48, 33]

54 − T 6, (ST−1ST )3 (Z3 × Z3)⋊ Z6 [54, 5]

60 ±Γ(5) S2, T 5 A5 [60, 5]

72
− T 12, ST 4ST−4 S4 × Z3 [72, 42]

±Γ(6) S2, T 6, (ST−1STST−1S)2T 2 A4 × S3 [72, 44]

Table 7. The normal subgroups of SL(2,Z) with index less than 78 and the corresponding finite
modular groups. It is defined ±Γ(N) = {±γ, γ ∈ Γ(N)}. Note that 2D3 is the binary dihedral group
of order 12 and 2O is the binary octahedral group which is the Schur cover of permutation group
S4 of type “−”. Additional relators are some elements of ker(ρ), the quotient group Γ/ ker(ρ) is
produced when the relations “Additional relators =1” together with S4 = (ST )3 = 1 and S2T = TS2

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 τ , 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 Γ = SL(2,Z), consistent CP transformations correspond to
outer automorphism u(γ) of Γ [111, 204]:

CP γ CP−1 = u(γ) . (5.1)

Each outer automorphism u(γ) of Γ can be described by [205]:

u(γ) = χ(γ) U γ U−1 , or u(γ) = χ(γ)γ , (5.2)

with

U =

(
1 0

0 − 1

)
(5.3)

and the map χ(γ), called character of the modular group, is a homomorphism of Γ into
{+1,−1}. From the relations S4 = (ST )3 = 1 satisfied by the modular generators S and
T , we see the modular group has a trivial character with

χ1(S) = χ1(T ) = 1 (5.4)

and another nontrivial character with

χ2(S) = χ2(T ) = −1 . (5.5)

Hence the modular group SL(2,Z) has two independent outer automorphisms u1,2 =

χ1,2(γ) U γ U−1, satisfying the following relations:

u21 = u22 = (u1u2)
2 = 1 . (5.6)

Hence the outer automorphism group is isomorphic to a Klein group K4
∼= Z2 × Z2 =

{u1, u2, u3 = u1u2, u4 = 1}15. We can derive the action of the outer automorphisms on the
modular generators S and T as follows [203]:

u1(S) = S−1 , u1(T ) = T−1 ,

u2(S) = −S−1 , u2(T ) = −T−1 ,

u3(S) = −S , u3(T ) = −T ,
u4(S) = S , u4(T ) = T . (5.7)

We assume that the CP transformation of modulus τ is linear and, for convenience, we
write:

τ
CP−−→ (CP)τ ≡ τCP = p1 τ

∗ + p2 , (5.8)
15We denote by 1 the identity element of the outer automorphism.
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where p1 and p2 are parameters to be determined. The inverse CP transformation reads:

τ∗
CP−1

−−−→ τ∗CP−1 =
τ − p2
p1

. (5.9)

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

p2τ − p21 − p22
τ − p2

= ua(S)τ ,

τ + p1 = ua(T )τ . (5.10)

The elements u1 and u2 have the same action on τ and similarly for u3,4. The above
equation can be straightforwardly solved to obtain

p1 =

{
−1, for u1,2
+1, for u3,4

, p2 = 0 . (5.11)

Thus we have τCP = −τ∗ for the automorphisms u1,2 and τCP = τ∗ for u3,4. Since Im(τCP) >
0, the admissible CP transformation of the modulus τ is [196–198, 206–208]

τ
CP−−→ τCP = −τ∗ . (5.12)

This represents the correct transformation law of the modulus for both u1,2 outer auto-
morphisms and we should instead discard u3,4. Notice that the same gCP transformation
of τ can be derived from the consistency condition, as shown in the Appendix B. From
Eq. (5.12), we see τ∗CP−1 = −τ and the action of CP on the modulus is involutive with
CP2τ = τ .

Now let us check explicitly that the gCP transformation of Eq. (5.12) is indeed com-
patible with Eq. (5.1). Applying the consistency transformation chain CP → γ → CP−1

for the modulus τ , we have

τ
CP−→ −τ∗ γ−→ −aτ

∗ + b

cτ∗ + d

CP−1

−−−→=
aτ − b

−cτ + d
= γ′τ . (5.13)

Since γ and −γ give the same action on modulus τ , we see that the generalized CP trans-
formation indeed corresponds to the automorphism u1 or u2 of the modular group with

u1,2 : γ → γ′ = u1,2(γ) = χ1,2(γ) U γ U−1 = χ1,2(γ)

(
a −b
−c d

)
, γ =

(
a b

c d

)
∈ Γ , (5.14)

where χ1(γ) is the trivial character given in Eq. (5.4) and χ2(γ) is the nontrivial character
in Eq. (5.5).

If we perform a modular transformation γ and then the CP transformation of Eq. (5.12),
we get

τ
γ−→ aτ + b

cτ + d

CP−−→ (γ ◦ CP)τ =
−aτ∗ + b

−cτ∗ + d
, (5.15)
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which is another allowed CP transformation. Since the theory is invariant under Γ, 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 = c = 0. We can rewrite Eq. (5.15) as

τ
γ◦CP−−−→ a′τ∗ + b′

c′τ∗ + d′
(5.16)

with
a′ = −a, b′ = b, c′ = −c, d′ = d . (5.17)

One can check
a′d′ − b′c′ = −ad+ bc = −(ad− bc) = −1 . (5.18)

Note that the gCP transformation on τ always corresponds to minus determinant with
a′d′ − b′c′ = −1.

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

(
a b

c d

)
∈ Γ∗ :


τ →

aτ + b

cτ + d
if ad− bc = 1 ,

τ →
aτ∗ + b

cτ∗ + d
if ad− bc = −1 .

(5.19)

where γ =

(
a b

c d

)
. The first line of (5.19) refers to a modular transformation, while the

second line refers to a CP transformation. For the case of the CP transformation in (5.12)
the matrix γ is represented by U in Eq. (5.3). Notice that the action of γ and −γ on τ

is the same and the full symmetry group acting on moduli is isomorphic to PGL(2,Z) ≡
GL(2,Z)/{±12}. Here PGL(2,Z) is the group of integral 2× 2 matrices with determinant
±1, with the matrices M and −M being identified.

5.2 CP transformations of matter chiral multiplets φ

For a generic chiral supermultiplets φ, its transfromation properties are characterized by
−kφ and ρr, where −kφ is the modular weight of φ and ρr is an irreducible representation
of the finite modular group ΓN or Γ′

N . Under a modular transformation γ, the multiplet
φ(x) transforms according to

φ(x)
γ−→ (cτ + d)−kφρr(γ)φ(x) , γ =

(
a b

c d

)
∈ Γ . (5.20)

The action of generalized CP symmetry on the multiplet φ is

φ(x)
CP−→ Xrφ(xP) , (5.21)

where xP = (t,−x⃗), a bar denotes the hermitian conjugate superfield, and Xr 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

φ(x)
CP−−→ Xrφ(xP)

γ−→ Xr(cτ
∗ + d)−kφρ∗r(γ)φ(xP)

CP−1

−−−→ (cτ∗CP−1 + d)−kφXrρ
∗
r(γ)X

−1
r φ(x) ,

(5.22)
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where τCP−1 is the result of applying the inverse CP transformation CP−1 to the modulus τ .
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 γ′, i.e.,

(cτ∗CP−1 + d)−kφXrρ
∗
r(γ)X

−1
r φ(x) = (cγ′τ + dγ′)

−kφρr(γ
′)φ(x) (5.23)

which implies

Xrρ
∗
r(γ)X

−1
r =

(
cγ′τ + dγ′

cτ∗CP−1 + d

)−kφ

ρr(γ
′) , (5.24)

where we have denoted

γ′ =

(
aγ′ bγ′

cγ′ dγ′

)
∈ Γ . (5.25)

From the transformation of the modulus τ in Eq. (5.13), we know the element γ′ = u1,2(γ)

given in Eq. (5.14), thus we can read out

cγ′ = −χ1,2(γ)c, dγ′ = χ1,2(γ)d . (5.26)

Considering τ∗CP−1 = −τ , the consistency condition of Eq. (5.24) for the modular symmetry
and generalized CP symmetry becomes

Xrρ
∗
r(γ)X

−1
r = χ

−kφ
1,2 (γ)ρr(u1,2(γ)) . (5.27)

Since the modular group has two possible characters χ1,2(γ) given in Eqs. (5.4,5.5), two
kinds of generalized CP transformations could be consistently defined in the context of
SL(2,Z). The coressponding consistency conditions are given by [198, 203]

Xrρ
∗
r(S)X

−1
r = ρr(S

−1), Xrρ
∗
r(T )X

−1
r = ρr(T

−1) . (5.28)

for the gCP transformation corresponding to the automorphism u1 with trivial character χ1

in Eq. (5.7). A second gCP transfromation corresponding to u2 with nontrivial character
χ2 could be defined16, 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 ρr(S) and ρr(T ) are symemtric matrices, one has ρr(S−1) =

ρ†r(S) = ρ∗r(S) and ρr(T−1) = ρ†r(T ) = ρ∗r(T ) so that one can determine Xr = 1r 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 τ 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
ΓN and Γ′

N 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:

Xrρ
∗
r(S)X

−1
r = σρr(S

−1), Xrρ
∗
r(S)X

−1
r = σρr(T

−1), σ = (−1)−kφρr(S
2) .

Obviously the second gCP transformation Xr depends on ρr(S
2) and the modualr weight kφ, and it can

be defined if and only if the level N is even, the dimension of representation ρr is even, and the traces of
ρr(T ) and ρr(S) are vanishing [178].
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5.3 CP transformations of modular form Yr(τ)

Considering a multiplet Yr(τ) of modular forms of level N and weight kY , it transforms in
certain irreducible representation ρr of the finite modular group ΓN or Γ′

N , i.e.

Yr(γτ) = (cτ + d)kY ρr(γ)Yr(τ), γ ∈ Γ . (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:

Yr(τ)
CP−−→ Yr(−τ∗) . (5.30)

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

Yr(−τ∗) = XrY
∗
r (τ) . (5.31)

In order to show this, we define

Ỹr(τ) = X−1∗
r Y ∗

r (−τ∗) , (5.32)

where Xr is the solution of the consistency condition Eq. (5.28) for the concerned automor-
phism u1. The modular transfromation of Ỹr(τ) under a generic element γ ∈ Γ is

Ỹr(γ(τ)) = X−1∗
r Y ∗

r (−(γ(τ))∗)

= X−1∗
r Y ∗

r (u1(γ)(−τ∗))
= X−1∗

r (cτ + d)kY ρ∗r(u1(γ)) Y
∗
r (−τ∗)

= (cτ + d)kY ρr(γ) Ỹr(τ) , (5.33)

where the identities −(γ(τ))∗ = u(γ)(−τ∗) and Xrρ
∗
r(γ)X

−1
r = ρr(u1(γ)) have been used17.

Since Ỹr(τ) and Yr(τ) transform in the same way and, by assumption, there is only one
linearly independent such modular form, we conclude that they are proportional, Ỹr(τ) ∝
Yr(τ) which gives:

Yr(−τ∗) = λ XrY
∗
r (τ) . (5.34)

By performing two gCP transformation in succsssion, we obtain

Yr(τ) = |λ|2 XrX
∗
rYr(τ) = |λ|2 Yr(τ) , (5.35)

where we have chosen the gCP transfroamtion Xr to be a constant unitary symmetric
matrix fulfilling XrX

∗
r = 1 which corresponds to CP2 = 118. The non-vanishing constant λ

17From Eq. (5.13), we know CP ◦ γ ◦ CP−1 = u1(γ) which gives CP ◦ γ = u1(γ) ◦ CP. Consequently we
have CP ◦ γ(τ) = u1(γ) ◦ CP(τ) which leads to −(γ(τ))∗ = u1(γ)(−τ∗). Moreover, From Eq. (5.27), we
know Xrρ

∗
r(γ)X

−1
r = ρr(u1(γ)) which gives ρ∗r(γ)X−1

r = X−1
r ρr(u1(γ)) and ρr(γ)X−1∗

r = X−1∗
r ρ∗r(u1(γ)).

18The action of CP in the modulus, see Eq. (5.12), is involutive, that is CP2τ = τ . The action is CP2 on

the matter field is φ(x) CP2

−→ XrX
∗
rφ(x). From the consistency condtion in Eq. (5.21), we obtain:

(cτ + d)−kφXrX
∗
r ρr(γ) X

−1∗
r X−1

r φ = (cτ + d)−kφρr(γ)φ .
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can be absorbed by an appropriate choice of phase of the whole multiplet Yr(τ) so that we
have

Yr(τ)
CP−−→ Yr(−τ∗) = XrY

∗
r (τ) . (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 a
r (τ) (a = 1, . . . , s) transforming as in

Eq. (5.29), Eq. (5.33) holds individually for all Ỹ a
r (τ) = X−1∗

r Y a∗
r (−τ∗) and we have:

Y a
r (−τ∗) = λab XrY

b∗
r (τ) , (5.37)

where λacλ∗cbXrX
∗
r = δab1r. When Xr is involutive with XrX

∗
r = 1r we have λacλ∗cb = δab,

it is always possible to factorize the matrix λ into λ = η−1η∗ and we obtain19:

ηabY
b
r (−τ∗) = Xr[η

a
bY

b
r ]

∗(τ) . (5.38)

We see that, by performing the change of basis Y a
r (τ) → ηabY

b
r (τ), Eq. (5.33) holds inde-

pendently for each multiplet Y a(τ). In short, when the action of gCP on the field space is
involutive with XrX

∗
r = 1r, 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.,

φ(x)
CP−→ Xrφ(xP) , Y a(τ)

CP−→ Y a
r (−τ∗) = XrY

b∗
r (τ) . (5.39)

In this case, it is convenient to move to the basis where Xr = 1r
20. Then the consistency

condition of Eq. (5.28) implies that the representation matrices ρr(S) and ρr(T ) of the
modular generators are symmetric. As we explained early, if both ρr(S) and ρr(T ) are
symmetric and unitary matrices, we would have Xr = 1r 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 τ would be the unique source breaking modular and gCP symmetry. However,

By the Schur’s Lemma, the product XrX
∗
r is proportional to the identity. It acts without conjugating the

matter fields and represents the element γCP2 or, more precisely, the element of the finite group ΓN or Γ′
N

that corresponds to γCP2 . As a consequence we have:

XrX
∗
r = 1r or XrX

∗
r = ρr(S

2) = ±1r .

Therefore we must have XrX
∗
r = 1r for the inhomegenous finite modular group ΓN .

19If (1 + λ) is invertible, we take η = (1 + λ)−1, then λη∗−1 = η−1. If (1 + λ) is not invertible, we can
always find a complex number u with |u| = 1 such that −u2 is not an eigenvalue of λ. Hence, λ + u21 is
invertible. In this case, we take η = (u−1λ + u1)−1, then λη∗−1 = η−1. This construction was given by
Prof. Marc van Leeuwen [209].

20The CP transfromation matrix Xr would be a unitary and symmetric matrix if XrX
∗
r = 1r, and the

corresponding Takagi factorization is Xr = ΩrΩ
T
r where Ωr is a unitary matrix. If we perform a change of

basis with a unitary matrix Ωr in the field space: φ′ = Ω†
rφ, it is easy to see that the gCP transformation

of φ′ is φ′(x)
CP−→ φ′(xP).
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there exist certain values of τ which conserve CP. If τ is left invariant by CP transformation
of Eq. (5.12), i.e.

τ
CP−−→ τCP = −τ∗ = τ . (5.40)

We see τ lies on the imaginary axis, ℜτ = 0. The most general gCP transfromation of τ is
γ ◦ CP given by Eq. (5.15), it is the composition of the a generic modular transformation γ
and the CP transformation of Eq. (5.12). Thus the most general value of τ preserving the
residual gCP symmetry γ ◦ CP satisfies the following condition

(γ ◦ CP)τ = τ, γ =

(
a b

c d

)
∈ Γ , (5.41)

which gives
−aτ∗ + b

−cτ∗ + d
= τ , (5.42)

or equivalently

c (ℜτ)2 − (a+ d)ℜτ + b+ c (ℑτ)2 = 0 ,

(a− d)ℑτ = 0 . (5.43)

Thus we have

a = d , (5.44)

and

ℜτ =


a

c
± 1

c

√
1− c2 (ℑτ)2 , c ̸= 0

b

2a
, c = 0

(5.45)

Without loss of generality, we firstly consider that τ lies in the fundamental domain. Solv-
ing the constraints in Eqs. (5.44, 5.45) together with the determinant condition ad−bc = 1,
we find the CP conserved values of τ 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
τ = e2iπ/3 is invariant under both CP transformations T−1 ◦ CP and S ◦ 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 τ = e2iπ/3 is

(
ZST3 ⋊ ZS◦CP2

)
× ZR2

defined as(
ZST3 ⋊ ZS◦CP2

)
× ZR2 =

{
ST,R, S ◦ CP|R2 = (S ◦ CP)2 = (ST )3 = 1, (ST )R = R(ST ),

(S ◦ CP)R = R(S ◦ CP), (S ◦ CP)ST (S ◦ CP)−1 = (ST )−1
}
. (5.46)

Similarly the symmetric point τ = i is invariant under both modular transfromation S
and CP transformation CP, and consequently the residual symmetry group is ZS4 ⋊ZCP

2 =
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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 τ = eπi/3, i, e2πi/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 τ = i is invariant under both CP transfromations
ZCP
2 and ZS◦CP

2 , consequently it is also invariant under the modular generator S.

{
S, CP|S4 = 1, CP2 = 1, CP S CP−1 = S−1

}
. Moreover, the symmetric point τ = i∞ is

invariant under T , R and CP, and therefore it preserves the residual symmetry group(
ZT ⋊ CP

)
× ZR

2 =
{
T,R, CP|R2 = CP2 = 1, CP T CP−1 = T−1, CP R = R CP, 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

τ ′ = γ1τ
CP
0 , γ′ ◦ CP = γ1γ

CP
0 ◦ CP γ−1

1 , (5.48)

where γ1 is an arbitrary modular transformation, τCP0 and γCP0 take the values summarized
in table 8.
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γCP0 τCP0 Residual subgroup
±1 {τ |ℜτ = 0,ℑτ ≥ 1} ZCP

2 × ZR2
±T

{
τ |ℜτ = 1/2,ℑτ ≥

√
3/2
}

ZT◦CP2 × ZR2
±T−1

{
τ |ℜτ = −1/2,ℑτ ≥

√
3/2
}

ZT
−1◦CP

2 × ZR2
±S

{
τ |(ℜτ)2 + (ℑτ)2 = 1, |ℜτ | ≤ 1/2

}
ZS◦CP2 × ZR2

±1,±S i ZS4 ⋊ ZCP
2

±T,±S eiπ/3
(
ZTS3 ⋊ ZS◦CP2

)
× ZR2

±T−1,±S e2iπ/3
(
ZST3 ⋊ ZS◦CP2

)
× ZR2

Table 8. The CP conserving values of modulus τ in the fundamental domain D and the correspond-
ing residual symmetry group. The symbol γCP

0 is defined by the condition (γCP0 ◦ CP)τCP0 = τCP0

which is a special case of Eq. (5.41) with τCP0 in the fundamental domain. We would like to mention
that the definition of γ ◦ 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 τCP0 of the fundamental domain where CP is conserved, then there is an
element γCP0 of Γ such that (γCP0 ◦ CP)τCP0 = τCP0 which gives γCP0 (−τCP∗

0 ) = τCP0 . Taking
the imaginary part on both sides of this equation and using the identities ℑ(−τ∗) = ℑτ
and ℑ(γτ) = ℑτ

|cτ + d|2 , we obtain the automorphy factor

|J(γCP0 ,−τCP∗
0 )| = 1 (5.49)

which implies that J(γCP0 ,−τCP∗
0 ) is a pure phase. Note that the automorphy factor

J(γ, τ) = cτ + d is defined in Eq. (4.4). We assume that the lepton sector is described
by the superpotential:

W = −EciYeij(τ)LjHd −
1

2Λ
LiYνij(τ)LjHuHu , (5.50)

where the neutrino masses are described by the Weinberg operator. Under the action of
modular transfromation γ, the matter multiplets φ (φ = Hu,d, E

c, L) transform as:

φ
γ−→ J−kφ(γ, τ)ρφ(γ)φ , φ

CP−−→ Xφφ(xP) . (5.51)

The weights kEc,L carry a flavour index and JkEc,L are diagonal matrices in flavour space.
The invariance of the W under the modular transformation γ implies:

Ye(γτ) = JkHdρ†Hd(γ) J
kEcρ∗Ec(γ) Ye(τ) ρ†L(γ)JkL ,

Yν(γτ) = J2kHuρ2†Hu(γ) J
kLρ∗L(γ) Yν(τ) ρ†L(γ)JkL , (5.52)

On the other hand, the invariance of W under the CP transformation CP requires:

Ye(−τ∗) = X†
Hd

X∗
Ec Ye∗(τ) X†

L ,

Yν(−τ∗) = X2†
Hu

X∗
L Yν∗(τ) X†

L . (5.53)
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From eqs. (5.52) and (5.53), at the point τCP0 enjoying residual CP symmetry we obtain:

Ye∗(τCP0 ) = ΩHd ΩTEc Ye(τCP0 ) ΩL ,

Yν∗(τCP0 ) = Ω2
Hu ΩTL Yν(τCP0 ) ΩL , (5.54)

where we have defined the unitary matrices:

Ωφ = J−kφ(γCP0 ,−τCP∗
0 )ρφ(γ

CP
0 )Xφ , (φ = Hu,d, E

c, L) . (5.55)

Notice that Ωφ is the CP transfromation matrix of the matter multiplet φ for the residual
gCP symmetry γCP0 ◦ CP. The charged lepton and neutrino mass matrices are given by
Me = Yevd and Mν = Yνv2u/Λ. Thus at the point τ enjoying residual CP invariance we
have

Ω†
L M

†
e (τ

CP
0 )Me(τ

CP
0 ) ΩL =

[
M †
e (τ

CP
0 )Me(τ

CP
0 )

]∗
,

Ω†
L M

†
ν (τ

CP
0 )Mν(τ

CP
0 ) ΩL =

[
M †
ν (τ

CP
0 )Mν(τ

CP
0 )

]∗
. (5.56)

We see that the hermitian combination of the neutrino and charged lepton mass matrices
M †
ν (τCP0 )Mν(τ

CP
0 ) and M †

e (τCP0 )Me(τ
CP
0 ) 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 ΩL 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 ΩL = 1 by
performing basis transfromation. Then the conditions eq. (5.56) fulfilled at the CP fixed
point τCP0 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 τ1, τ2, . . . , τM 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 Γ1 × Γ2 ×
. . .× ΓM , where each Γj for j = 1, ...,M is the SL(2,Z) group. The modulus field for each
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modular symmetry Γj is denoted as τj . As shown in Eq. (3.2), any modular transformation
γj in Γj acts on the modulus τj as follows [210]

γj : τj → γjτj =
ajτj + bj
cjτj + dj

, γj ∈ Γj , (6.1)

while other modulus τi is invariant under γj , i.e., γjτi = τi for i ̸= j. Analogous to Eq. (3.8),
each modular group Γj has the principal congruence subgroup Γj(Nj), and a series of finite
modular groups Γ

′j
Nj

= Γj/Γj(Nj) and ΓjNj = Γj/± Γj(Nj) can be defined. Notice that Ni

is unnecessary to be identical to Nj for i ̸= j. Thus the finite modular group is extended
to the direct product of several finite modular groups Γ1

N1
×Γ2

N2
× · · · ×ΓMNM , and any ΓjNj

could be Γ
′j
Nj

.
The modular transformation of a generic chiral superfield ΦI is characterized by the

modular weight kI,j and the unitary representation ρrI ,j of ΓjNj under each modular group
Γj , i.e.,

ΦI →
∏

j=1,...,M

(cjτj + dj)
−kI,j

⊗
j=1,...,M

ρrI ,j(γj)ΦI , (6.2)

where
⊗

denotes the outer product of the representation matrices for ρrI ,1, ρrI ,2, ..., ρrI ,M .
In the framework of the N = 1 global supersymmetry, the most general action invariant
under the extended modular group can be written as

S =

∫
d4xd2θd2θ̄ K(ΦI , Φ̄I ; τ1, ..., τM , τ1, ..., τM ) +

[∫
d4xd2θ W(ΦI , τ1, ..., τM ) + h.c.

]
.

(6.3)
Invariance of the action S under Eqs. (6.1, 6.2) requires the invariance of the Kähler poten-
tial up to a Kähler transformation. Similar to the case of single modulus, the requirement
of invariance of the Kähler potential can be easily satisfied and many terms are allowed.
For illustration, the minimal Kähler potential is taken as usual.

K(ΦI ,ΦI ; τ1, ..., τM , τ1, ..., τM ) = −
M∑
j=1

hj log(−iτj + iτ j)

+
∑
I

ΦIΦI∏
j=1,...,M

(−iτj + iτ j)
kI,j

, (6.4)

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

M∑
j=1

hj
⟨−iτj + iτ j⟩2

∂µτ j∂
µτj +

∑
I

∂µΦI∂
µΦI∏

j=1,...,M

⟨−iτj + iτ j⟩kI,j
. (6.5)
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The superpotential W(ΦI ; τ1, ..., τM ) is in general a holomorphic function of the moduli
τ1, . . . , τM and superfields ϕI . Modular invariance imposes strong constraint on the super-
potential W which can be expanded in power series of ΦI as

W(ΦI ; τ1, ..., τM ) =
∑
n

∑
{I1,··· ,In}

(YI1...InΦI1 · · ·ΦIn)1 . (6.6)

For each term to be modular invariant, the modular forms YI1...In should transform as

YI1...In(τ1, ..., τM ) → YI1...In(γ1τ1, ..., γMτM )

=
M∏
j=1

(cjτj + dj)
kY,j

M⊗
j=1

ρrY ,j(γj)YI1...In(τ1, ..., τM ) , (6.7)

satisfying the conditions

kY,j = kI1,j + · · · kIn,j ,
ρrY ,j ⊗ ρrI1 ,j ⊗ . . .⊗ ρrIn ,j ∋ 1 , (6.8)

for j = 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 Γg = Sp(2g,Z) and the upper half plane is replaced
by the Siegel upper half plane Hg, where the integer g ≥ 1 is called the degree or genus.
The Siegel modular group Γ = 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 Γ = Sp(2g,Z) is the group of 2g × 2g matrices with integer
entries and satisfy the symplectic condition

γt J γ = J, J =

(
0 1g

−1g 0

)
, γ =

(
A B

C D

)
∈ Γg , (6.9)

where the superscript t 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,

AtC = CtA , BtD = DtB , AtD − CtB = 1g , (6.10)

or equivalently
ABt = BAt , CDt = DCt , ADt −BCt = 1g . (6.11)

For the lowest genus g = 1, the above symplectic condition is exactly the condition of unit
determinant of γ. Consequently the Siegel modular group Γ1 = Sp(2,Z) is exactly identical
with the usual modular group SL(2,Z). For any element γ ∈ Γg, both γt and γ−1 are also
elements of Γg with

γ−1 =

(
Dt −Bt

−Ct At

)
. (6.12)
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The single modulus τ in the upper half plane is generalized to the Siegel upper half plane Hg

which is represented by g× g symmetric complex matrices with positive definite imaginary
part21,

Hg =
{
τ ∈ GL(g,C)

∣∣∣ τ t = τ, Im(τ) > 0
}
. (6.13)

The action of γ ∈ Γg on the Siegel upper half plane Hg is defined as follow,

τ → γτ = (Aτ +B)(Cτ +D)−1 . (6.14)

The Siegel modular group Γg can be generated by the generators S and Ti with

S =

(
0 1g

−1g 0

)
, Ti =

(
1g Bi
0 1g

)
, (6.15)

where {Bi} is a basis for the g × g integer symmetric matrices. Notice that S coincides
with the invariant symplectic form J satisfying S2 = −12g. For the case of g = 2, without
loss of generality we could choose

B1 =

(
1 0

0 0

)
, B2 =

(
0 0

0 1

)
, B3 =

(
0 1

1 0

)
. (6.16)

Under the action of generators S and Ti, the modulus τ transforms as:

τ
S−→ −τ−1, τ

Ti−→ τ +Bi . (6.17)

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

Γg(n) =
{
γ ∈ Γg

∣∣∣ γ ≡ 12g (mod n)
}
, (6.18)

where n is a generic positive integer, and Γg(1) = Γg. The group Γg(n) is a normal subgroup
of Γg, and the quotient group Γg,n ≡ Γg/Γg(n), which is known as finite Siegel modular
group, has finite order [222, 223]:

|Γg,n| = ng(2g+1)
∏
p|n

∏
1≤k≤g

(1− 1

p2k
) , (6.19)

where the product is over the prime divisors p of n. For the simplest case of g = 1, we have

|Γ1,n| = n3
∏
p|n

(1− 1

p2
) . (6.20)

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

21The modulus τ can be parameterized as τ = X + iY 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(τ) > 0 in
Eq. (6.13).
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Modular group SL(2,Z) ≡ Γ Siegel modular group Sp(2g,Z) ≡ Γg

γ =

(
a b

c d

)
γ =

(
A B

C D

)
a, b, c, d ∈ Z A,B,C,D ∈ GL(g,Z)

ad− bc = 1 γtJγ = J , J =

(
0 1g

−1g 0

)
H1 = {τ ∈ C|Im(τ) > 0} Hg =

{
τ ∈ GL(g,C)|τ t = τ, Im(τ) > 0

}
τ → γτ = aτ+b

cτ+d τ → γτ = (Aτ +B) (Cτ +D)−1

Γ(N) = {γ ∈ SL(2,Z)|γ = 12 mod N} Γg(N) = {γ ∈ Sp(2g,Z)|γ = 12g mod N}
Γ′
N = SL(2,Z)/Γ(N) Γg,N = Sp(2g,Z)/Γg(N)

Y (γτ) = (cτ + d)kY (τ), γ ∈ Γ(N) Y (γτ) = [det(Cτ +D)]k Y (τ), γ ∈ Γg(N)

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

6.2.1 Siegel modular forms and gCP in symplectic modular invariant theory

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

Y (γτ) = [det(Cτ +D)]kY (τ) , γ =

(
A B

C D

)
∈ Γg(n) . (6.21)

For lower levels n = 1, 2, by taking γ = −12g 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 Mk(Γg(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 Γg(n) form a positive graded
ring M(Γg(n)) =

⊕
k≥0Mk(Γg(n)).

The Siegel modular forms of weight k, level n and genus g are invariant up to the
automorphy factor [det(Cτ + D)]k under Γg(n) but they transform under the quotient
group Γg,n ≡ Γg/Γg(n). Similar to the case g = 1 [143, 147], it is always possible to
choose a basis {Yi(τ)} in the space Mk(Γg(n)) such that the action of Γg on the elements
of the basis is described by a unitary representation ρr of the finite Siegel modular group
Γg,n = Γg/Γg(n) [226]:

Yi(γτ) = [det(Cτ +D)]kρr(γ)ijYj(τ), γ =

(
A B

C D

)
∈ Γg . (6.22)

At variance with Eq. (6.21), where only transformations of Γg(n) were considered, in the
previous equation the full Siegel modular group Γg is acting. The comparison between the
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modular group SL(2,Z) ≡ Γ and the Siegel modular group Sp(2g,Z) ≡ Γg is summarized
in table 9. One see that Γg is a natural generation of Γ at high genus g, and the matrix
elements a, b, c, d are replaced by A, B, C, D which are g × g integer matrices, and the
automorphy factor cτ + d is replaced by det(Cτ +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 Γg. Analogously each terms of the superpotential should be invariant under the
finite Siegel modular group Γg,n 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 τ is determined to be [203]

τ
CP−−→ τCP = −τ∗ , (6.23)

up to a Siegel modular transformation. Combining the above CP and Siegel modular
transformations, we get the extended Siegel modular group Γ∗

g = GSp(2g,Z) and the full
symmetry transformation of the complex moduli is

τ
γ−→ (Aτ +B)(Cτ +D)−1 ,

τ
gCP−−→ (−Aτ∗ +B)(−Cτ∗ +D)−1 , (6.24)

where γ =

(
A B

C D

)
is the Siegel modular transformation satisfying γtJγ = J . The CP

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

φ(x)
CP−→ Xrφ(xP) , (6.25)

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

Xr ρ
∗
r(S) X

−1
r = ρr(S

−1) , Xr ρ
∗
r(Ti) X

−1
r = ρr(T

−1
i ) . (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.,

Y a
r (τ)

CP−→ Y a
r (−τ∗) = λabXrY

b∗
r (τ) , (6.27)

with λacλ∗cbXrX
∗
r = δab1r, where a, b label linearly independent modular form multiplets of

the same type. In the basis where the matrices ρr(S) and ρr(Ti) are symmetric and unitary,
the gCP transformation would coincide with the canonical CP Xr = 1 and one can always
work with modular forms Y a

r (τ) with λab = δab.

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

Γ2,2
∼= S6, Γ2,3

∼= Sp(4, F3) , (6.28)
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and
|Γ2,2| = 720, |Γ2,3| = 51840 . (6.29)

Note that S6 is the permutation group of six objects, and Sp(4, F3) is isomorphic to the
double covering of Burkhardt group. However, S6 has no three dimensional irreducible
representations to which the three generations of left-handed lepton fields are usually as-
signed22.

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

h τ = τ , h ∈ H, τ ∈ Ω. (6.30)

Because γτ = −γτ , we also consider the projective group H̄ = H/{±12g}. Both H and
H̄ are called stabilizers. The group N(H) that, as a whole, leaves the region Ω invariant
includes the elements γ of Γg such that:

γτ = τ ′ , τ, τ ′ ∈ Ω , (6.31)

which requires
γ−1Hγ = 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) =
{
γ̂ ∈ N(H)

∣∣∣ γ̂ = 12g (mod n)
}

. (6.33)

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

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

which is a subgroup of finite Siegel modular group Γg,n. In short, we can consistently
truncate the moduli space to the subspace Ω, and substitute Γg and Γg,n with N(H) and
Nn(H), respectively. As a result, in our supersymmetric action we can restrict the moduli
τ to the region Ω, which supersedes the full moduli space Hg, and replace the group Γg
with N(H). An element γ of N(H) induces the transformation laws{

τ → γτ = (Aτ +B)(Cτ +D)−1

φI → [det(Cτ +D)]kIρrI (γ)φI .
γ =

(
A B

C D

)
∈ N(H) , (6.35)

where ρrI (γ) is a unitary representation of a finite group Nn(H).

22The S6 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
H2 has complex dimension 3 and describes 3 moduli:

τ =

(
τ1 τ3
τ3 τ2

)
, det(Im(τ)) > 0 , Tr(Im(τ)) > 0 . (6.36)

The invariant loci in Siegel upper half plane H2 have been classified by Gottschling [227–
229]. It is established that H2 has two inequivalent invariant loci of complex dimension
two, (

τ1 0

0 τ2

)
,

(
τ1 τ3
τ3 τ1

)
, (6.37)

five inequivalent invariant loci of complex dimension one,(
i 0

0 τ2

)
,

(
ω 0

0 τ2

)
,

(
τ1 0

0 τ1

)
,

(
τ1 1/2

1/2 τ1

)
,

(
τ1 τ1/2

τ1/2 τ1

)
, (6.38)

and six independent isolated fixed points,(
η 1

2(η − 1)
1
2(η − 1) η

)
,

(
i 0

0 i

)
,

(
ω 0

0 ω

)
,

i
√
3

3

(
2 1

1 2

)
,

(
ω 0

0 i

)
, (6.39)

with ζ = e2πi/5, η = 1
3(1 + i2

√
2), ω = e2πi/3. The corresponding stabilizers H̄, the

normalizers N(H) and the finite modular group N2(H) for each locus are given in Ref. [226].
It is remarkable that the restricted finite modular group N2(H) has small order and it is
promising as a flavor symmetry. For instance, N2(H) is isomorphic to (S3 × S3)⋊ Z2 and
S4×Z2 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 Γ 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 = {τ ∈ C|Im(τ) > 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:

SL(2,R) ∋ g =

(√
y x/

√
y

0 1/
√
y

)
k , y > 0 , k =

(
cos θ − sin θ

sin θ cos θ

)
, (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 τ0 = i is invariant under the action
of K = SO(2),

k · i =
(
cos θ − sin θ

sin θ cos θ

)
· i = cos θ i− sin θ

sin θ i+ cos θ
= i . (6.41)

Hence any modulus τ = x + iy (y > 0) can be reached from the fixed complex number
τ0 = i by a SL(2,R) transformation g, i.e.,

g τ0 =

(√
y x/

√
y

0 1/
√
y

)
· i = x+ i y = τ . (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 τ of the multi-dimensional moduli space M
can be represented by the action of g ∈ G on an element τ0 left invariant by K:

τ = g τ0, g ∈ G , (6.43)

with
h τ0 = τ0 , for any h ∈ K . (6.44)

In finite discrete subgroup Γ of G is chosen as the candidate flavor group, and its action on
the moduli τ is given by

τ
γ→ γτ = (γg) τ0, γ ∈ Γ . (6.45)

Given a normal subgroup Γnormal of Γ with finite index, we define the finite group Γfinite =

Γ/Γnormal. Being finite, the finite group Γfinite admits unitary representations ρ(γ). A
general transformation of the supermultiplets φ(I) of each sector is characterized by the
weight kI and the representation ρ(I) of Γfinite:

τ
γ→ γτ, φ(I) γ−→ j(γ, τ)kI ρ(I)(γ)φ(I) , γ ∈ Γ , (6.46)

where j(γ, τ) is the automorphy factor and it satisfies the so-called cocycle condition

j(γ1γ2, τ) = j(γ1, γ2τ)j(γ2, τ) . (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 ⊂ G

H = SL(2,R)/SO(2) → M = G/K

SL(2,Z) → infinite discrete subgroup Γ ⊂ G

Γ(N) → normal subgroup Γnormal ⊂ Γ

Γ′
N → Γfinite = Γ/Γnormal

cτ + d → automorphy factor j(γ, τ)

. (6.48)
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In the rigid N = 1 supersymmetry, a candidate minimal Kähler potential is given by:

Kmin = −h logZ(τ, τ̄) +
∑
I

Z(τ, τ̄)kI |φ(I)|2 , Z(τ, τ̄) ≡ [j†(g, τ0)j(g, τ0)]−1 , (6.49)

where h is a real constant whose sign is chosen to guarantee local positivity of the met-
ric for the moduli τ . By construction, the above potential is invariant under Γ up to a
Kähler transformation for a general choice of G, K, Γ, Γnormal and j(g, τ). Nevertheless
this is not the most general Kähler potential invariant under Γ. There are other terms
which are compatible with invariance under Γ 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 φ(I) as follows:

W =
∑
n

YI1...In(τ) φ
(I1)...φ(In) . (6.50)

The n-th order term is invariant provided the functions YI1...In(τ) obey:

YI1...In(γτ) = j(γ, τ)kY (n)ρ(Y )(γ) YI1...In(τ) . (6.51)

Each term of the superpotential should be invariant under the action of Γ and its total
weight should be vanishing such that kY (n) and ρ(Y ) have to fulfill

kY (n) + kI1 + ....+ kIn = 0 , ρ(Y ) × ρ(I1) × ...× ρ(In) ⊃ 1 ,

where 1 denotes the invariant singlet of the finite group Γfinite. When we restrict to
transformation γ of the group Γnormal in eq. (6.51), we obtain:

YI1...In(γτ) = j(γ, τ)kY (n) YI1...In(τ) , γ ∈ Γnormal . (6.52)

Thus the function
Ψ(g) = j(g, τ0)

−kY (n)YI1...In(gτ0) (6.53)

is an automorphic form for G, K and Γnormal. The automorphic form Ψ(g) is a smooth
complex function and it satisfies

Ψ(γg) = Ψ(g) , γ ∈ Γnormal ,

Ψ(gh) = j(h, τ0)
−1 Ψ(g) , h ∈ K . (6.54)

Moreover, the automorphic form Ψ(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 = Sp(2g,R) , K = Sp(2g,R) ∩O(2g,R) , τ0 = i1g, Γ = Sp(2g,Z) , Γnormal = Γg(n) ,

(6.55)
and the automorphy factor j(γ, τ) = det(Cτ +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 IIIg.
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Type Group G Compact subgroup K dimCG/K

Im,n U(m,n) U(m)× U(n) mn

IIm SO∗(2m) U(m) 1
2m(m− 1)

IIIm Sp(2m) U(m) 1
2m(m+ 1)

IVm SO(m, 2) SO(m)× SO(2) m

V E6,−14 SO(10)× SO(2) 16

VI E7,−25 E6 × U(1) 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)FN flavor
symmetry under which the quarks and leptons carry various charges. The U(1)FN flavor
symmetry is spontaneously broken by the vacuum expectation value (VEV) of a new “flavon”
field θ, where θ is a neutral scalar under the SM but carries one unit of U(1)FN 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)FN symmetry. The small effective
Yukawa couplings then originate from non-renormalisable contact operators where the FN
charges of fermions are compensated by powers of θ, leading to suppression by powers of
the small ratio ⟨θ⟩/MFN , where ⟨θ⟩ and M denote the VEV of θ 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 ϕ with kϕ = 1 (i.e. weight −1). The field ϕ 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) , ec ∼ (1, 1) , µc ∼
(
1′′, 1

)
, τ c ∼

(
1′, 1

)
, N c ∼ (3, 1) , Hu,d ∼ (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

We = αec(LY
(2)
3 )1Hd + βµc(LY

(2)
3 )1′Hd + γτ c(LY

(2)
3 )1′′Hd

= αec(L1Y1 + L2Y3 + L3Y2)Hd + βµc(L3Y3 + L1Y2 + L2Y1)Hd

+ γτ c(L2Y2 + L3Y1 + L1Y3)Hd , (7.2)

where Y1,2,3(τ) 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:

Ye =

αY1 αY3 αY2
β Y2 β Y1 β Y3
γ Y3 γ Y2 γ Y1

 . (7.3)

For τ = i∞ the modular triplet has a simple vaccum alignment

(Y1, Y2, Y3) |τ=i∞ = (1, 0, 0) , (7.4)

which can be seen from Eq. (4.34). Hence the charged lepton Yukawa is diagonal in the
limit τ = i∞,

Ye|τ=i∞ =

α 0 0

0 β 0

0 0 γ

 , (7.5)

which implies
me : mµ : mτ = α : β : γ . (7.6)

Hierarchial values of the three couplings α, β, γ 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]

⟨τ⟩ = 0.0386 + 2.23i , β/α = 207.908 , γ/α = 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 ϕ which is

a SM and A4 singlet with kϕ = 1. The representation assignments of lepton fields are kept
intact while their modular weights are changed as follows [239],

L ∼ (3, 1) , ec ∼ (1,−3) , µc ∼
(
1′′,−1

)
, τ c ∼

(
1′, 0

)
,

N c ∼ (3, 1) , Hu,d ∼ (1, 0) , ϕ ∼ (1, 1) . (7.8)

Then the superpotential for the charged lepton masses takes the form

We = αe

(
ϕ

Λ

)4

ec(LY
(2)
3 )1Hd + βe

(
ϕ

Λ

)2

µc(LY
(2)
3 )1′Hd + γe

ϕ

Λ
τ c(LY

(2)
3 )1′′Hd , (7.9)
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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 ϕ controlling the hierarchies,

Ye =

αeϕ̃4 Y1 αeϕ̃
4 Y3 αeϕ̃

4 Y2
βeϕ̃

2Y2 βeϕ̃
2Y1 βeϕ̃

2Y3
γeϕ̃Y3 γeϕ̃Y2 γeϕ̃Y1

 , ϕ̃ ≡ ⟨ϕ⟩
Λ

, (7.10)

where ⟨ϕ⟩ denote the VEV of the weighton ϕ and Λ 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 term23

Wdriv = χ

(
Y

(4)
1

ϕ4

M2
fl

−M2

)
, (7.11)

where χ is an A4 singlet driving superfield with zero modular weight, while M is a free
dimensionful mass scale. The F-flatness condition Fχ = ∂Wdriv

∂χ = 0 applied to Eq. (7.11)

then drives a weighton vev, ⟨ϕ⟩ = (M2M2
fl/Y

(4)
1 )1/4. In the limit τ → i∞, the above

Yukawa coupling matrix Ye is diagonal and the charged lepton mass ratios are

me : mµ : mτ = αeϕ̃
4 : βeϕ̃

2 : γeϕ̃ . (7.12)

It is remarkable that the electron, muon and tau masses are suppressed by ϕ̃4, ϕ̃2 and ϕ̃

respectively. Assuming order one coefficients αe, βe, γe ∼ O(1), the charged lepton mass
hierarchies can be naturally produced for the small parameter ϕ̃ ≈ 1/15. Furthermore, there
will be additional terms corresponding to higher weight modular forms, Y (4)

3 , compensated
by extra powers of weighton fields ϕ, which will give corrections to the charged lepton
superpotential [239],

∆We = α′
e

(
ϕ

Λ

)6

ec(LY
(4)
3 )1Hd + β′eµ

c

(
ϕ

Λ

)4

(LY
(4)
3 )1′Hd + γ′eτ

c

(
ϕ

Λ

)3

(LY
(4)
3 )1′′Hd ,

(7.13)
which are suppressed by ϕ̃2 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,Z) only has three independent fixed
points τS = i, τST = e2πi/3 = ω and τT = i∞ which are left invariant under the action of S,
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 Y1,2,3(τ) in Eq. (4.34) in the basis of Eq. (4.32) have
the following alignments at fixed points:

(Y1, Y2, Y3)
∣∣∣
τ=i∞

= (1, 0, 0) ,

23A U(1)R symmetry in necessary in the driving field mechanism, the driving superfield χ carry two unit
R charges, the weighton ϕ and Higgs superfields have R = 0 and the matter superfields have R = 1.
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(Y1, Y2, Y3)
∣∣∣
τ=i

= Y1(i)
(
1, 1−

√
3,−2 +

√
3
)
,

(Y1, Y2, Y3)
∣∣∣
τ=ω

= Y1(ω)
(
1, ω,−ω2/2

)
, (7.14)

with Y1(i) ≃ 1.023 and Y1(ω) ≃ 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 τ 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 τ 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

Lm = ψciMij(τ)ψj . (7.15)

The matter superfields ψ(c)
i can be arranged into a column vector ψ(c) transforming under

the finite modular symmetry

ψ
γ−→ (cτ + d)−kρ(γ)ψ , ψc

γ−→ (cτ + d)−k
c
ρc(γ)ψc , (7.16)

where ρ(γ) and ρc(γ) are representations of the finite modular group ΓN or Γ′
N . Hence each

entry M(τ)ij is a modular form of level N and weight K ≡ k+ kc, and modular invariance
requires the mass matrix M(τ) to transform as

M(τ)
γ−→ M(γτ) = (cτ + d)Kρc(γ)∗M(τ)ρ(γ)† . (7.17)

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

• τ → i∞
In modular symmetry models with τ in the vicinity of i∞, it is convenient to choose the
T -diagonal basis ρ(c)(T ) = diag(ρ(c)i ). The multiplication rule TN = 1 in Eq. (3.10,
3.12) implies generally (ρciρj)

∗ = ζpij with ζ = e2πi/N and 0 ≤ pij < N . Then
Eq. (7.17) implies that the entries Mij can be expanded as [245]:

Mij(τ) = a0 q
pij
N + a1 q

pij+N
N + a2 q

pij+2N + . . . , qN ≡ exp (2πiτ/N) qN = e2πiτ/N

(7.18)
in the vicinity of i∞. Hence Mij is of order O(ϵpij ) with ϵ = |qN | = e−2πIm(τ)/N .

• τ → ω

For the analysis of models where τ is in the vicinity of τST = ω, it is convenient
to switch to the basis where the product ST is represented by a diagonal matrix,
i.e., ρ(c)(ST ) = diag(ρ(c)i ), where the diagonal elements are power of ω because of

24For Majorana fermions, ψ and ψc are identical and this implies kc = k and ρc = ρ.
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(ST )3 = 1. Depending on the transformation matrices ρ(c)(ST ) and the modular
weights k and kc, it turns out that the entries Mij ∼ O(ϵlij ) for ωKρciρj = ωlij with
lij = 0, 1, 2, where ϵ =

∣∣∣ τ−ωτ−ω2

∣∣∣ [245].

• τ → i

In this case, it is convenient to switch to the basis where the modular generator S
is represented by a diagonal matrix with ρ(c)(S) = diag(ρ(c)i ), where the diagonal
elements are powers of i because of S4 = 1. It is found that the entries Mij ∼ O(ϵnij )

for iKρciρj = (−1)nij with nij = 0, 1, where ϵ =
∣∣∣ τ−iτ+i

∣∣∣ [245].

In short, each entry Mij the fermion mass matrix is of order O(ϵl), where ϵ param-
eterises the deviation of τ from the fixed points, and the power l can be extracted from
products of factors which correspond to representations of the residual symmetry group.
It is notable that the value of l 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 Γ′

N 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 τ 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 τ from the fixed point can generate hierarchical charged-lepton masses together
with the viable lepton mixing [245, 249],

(i) L⇝ 1⊕ 1⊕ 1, Ec ⇝ 1⊕ r, where 1 is some real singlet of the flavour symmetry, and
r is some (possibly reducible) representation such that r ̸⊃ 1;

(ii) L ⇝ 1 ⊕ 1 ⊕ 1∗, Ec ⇝ 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 r ̸⊃ 1,1∗;

(iii) all charged-lepton masses vanish in the symmetric limit, i.e. the corresponding hierar-
chical pattern involves only positive powers of ϵ, e.g. (ϵ, ϵ2, ϵ3). 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 Γ′
N (or ΓN ) Mass ratios Modulus τ Viable r⊗ rc

2 S3 (1, ϵ, ϵ2) τ ≃ ω [2⊕ 1(′)]⊗ [1⊕ 1(′) ⊕ 1′]

3 Γ′
3 = T ′ ( or A4) (1, ϵ, ϵ2)

τ ≃ ω [1a ⊕ 1a ⊕ 1′
a]⊗ [1b ⊕ 1b ⊕ 1′′

b ]

τ ≃ i∞
[1a ⊕ 1a ⊕ 1′

a]⊗ [1b ⊕ 1b ⊕ 1′′
b ]

with 1a ̸= (1b)
∗

4 S′
4 ( or S4)

(1, ϵ, ϵ2) τ ≃ ω
[3a, or 2⊕ 1(′), or 2̂⊕ 1̂(′)]

⊗[1b ⊕ 1b ⊕ 1′
b]

(1, ϵ, ϵ3) τ ≃ i∞

3 ⊗ [2⊕ 1, or 1⊕ 1⊕ 1′],

3′ ⊗ [2⊕ 1′, or 1⊕ 1′ ⊕ 1′],

3̂′ ⊗ [2̂⊕ 1̂, or 1̂⊕ 1̂⊕ 1̂′],

3̂ ⊗ [2̂⊕ 1̂′, or 1̂⊕ 1̂′ ⊕ 1̂′]

5 A′
5 ( or A5) (1, ϵ, ϵ4) τ ≃ i∞ 3⊗ 3′

Table 11. Hierarchical mass patterns which can be realized in the vicinity of symmetric
points [245]. These patterns are unaffected by the exchange r ↔ rc and may only be viable
for certain weights, where r and rc are representation of ψ and ψc respectively. Subscripts run
over irreps of a certain dimension, and 1′′′

a = 1a for N = 3, while 1′′
a = 1a for N = 4. Primes in

parenthesis are uncorrelated. Notice the representations without a hat have a direct correspondence
with ΓN representations, while the hatted representations are specific to Γ′

N .

Motivated by the model independent and universal behaviors around the modular fixed
points, a concrete model with the S′

4 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

L1, L2 ∼ (1̂, 2), L3 ∼ (1̂′, 2), Ec ∼ (3̂, 4), N c ∼ (3′, 1) , (7.19)

where the first numbers in the parenthesis denote the transformations under S′
4 and the

second numbers are the modular weights. The corresponding superpotential for lepton mass
reads [245]:

W =
[
α1

(
Y

(4,6)
3′,1 EcL1

)
1
+ α2

(
Y

(4,6)
3′,2 EcL1

)
1

+ α3

(
Y

(4,6)
3′,1 EcL2

)
1
+ α4

(
Y

(4,6)
3′,2 EcL2

)
1
+ α5

(
Y

(4,6)
3 EcL3

)
1

]
Hd

+
[
g1

(
Y

(4,3)

3̂
N cL1

)
1
+ g2

(
Y

(4,3)

3̂
N cL2

)
1
+ g3

(
Y

(4,3)

3̂′ N cL3

)
1

]
Hu

+ Λ
(
Y

(4,2)
2 (N c)2

)
1
.

(7.20)

Since L1 and L2 are indistinguishable, one of the constants αi, with i = 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 α2 = 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 Re τ and Im τ . The best fit value of the modulus is found to be τ ≃
−0.496+0.877i which is close to the fixed point ω, the charged lepton mass hierarchies are
produced without fine-tuning [245], and the leptonic Dirac CP violation phase is predicted
to be around π. 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]:

Mu =

 0 Au 0

A∗
u 0 Bu
0 B∗

u Cu

 , Md =

 0 Ad 0

A∗
d 0 Bd
0 B∗

d Cd

 . (7.21)

It relates the Cabibbo angle θC to the ratio between the down and strange quark masses
via

tan θC ≈
√
md

ms
, (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 3σ level [259–262],

A1 :

0 0 ×
0 × ×
× × ×

 , A2 :

0 × 0

× × ×
0 × ×

 , B1 :

× × 0

× 0 ×
0 × ×

 , B2 :

× 0 ×
0 × ×
× × 0

 ,

B3 :

× 0 ×
0 0 ×
× × ×

 , B4 :

× × 0

× × ×
0 × 0

 , C :

× × ×
× 0 ×
× × 0

 , (7.23)

where × 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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C(1)
1 :

 0 × ×
× × ×
× × ×


C(1)
2 :

 0 × ×
× 0 ×
× × ×

 , C(2)
2 :

× × ×
× × ×
0 0 ×

 , C(3)
2 :

× × 0

× × 0

× × ×


C(1)
3 :

× × 0

× × ×
0 0 ×

 , C(2)
3 :

× 0 ×
× 0 ×
0 × ×

 , C(3)
3 :

 0 × ×
× 0 ×
× × 0


C(1)
4 :

× × 0

× × 0

0 0 ×

 , C(2)
4 :

 0 × 0

× 0 0

× × ×

 , C(3)
4 :

 0 × ×
× 0 ×
0 0 ×


C(1)
6 :

 0 × 0

× 0 0

0 0 ×


Table 12. Texture-zero classification for the (rank-3) charged fermions mass matrices which can
be realised from T ′ modular symmetry, up to row and column permutations. In the notation of
Grimus et al [266], C(1)

3 = 3
(l)
1 , C(2)

3 = 3
(l)
2 , C(3)

3 = 3
(l)
3 , C(1)

4 = 4
(l)
4 , C(2)

4 = 4
(l)
1 , C(3)

4 = 4
(l)
2 , C(1)

6 = 6
(l)
1 .

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 Γ′

N (or ΓN ) are absent at lower weights. In
addition, the even weight modular forms at level N are in the irreducible representations of
ΓN [143] while the odd weight modular forms are in the irreducible representations specific
to Γ′

N [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 T ′ modular symmetry [270, 271].
The possible texture zero patterns of the charged fermions mass matrices and neutrino mass
matrix in the T ′ 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 A4 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 τ 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 τ = ω in
the A4 modular flavor symmetry by taking account multi-Higgs fields [273].
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W(1)
1 :

× × ×
× × ×
× × 0

 , W(2)
1 :

× 0 ×
0 × ×
× × ×


W(1)

2 :

 0 × ×
× 0 ×
× × ×

 , W(2)
2 :

× × 0

× × 0

0 0 ×


W(1)

3 :

 0 0 ×
0 0 ×
× × ×

 , W(2)
3 :

× × 0

× × 0

0 0 0


W(1)

4 :

 0 0 ×
0 0 ×
× × 0

 , W(2)
4 :

 0 × 0

× × 0

0 0 0

 , W(3)
4

× 0 0

0 × 0

0 0 0

 , W(4)
4 :

× 0 0

0 0 ×
0 × 0


W(1)

5 :

 0 × 0

× 0 0

0 0 0


Table 13. Texture-zero patterns for the Majorana neutrino mass matrix Mν which can be realised
by T ′ modular symmetry, up to row and column permutations. Notice that only W(1)

1 , W(2)
2 ,

W(1)
3 , W(2)

3 , W(1)
4 and W(4)

4 can be obtained if neutrino masses are described by the Weinberg
operator. On the other hand, all the above textures except W(4)

4 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′

4 with a single
modulus field. Finally we discuss a model of leptons based on three S4 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 φ which transform in representations ρφ of a finite modular
group ΓN (or Γ′

N ) and carry certain modular weights kφ. When considering a particular
model, one has to specify both ρφ and kφ of each matter field25, 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.

25The representation ρφ and weight kφ 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 τ . 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 ΓN or Γ′

N in or-
der to minimize the number of free parameters and the Kähler 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 τ 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].

ΓN/Γ
′
N leptons alone quarks alone leptons & quarks

N = 2 S3 [154, 291, 292] [293] —

N = 3
A4 [70, 143, 154, 200, 240, 272, 293–315] [250, 316–318] [155, 239, 319–322]
T ′ [147, 271, 323] — [270, 324]

N = 4
S4 [70, 161, 162, 210, 325–330] — [156]
S′
4 [178, 331] [332] [164, 333]

N = 5
A5 [157, 163, 327, 334] — —
A′

5 [285, 335–337] — [165]

N = 6
Γ6

∼= S3 ×A4 — [338] —
Γ′
6
∼= S3 × T ′ [158] — —

N = 7
Γ7 [159] — —
Γ′
7 — — —

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 c are assumed to be triplet of A4, and the
three right-handed charged leptons ec, µc and τ c are assigned to transform as A4 singlets
1, 1′′ and 1′ respectively. All the lepton fields carry one unit of modular weight, and the
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Higgs fields Hu,d are invariant under A4 with zero modular weight, i.e.

L ∼ (3, 1) , ec ∼ (1, 1) , µc ∼
(
1′′, 1

)
, τ c ∼

(
1′, 1

)
, N c ∼ (3, 1) , Hu,d ∼ (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:

We = αec(LY
(2)
3 )1Hd + βµc(LY

(2)
3 )1′Hd + γτ c(LY

(2)
3 )1′′Hd , (8.2)

where Y (2)
3 (τ) = (Y1, Y2, Y3)

T denotes the irreducible triplet of level-3 weight-2 modular
forms in Eq. (4.33). The couplings α, β and γ can be made real through redefinition of the
fields ec, µc, τ c. Using the contraction rules of two A4 triplets in Eq. (C.26), we can read
out the charged lepton mass matrix as follow,

Me =

αY1(τ) αY3(τ) αY2(τ)

βY2(τ) βY1(τ) βY3(τ)

γY3(τ) γY2(τ) γY1(τ)

 vd . (8.3)

The superpotential relevant to neutrino masses is:

Wν = g1((N
c L)3SY

(2)
3 )1Hu + g2((N

c L)3AY
(2)
3 )1Hu +

1

2
ΛL((N

cN c)3S
Y

(2)
3 )1 , (8.4)

where the phase of g1 can be absorbed into the left-handed lepton field L, while g2 is
complex. The Dirac neutrino mass matrix mD and heavy Majorana neutrino mass matrix
mN take the following form

MN =

2Y1(τ) − Y3(τ) − Y2(τ)

−Y3(τ) 2Y2(τ) − Y1(τ)

−Y2(τ) − Y1(τ) 2Y3(τ)

ΛL ,

MD =

 2g1Y1(τ) (−g1 + g2)Y3(τ) (−g1 − g2)Y2(τ)

(−g1 − g2)Y3(τ) 2g1Y2(τ) (−g1 + g2)Y1(τ)

(−g1 + g2)Y2(τ) (−g1 − g2)Y1(τ) 2g1Y3(τ)

 vu . (8.5)

The light neutrino mass matrix is Mν = −MT
DM

−1
N MD. Charged lepton masses can be

reproduced by adjusting the parameters α, β and γ, while neutrino masses and the lepton
mass matrix depend also on additional five parameters: one overall scale |g1|2v2u/ΛL, the
complex combination g2/g1 and the τ 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 ec, µc and
τ c have the same modular weight and they transform as different A4 singlets. In fact, we can
distinguish ec, µc and τ c through the combination of modular weights and representation
assignments under A4. If two or all of ec, µc and τ c are assigned to the same A4 singlet
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Goodness of fit against NuFit 5.2 values without SK atmospheric data

NO

χ2
min Re(τ) Im(τ) |g2/g1| arg(g2/g1)

|g1|2v2u
ΛL

(eV) αvd(MeV) β/α γ/α

1.921 0.049 2.264 1.109 1.899 0.049 0.360 210.767 3581.720

sin2 θ12 sin2 θ13 sin2 θ23 δCP /π α21/π α31/π m1(eV) m2(eV) m3(eV) |mββ |(eV)

0.303 0.0220 0.575 1.416 0.023 1.014 0.0985 0.0988 0.1105 0.0985

IO

χ2
min Re(τ) Im(τ) |g2/g1| arg(g2/g1)

|g1|2v2u
ΛL

(eV) αvd(MeV) β/α γ/α

1.129 0.498 1.141 0.968 0.022 0.028 68.517 16.527 4.826× 10−3

sin2 θ12 sin2 θ13 sin2 θ23 δCP /π α21/π α31/π m1(eV) m2(eV) m3(eV) |mββ |(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

NO

χ2
min Re(τ) Im(τ) |g2/g1| arg(g2/g1)

|g1|2v2u
ΛL

(eV) αvd(MeV) β/α γ/α

0.129 0.284 1.871 1.123 4.651 0.032 0.362 3544.019 209.654

sin2 θ12 sin2 θ13 sin2 θ23 δCP /π α21/π α31/π m1(eV) m2(eV) m3(eV) |mββ |(eV)

0.303 0.0222 0.445 1.298 1.944 0.933 0.0635 0.0641 0.0809 0.0629

IO

χ2
min Re(τ) Im(τ) |g2/g1| arg(g2/g1)

|g1|2v2u
ΛL

(eV) αvd(MeV) β/α γ/α

2.793 0.498 1.139 0.971 1.018 0.028 68.431 16.530 4.826× 10−3

sin2 θ12 sin2 θ13 sin2 θ23 δCP /π α21/π α31/π m1(eV) m2(eV) m3(eV) |mββ |(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
v5.2 without/with SK atmospheric data [82].

representation, they could be distinguished by different modular weights. The left-handed
lepton fields are assigned to be A4 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
much as possible. Then the superpotential for charged lepton masses can take the following
ten possible forms [240]:

• (ec, µc, τ c) ∼ (1,1,1), (kec + kL, kµc + kL, kτc + kL) = (2, 4, 6)

The modular invariant superpotential for charged lepton Yukawa couplings is given by

We = αec(LY
(2)
3 )1Hd + βµc(LY

(4)
3 )1Hd + γ1τ

c(LY
(6)
3I )1Hd + γ2τ

c(LY
(6)
3II)1Hd

= αec (L1Y1 + L2Y3 + L3Y2)Hd

+βµc
[
L1(Y

2
1 − Y2Y3) + L2(Y

2
2 − Y1Y3) + L3(Y

2
3 − Y1Y2)

]
Hd

+γ1τ
c
[
L1(Y

3
1 + 2Y1Y2Y3) + L2(Y

2
1 Y3 + 2Y 2

3 Y2) + L3(Y
2
1 Y2 + 2Y 2

2 Y3)
]
Hd

+γ2τ
c
[
L1(Y

3
3 + 2Y1Y2Y3) + L2(Y

2
3 Y2 + 2Y 2

2 Y1) + L3(Y
2
3 Y1 + 2Y 2

1 Y2)
]
Hd ,(8.6)

where Y (4)
3 and Y

(6)
3I , Y (6)

3II are weight 4 and weight 6 modular forms at level 3 respec-
tively, and they are given in Eqs. (4.36, 4.37).

• (ec, µc, τ c) ∼ (1′,1′,1′), (kec + kL, kµc + kL, kτc + kL) = (2, 4, 6)

We = αec(LY
(2)
3 )1′′Hd + βµc(LY

(4)
3 )1′′Hd + γ1τ

c(LY
(6)
3I )1′′Hd + γ2τ

c(LY
(6)
3II)1′′Hd

= αec(L1Y3 + L2Y2 + L3Y1)Hd

+βµc
[
L1(Y

2
2 − Y1Y3) + L2(Y

2
3 − Y1Y2) + L3(Y

2
1 − Y2Y3)

]
Hd
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+γ1τ
c
[
L1(Y

2
1 Y3 + 2Y 2

3 Y2) + L2(Y
2
1 Y2 + 2Y 2

2 Y3) + L3(Y
3
1 + 2Y1Y2Y3)

]
Hd

+γ2τ
c
[
L1(Y

2
3 Y2 + 2Y 2

2 Y1) + L2(Y
2
3 Y1 + 2Y 2

1 Y2) + L3(Y
3
3 + 2Y1Y2Y3)

]
Hd . (8.7)

• (ec, µc, τ c) ∼ (1′′,1′′,1′′), (kec + kL, kµc + kL, kτc + kL) = (2, 4, 6)

We = αec(LY
(2)
3 )1′Hd + βµc(LY

(4)
3 )1′Hd + γ1τ

c(LY
(6)
3I )1′Hd + γ2τ

c(LY
(6)
3II)1′Hd

= αec(L1Y2 + L2Y1 + L3Y3)Hd

+βµc
[
L1(Y

2
3 − Y1Y2) + L2(Y

2
1 − Y2Y3) + L3(Y

2
2 − Y1Y3)

]
Hd

+γ1τ
c
[
L1(Y

2
1 Y2 + 2Y 2

2 Y3) + L2(Y
3
1 + 2Y1Y2Y3) + L3(Y

2
1 Y3 + 2Y 2

3 Y2)
]
Hd

+γ2τ
c
[
L1(Y

2
3 Y1 + 2Y 2

1 Y2) + L2(Y
3
3 + 2Y1Y2Y3) + L3(Y

2
3 Y2 + 2Y 2

2 Y1)
]
Hd . (8.8)

• (ec, µc, τ c) ∼ (1,1,1′), (kec + kL, kµc + kL, kτc + kL) = (2, 4, 2)

We = αec(LY
(2)
3 )1Hd + βµc(LY

(4)
3 )1Hd + γτ c(LY

(2)
3 )1′′Hd

= αec(L1Y1 + L2Y3 + L3Y2)Hd + βµc
[
L1(Y

2
1 − Y2Y3) + L2(Y

2
2 − Y1Y3)

+L3(Y
2
3 − Y1Y2)

]
Hd + γτ c(L1Y3 + L2Y2 + L3Y1)Hd . (8.9)

• (ec, µc, τ c) ∼ (1,1,1′′), (kec + kL, kµc + kL, kτc + kL) = (2, 4, 2)

We = αec(LY
(2)
3 )1Hd + βµc(LY

(4)
3 )1Hd + γτ c(LY

(2)
3 )1′Hd

= αec(L1Y1 + L2Y3 + L3Y2)Hd + βµc
[
L1(Y

2
1 − Y2Y3) + L2(Y

2
2 − Y1Y3)

+L3(Y
2
3 − Y1Y2)

]
Hd + γτ c(L1Y2 + L2Y1 + L3Y3)Hd . (8.10)

• (ec, µc, τ c) ∼ (1′,1′,1), (kec + kL, kµc + kL, kτc + kL) = (2, 4, 2)

We = αec(LY
(2)
3 )1′′Hd + βµc(LY

(4)
3 )1′′Hd + γτ c(LY

(2)
3 )1Hd

= αec(L1Y3 + L2Y2 + L3Y1)Hd + βµc
[
L1(Y

2
2 − Y1Y3) + L2(Y

2
3 − Y1Y2)

+L3(Y
2
1 − Y2Y3)

]
Hd + γτ c(L1Y1 + L2Y3 + L3Y2)Hd . (8.11)

• (ec, µc, τ c) ∼ (1′,1′,1′′), (kec + kL, kµc + kL, kτc + kL) = (2, 4, 2)

We = αec(LY
(2)
3 )1′′Hd + βµc(LY

(4)
3 )1′′Hd + γτ c(LY

(2)
3 )1′Hd

= αec(L1Y3 + L2Y2 + L3Y1)Hd + βµc
[
L1(Y

2
2 − Y1Y3) + L2(Y

2
3 − Y1Y2)

+L3(Y
2
1 − Y2Y3)

]
Hd + γτ c(L1Y2 + L2Y1 + L3Y3)Hd . (8.12)

• (ec, µc, τ c) ∼ (1′′,1′′,1), (kec + kL, kµc + kL, kτc + kL) = (2, 4, 2)

We = αec(LY
(2)
3 )1′Hd + βµc(LY

(4)
3 )1′Hd + γτ c(LY

(2)
3 )1Hd

= αec(L1Y2 + L2Y1 + L3Y3)Hd + βµc
[
L1(Y

2
3 − Y1Y2) + L2(Y

2
1 − Y2Y3)

+L3(Y
2
2 − Y1Y3)

]
Hd + γτ c(L1Y1 + L2Y3 + L3Y2)Hd . (8.13)
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• (ec, µc, τ c) ∼ (1′′,1′′,1′), (kec + kL, kµc + kL, kτc + kL) = (2, 4, 2)

We = αec(LY
(2)
3 )1′Hd + βµc(LY

(4)
3 )1′Hd + γτ c(LY

(2)
3 )1′′Hd

= αec(L1Y2 + L2Y1 + L3Y3)Hd + βµc
[
L1(Y

2
3 − Y1Y2) + L2(Y

2
1 − Y2Y3)

+L3(Y
2
2 − Y1Y3)

]
Hd + γτ c(L1Y3 + L2Y2 + L3Y1)Hd . (8.14)

• (ec, µc, τ c) ∼ (1,1′′,1′), (kec + kL, kµc + kL, kτc + kL) = (2, 2, 2)

We = αec(LY
(2)
3 )1Hd + βµc(LY

(2)
3 )1′Hd + γτ c(LY

(2)
3 )1′′Hd

= αec(L1Y1 + L2Y3 + L3Y2)Hd + βµc(L1Y2 + L2Y1 + L3Y3)Hd

+γτ c(L1Y3 + L2Y2 + L3Y1)Hd , (8.15)

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

If the right-handed neutrinos N c 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]:

• (kNc , kL) = (0, 2)

The neutrino superpotential invariant under the modular symmetry takes the following
form:

Wν = g1((N
c L)3SY

(2)
3 )1Hu + g2((N

cL)3AY
(2)
3 )1Hu + Λ(N cN c)1

= g1

[
(2N c

1 L1 −N c
2 L3 −N c

3 L2)Y1 + (2N c
3 L3 −N c

1 L2 −N c
2 L1)Y3

+(2N c
2L2 −N c

1L3 −N c
3L1)Y2

]
Hu + g2

[
(N c

2L3 −N c
3L2)Y1

+(N c
1L2 −N c

2L1)Y3 + (N c
3L1 −N c

1L3)Y2

]
Hu + Λ(N c

1N
c
1 + 2N c

2N
c
3) . (8.16)

• (kNc , kL) = (1, 1)

Wν = g1((N
c L)3SY

(2)
3 )1Hu + g2((N

c L)3AY
(2)
3 )1Hu + Λ((N cN c)3S

Y )1

= g1

[
(2N c

1L1 −N c
2L3 −N c

3L2)Y1 + (2N c
3L3 −N c

1L2 −N c
2L1)Y3

+(2N c
2L2 −N c

1L3 −N c
3L1)Y2

]
Hu + g2

[
(N c

2L3 −N c
3L2)Y1 + (N c

1L2 −N c
2L1)Y3

+(N c
3L1 −N c

1L3)Y2

]
Hu + 2Λ

[
(N c

1N
c
1 −N c

2N
c
3)Y1 + (N c

3N
c
3 −N c

1N
c
2)Y3

+(N c
2N

c
2 −N c

1N
c
3)Y2

]
. (8.17)

• (kNc , kL) = (1,−1)

Wν = g((N c L)1Hu + Λ((N cN c)3S Y
(2)
3 )1
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= g(N c
1 L1 +N c

2 L3 +N c
3 L2)Hu + 2Λ

[
(N c

1N
c
1 −N c

2N
c
3)Y1

+(N c
3N

c
3 −N c

1N
c
2)Y3 + (N c

2N
c
2 −N c

1N
c
3)Y2

]
. (8.18)

Combining the charged lepton sector with the neutrino sector, we have 30 simple A4

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 χ2 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.

(ρec , ρµc , ρτc) kL (kec , kµc , kτc) kNc NO (m1/meV) IO (m3/meV)

(1,1,1)
2 (0, 2, 4) 0 ✔ (5.58) ✔ (0.43)

1 (1, 3, 5) 1 ✔ (11.94) ✔ (25.46)

(1′,1′,1′)
2 (0, 2, 4) 0 ✔ (5.53) ✔ (1.53)

1 (1, 3, 5) 1 ✔ (2.38) ✔ (10.35)

(1′′,1′′,1′′)
2 (0, 2, 4) 0 ✔ (11.32) ✔ (3.99)

1 (1, 3, 5) 1 ✔ (3.02) ✔ (10.98)

(1,1,1′)
2 (0, 2, 0) 0 ✘ (−) ✔ (61.89)

1 (1, 3, 1) 1 ✘ (−) ✘ (−)

(1,1,1′′)
2 (0, 2, 0) 0 ✘ (−) ✔ (50.55)

1 (1, 3, 1) 1 ✔ (40.14) ✔ (25.37)

(1′,1′,1)
2 (0, 2, 0) 0 ✘ (−) ✔ (40.65)

1 (1, 3, 1) 1 ✔ (6.66) ✔ (25.36)

(1′,1′,1′′)
2 (0, 2, 0) 0 ✔ (42.26) ✔ (53.67)

1 (1, 3, 1) 1 ✔ (28.91) ✔ (10.17)

(1′′,1′′,1)
2 (0, 2, 0) 0 ✘ (−) ✔ (22.78)

1 (1, 3, 1) 1 ✔ (6.15) ✔ (40.45)

(1′′,1′′,1′)
2 (0, 2, 0) 0 ✔ (42.36) ✔ (44.84)

1 (1, 3, 1) 1 ✔ (78.76) ✘ (−)

(1,1′′,1′)
2 (0, 2, 0) 0 ✔ (42.39) ✔ (48.58)

1 (1, 3, 1) 1 ✔ (98.50) ✔ (40.54)

Table 16. Summary of A4 modular symmetry models for leptons. In the last two columns, we use
“✔” (“✘”) denote the models which are (not) compatible with the global fitting results of NuFIT
v5.2 without SK atmospheric data [82] at 3σ 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′
4 modular model for leptons

This model is based on the finite modular symmetry S′
4 [331], the group theory of S′

4

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
neutrinosN c = (N c

1 , N
c
2 , N

c
3)
T . In this model, both the left-handed lepton fields L and right-

handed neutrinos N c are assumed to transform as 3 under S′
4, the first two generations of

the right-handed charged leptons EcD = (Ec1, E
c
2)
T are assigned to a doublet 2̂ of S′

4, and
the third right-handed charged leptons Ec3 is a S′

4 singlet 1̂′. The representation and weight
assignments of the lepton fields are given by:

ρEc = 2̂⊕ 1̂′, ρL = 3, ρNc = 3, ρHu = ρHd = 1 ,

kEc1,2,3 = 4, kNc = 1, kL = −1, kHu = kHd = 0 . (8.19)

This model can be revised into a supergravity version by simply revising the modular
weights of matter fields as kEc1,2,3 = 9/2, kNc = 3/2, kL = −1/2 [331].

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

We = α
(
EcDLY

(3)

3̂′

)
1
Hd + β

(
EcDLY

(3)

3̂

)
1
Hd + γ

(
Ec3LY

(3)

3̂

)
1
Hd ,

Wν = g1 (N
cL)1Hu + Λ

(
(N cN c)2,sY

(2)
2

)
1
. (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 β 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′

4 group listed
in Appendix C.3, we find the lepton mass matrices are

Me =


2αY

(3)

3̂′,1
− αY

(3)

3̂′,3
+
√
3βY

(3)

3̂,2
− αY

(3)

3̂′,2
+
√
3βY

(3)

3̂,3

−2βY
(3)

3̂,1

√
3αY

(3)

3̂′,2
+ βY

(3)

3̂,3

√
3αY

(3)

3̂′,3
+ βY

(3)

3̂,2

γY
(3)

3̂,1
γY

(3)

3̂,3
γY

(3)

3̂,2

 vd ,

MD = g

1 0 0

0 0 1

0 1 0

 vu , MN = Λ

2Y
(2)
2,1 0 0

0
√
3Y

(2)
2,2 −Y (2)

2,1

0 −Y (2)
2,1

√
3Y

(2)
2,2

 , (8.21)

where vd = ⟨Hd⟩ and vu = ⟨Hu⟩ are VEVs of Higgs fields. Applying the famous seesaw
formula, we can obtain the light neutrino mass matrix as follow

Mν = −MT
DM

−1
N MD =

g2v2u
Λ


− 1

2Y
(2)
2,1

0 0

0

√
3 Y

(2)
2,2

Y
(2)2
2,1 −3Y

(2)2
2,2

Y
(2)
2,1

Y
(2)2
2,1 −3Y

(2)2
2,2

0
Y

(2)
2,1

Y
(2)2
2,1 −3Y

(2)2
2,2

√
3 Y

(2)
2,2

Y
(2)2
2,1 −3Y

(2)2
2,2

 , (8.22)
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which contributes to the atmospheric mixing angle. It is remarkable that the light neutrino
masses are fixed by the modulus τ up to an overall scale g2v2u/Λ,

m1 =
1

|2Y (2)
2,1 |

g2v2u
Λ

, m2 =
1

|Y (2)
2,1 −

√
3Y

(2)
2,2 |

g2v2u
Λ

, m3 =
1

|Y (2)
2,1 +

√
3Y

(2)
2,2 |

g2v2u
Λ

. (8.23)

In this model, the lepton mass matrices as well as flavor observables only depend on four
constants α, β, γ, g2/Λ plus the complex modulus τ . 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 be26

⟨τ⟩ = −0.193773 + 1.08321i , β/α = 1.73048 , γ/α = 0.27031 ,

αvd = 244.621 MeV , g2v2u/Λ = 29.0744 meV ,
(8.24)

where αvd and g2v2u/Λ are fixed by the measured values of the electron mass and the solar
mass squared splitting ∆m2

21 respectively [82]. At this best fit point, the lepton masses and
flavor mixing parameters are given by

sin2 θ12 = 0.328920 , sin2 θ13 = 0.0218499 , sin2 θ23 = 0.506956 , δCP = 1.34256π ,

α21 = 1.32868π , α31 = 0.544383π , me/mµ = 0.00472633, mµ/mτ = 0.0587566 ,

m1 = 14.4007 meV , m2 = 16.7803 meV , m3 = 51.7755 meV ,

mβ = 16.8907 meV , mββ = 9.25333 meV , (8.25)

which are within the 3σ 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 × 1016 GeV, where MSUSY = 1 TeV , tanβ = 5

is taken as a benchmark [339]. Here mβ is the effective neutrino mass probed by direct
kinematic search in tritium beta decay and mββ is the effective mass in neutrinoless double
beta decay. Our predictions for these two effective neutrino masses are far below the present
experimental bounds mβ < 0.8 eV from KATRIN [340] and mββ ≤ (36 − 156) meV from
KamLAND-Zen [341] at 90% confidence level. Moreover, the neutrino mass sum is predicted
to be m1 +m2 +m3 = 82.9565 meV which is compatible with the upper limit of Planck∑

imi < 120 meV [342].
It is notable that the light neutrino masses only depend on the complex modulus τ up

to the overall scale g2v2u/Λ. Therefore the experimental data of ∆m2
21/∆m

2
31 can efficiently

constrain the range of ⟨τ⟩, where ∆m2
21 ≡ m2

2−m2
1 and ∆m2

31 ≡ m2
3−m2

1 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 θ13 and

26The determinant of the charged lepton mass matrix is

det[Me(τ)] = −96
√
6v3dγ(β

2 − 3α2)η18(τ) .

Consequently the small electron mass can be naturally reproduced for β ≈ ±
√
3α. This is the reason why

the best fit value β/α = 1.73048 which is quite close to
√
3.
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Figure 10. The region of modulus τ compatible with experimental data, where the gray line is
the boundary of the fundamental domain. The blue region represents the feasible range of ⟨τ⟩
compatible with the data ∆m2

21/∆m
2
31 of the neutrino mass squared difference [82]. The orange

area denotes the viable region of ⟨τ⟩ limited only by the measured values of the charged lepton
mass ratios and the reactor mixing angle θ13 [82, 339].

the charged lepton mass ratios me/mµ, mµ/mτ , the modulus VEV ⟨τ⟩ would be limited in
two small regions around −0.19 + 1.08i and 0.19 + 1.08i.

Furthermore, we explore the parameter space of this minimal model. Requiring the
three charged lepton masses me,µ,τ , the three lepton mixing angles θ12, θ13, θ23 and the
neutrino squared mass splittings ∆m2

21 and ∆m2
31 to lie in the experimentally allowed 3σ

regions [82], the correlations between the free parameters and flavor observables are shown
in figure 11. We see that the atmospheric neutrino mixing angle sin2 θ23 is predicted to lie in
the range of [0.504, 0.510] which is in the second octant, the Dirac CP violation phase δCP
is in the narrow interval [1.316π, 1.364π]. These predictions for θ23 and δCP could be tested
in future long baseline neutrino experiments DUNE [343] and T2HK [344]. Moreover, the
neutrino mixing angles sin2 θ12 and sin2 θ13 also show a certain correlation, this feature is
expected to be tested at JUNO [345] which can measure the solar angle θ12 with sub-percent
precision. Moreover, the Majorana CP violation phases are also found to lie in quite narrow
regions α21 ∈ [1.309π, 1.352π] and α31 ∈ [0.510π, 0.576π]. Consequently we have a definite
prediction for the effective Majorana mass mββ in the interval [8.543 meV, 10.010 meV]

which is within the sensitivity of future ton-scale neutrinoless double beta decay experi-
ments.
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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, ∆m2

21, ∆m2
31 and all the three lepton mixing angles at 3σ level [82]. In

the top-right panel, the red dashed lines are the 3σ bounds of the mixing angles. In the bottom right
panel for mββ , 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 3σ ranges. Moreover, the vertical grey exclusion band stands for the most radical
upper bound

∑
imi < 0.12 eV from Planck [342]. The horizontal grey band represents the present

upper limit mββ ≤ (36− 156) meV from KamLAND-Zen [341].

8.4 Extension of S′
4 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 S′

4 modular symmetry model which can explain the flavor structure of quarks and
leptons simultaneously for a common value of modulus τ , and this model involves only 15
real free parameters including the real and imaginary parts of the modulus τ [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 c are assigned to two triplets 3 of S′

4, while the right-handed charged leptons
Ec1, Ec2 and Ec3 transform as 1, 1 and 1̂′ respectively. The modular weights of lepton fields
are chosen as kNc = 0, kL = 2, kEc1 = 2, kEc2 = 0 and kEc3 = 1. Then the modular invariant
superpotential for lepton masses is given by

We = αe(E
c
1LY

(4)
3 )1Hd + βe(E

c
2LY

(2)
3 )1Hd + γe(E

c
3LY

(3)

3̂
)1Hd ,

Wν = g1(N
cLY

(2)
2 )1Hu + g2(N

cLY
(2)
3 )1Hu + Λ(N cN c)1 , (8.26)

from which we can read out the lepton mass matrices as follows,

Me =


αeY

(4)
3,1 αeY

(4)
3,3 αeY

(4)
3,2

βeY
(2)
3,1 βeY

(2)
3,3 βeY

(2)
3,2

γeY
(3)

3̂,1
γeY

(3)

3̂,3
γeY

(3)

3̂,2

 vd , MN =

1 0 0

0 0 1

0 1 0

Λ ,

MD =

2g1Y
(2)
2,1 g2Y

(2)
3,3 −g2Y (2)

3,2

−g2Y (2)
3,3

√
3 g1Y

(2)
2,2 −g1Y (2)

2,1 + g2Y
(2)
3,1

g2Y
(2)
3,2 −g1Y (2)

2,1 − g2Y
(2)
3,1

√
3 g1Y

(2)
2,2

 vu . (8.27)

The phases of αe, βe, γe, g1 and Λ can be absorbed by lepton fields, and the coupling g2
is complex (real) without (with) gCP. As regards the representation assignment of quark
fields, we assign the left-handed quarks Q to be triplet 3 of S′

4, uc, cc and tc transform as
1, 1 and 1̂′ respectively under S′

4, the down type quarks dc, sc, bc are S′
4 singlets 1′, 1̂, 1̂′

respectively. Although both uc and cc are invariant under S′
4, their modular weights are

different. The modular weights of quark fields are chosen to satisfy the relations kQ =

4−kuc = 6−kcc = 3−ktc = 4−kdc = 5−ksc = 5−kbc . We can read off the superpotential
of the quark sector as follows,

Wu = αu(u
cQY

(4)
3 )1Hu + βu(c

cQY
(6)
3I )1Hu + γu(c

cQY
(6)
3II)1Hu + δu(t

cQY
(3)

3̂
)1Hu ,

Wd = αd(d
cQY

(4)
3′ )1Hd + βd(s

cQY
(5)

3̂′I
)1Hd + γd(s

cQY
(5)

3̂′II
)1Hd + δd(b

cQY
(5)

3̂
)1Hd . (8.28)

Then the quark mass matrices are given by

Mu =


αuY

(4)
3,1 αuY

(4)
3,3 αuY

(4)
3,2

βuY
(6)
3I,1 + γuY

(6)
3II,1 βuY

(6)
3I,3 + γuY

(6)
3II,3 βuY

(6)
3I,2 + γuY

(6)
3II,2

δuY
(3)

3̂,1
δuY

(3)

3̂,3
δuY

(3)

3̂,2

 vu ,

Md =


αdY

(4)
3′,1 αdY

(4)
3′,3 αdY

(4)
3′,2

βdY
(5)

3̂′I,1
+ γdY

(5)

3̂′II,1
βdY

(5)

3̂′I,3
+ γdY

(5)

3̂′II,3
βdY

(5)

3̂′I,2
+ γdY

(5)

3̂′II,2

δdY
(5)

3̂,1
δdY

(5)

3̂,3
δdY

(5)

3̂,2

 vd . (8.29)

The parameters αu,d, βu,d and δu,d can be made real and positive by field redefinition while
γu and γd are complex. If the gCP symmetry is imposed on the model, all couplings are
constrained to be real, and γu and γd 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 τ common
to quark and lepton sectors,

⟨τ⟩ = −0.2111 + 1.5201i , (8.30)

which is mainly determined by the quark masses and CKM mixing parameters. Given
this value of τ , the charged lepton masses can be reproduced by adjusting αe, βe and γe,
only two real parameters g21v2u/Λ and g2/g1 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

βu/αu = 1711.9384 , γu/αu = 25512.4486 , δu/αu = 90.5459 ,

αuvu = 2.9637× 10−3 GeV , βd/αd = 234.6646 , γd/αd = 235.3665 ,

δd/αd = 4.0687 , αdvd = 4.5279× 10−3 GeV , βe/αe = 1.8514× 10−3 ,

γe/αe = 0.0622 , g2/g1 = −1.3682 , αevd = 1.2485 GeV , g21v
2
u/Λ = 8.1856 meV . (8.31)

The masses and mixing parameters of quarks and leptons are predicted to be

θq12 = 0.22751 , θq13 = 0.003379 , θq23 = 0.038885 , δqCP = 75.5572◦ ,

mu/mc = 0.001908 , mc/mt = 0.002724 , md/ms = 0.050120 , ms/mb = 0.017707 ,

sin2 θl12 = 0.35020 , sin2 θl13 = 0.02179 , sin2 θl23 = 0.56443 ,

δlCP = 266.3662◦ , α21 = 1.1476π , α31 = 0.1515π ,

m1 = 3.5234 meV , m2 = 9.3013 meV , m3 = 50.0901 meV ,∑
i

mi = 62.9149 meV , |mββ | = 2.5405 meV . (8.32)

All the observables are in the experimentally preferred regions except that the solar mixing
angle θl12 is slightly larger than its 3σ upper bound. The sum of neutrino masses is deter-
mined to be 62.9149 meV, this is compatible with the latest bound

∑
imi < 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 2O 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 S3
4 symmetry and three moduli

As explained in section 3.3 and summarized in table 3, there are only three modular sym-
metry fixed points τ0 = i, e2πi/3 and i∞ in the fundamental domain, which are invariant

27As shown in table 7, the binary octahedral group 2O belong to the general finite modular group and
its group ID is [48, 28]. The group 2O is the Schur cover of S4 of “−” type but distinct from S′

4.
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under the action of γ0 = S, ST and T respectively. At the fixed point τ0 fulfilling γ0τ0 = τ0
in Eq. (3.15), using Eq. (4.13) and setting γ = γ0 and τ = τ0, we find that the weight k
modular multiplet Y (k)

r (τ) fulfills the following relation,

ρr(γ0)Y
(k)
r (τ0) = J−k(γ0, τ0)Y

(k)
r (τ0) , (8.33)

where J(γ, τ) = cτ + d is the automorphy factor defined in Eq. (4.4). One can straightfor-
wardly obtain

J(γ0, τ0) =


−i , γ0 = S, τ0 = i

ω2 , γ0 = ST, τ0 = ω

1 , γ0 = T, τ0 = i∞
. (8.34)

Hence the modular multiplets Y (k)
r (τ0) at the fixed point τ0 is actually the eigenvector of the

representation matrix ρr(γ0) with eigenvalue J−k(γ0, τ0). As a consequence, the alignment
of Y (k)

r (τ0) can be easily fixed once the presentation basis is fixed.
Moreover, there are infinite fixed points in the upper half plane with τf = γ′τ0, γf =

γ′γ0γ
′−1 satisfying γfτf = τf for any element γ′ ∈ Γ, as shown in Eq. (3.19). The value of

the modular form at the fixed point γf satisfies28

Y
(k)
r (τf ) = Y

(k)
r (γ′τ0) = Jk(γ′, τ0)ρr(γ

′)Y
(k)
r (τ0) . (8.35)

Therefore the alignment of the modular multiplet Y (k)
r (τf ) is proportional to ρr(γ′)Y

(k)
r (τ0).

If γ′ ∈ Γ(N), then ρr(γ′) = 1 so that we have only a finite number of independent directions
of Y k)

r (τf ) although there are infinite numbers of fixed points τf . It is sufficient to only
consider these fixed points τf with γ′ ∈ ΓN (Γ

′
N ). 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 SA4 ×SB4 ×SC4 [72]. In the following,
we adopt the S4 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 points29,

τA = i+ 2 : Y
(4)
3 (τA) = (0, 1,−1) ,

τB = i : Y
(2)
3 (τB) = (1, 1 +

√
6, 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 S4 at τC = ω:

τC = ω : Y
(2)
3 (τC) = (0, 1, 0), Y

(4)
3 (τC) = (0, 0, 1), Y

(6)
3,II(τC) = (1, 0, 0) . (8.37)

28After some algebra calculation, we can check that the modular multiplet Y (k)
r (τf ) also fulfills the

following property

ρr(γf )Y
(k)
r (τf ) = J−k(γ0, τ0)Y

(k)
r (τf ) .

29The second column could also chosen as τB = 8+i
5

, Y (2)
3 (τB) = (1, 1−

√
6, 1 +

√
6).
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τ Y
(2)
3 (τ), Y (6)

3,I (τ) Y
(4)
3 (τ), Y (6)

3′ (τ) Y
(4)
3′ (τ), Y (6)

3,II(τ)

i (1, 1 +
√
6, 1−

√
6) (1,−1

2 ,−1
2) (1, 1−

√
3
2 , 1 +

√
3
2)

i+ 1 (1,−ω
3 (1 + i

√
2),−ω2

3 (1 + i
√
2)) (0, 1,−ω) (1, iω√

2
, iω

2
√
2
)

i+ 2 (1, 13(−1 + i
√
2), 13(−1 + i

√
2)) (0, 1,−1) (1,− i√

2
,− i√

2
)

i+ 3 (1, ω(1 +
√
6), ω(1−

√
6)) (1,−ω

2 ,−ω2

2 ) (1, ω(1−
√

3
2), ω

2(1 +
√

3
2))

τ Y
(2)
3 (τ) Y

(4)
3 (τ),Y (4)

3′ (τ) Y
(6)
3,II(τ),Y

(6)
3′ (τ) Y

(6)
3,I (τ)

ω (0, 1, 0) (0, 0, 1) (1, 0, 0)

(0, 0, 0)

ω + 1 (1, 1,−1
2) (1,−1

2 , 1) (1,−2,−2)

ω + 2 (1,−ω2

2 , ω) (1, ω2,−ω
2 ) (1,−2ω2,−2ω)

ω + 3 (1, ω,−ω2

2 ) (1,−ω
2 , ω

2) (1,−2ω,−2ω2)

ρ/
√
3 (1,−ω

2 , ω
2) (1, ω,−ω2

2 ) (1,−2ω,−2ω2)

ρ/
√
3 + 1 (0, 0, 1) (0, 1, 0) (1, 0, 0)

ρ/
√
3 + 2 (1,−1

2 , 1) (1, 1,−1
2) (1,−2,−2)

ρ/
√
3 + 3 (1, ω2,−ω

2 ) (1,−ω2

2 , ω) (1,−2ω2,−2ω)

Table 17. The alignments of triplet modular forms Y3,3′(τ) of level 4 up to weight 6 with the
available fixed moduli in orbifolds, where ρ = eiπ/6. We have ignored the overall constant appearing
in each alignment.

Notice that the above fixed points as well as the vacuum alignments in Eqs. (8.36, 8.37) are
preferred by orbifold constructions [73].

Fields SA4 SB4 SC4 kA kB kC

L 1 1 3 0 0 0
ec 1 1 1 0 0 −6

µc 1 1 1 0 0 −4

τ c 1 1 1 0 0 −2

N c
A 1 1 1 −4 0 0

N c
B 1 1 1 0 −2 0

ΦAC 3 1 3 0 0 0
ΦBC 1 3 3 0 0 0

Yuk/Mass SA4 SB4 SC4 kA kB kC

Ye(τC) 1 1 3 0 0 6

Yµ(τC) 1 1 3 0 0 4

Yτ (τC) 1 1 3 0 0 2

YA(τA) 3 1 1 4 0 0
YB(τB) 1 3 1 0 2 0
MA(τA) 1 1 1 8 0 0
MB(τB) 1 1 1 0 4 0

Table 18. Transformation properties of fields and modular forms (Yuk/Mass) under the modular
symmetries SA

4 × SB
4 × SC

4 in the Littlest modular seesaw model [72].

The transformation of the matter fields and the relevant modular forms under the finite
modular symmetry group SA4 ×SB4 ×SC4 are listed in table 18, and the SU(2) doublets Hu,d

are assumed to transform trivially under all flavour symmetries [72]. The superpotential in
the charged lepton and neutrino sectors is given by

Wℓ = [yeLYe(τC)e
c + yµLYµ(τC)µ

c + yτLYτ (τC)τ
c]Hd

+
1

Λ
[yaLΦACYA(τA)N

c
A + ysLΦBCYB(τB)N

c
B]Hu
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+
1

2
MA(τA)N

c
AN

c
A +

1

2
MB(τB)N

c
BN

c
B . (8.38)

Given the specific shapes of the modular forms in Eq. (8.37), we obtain a diagonal charged
lepton mass matrix for τC = ω:

Me =

ye 0 0

0 yµ 0

0 0 yτ

 vd . (8.39)

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, MA(τA) and MB(τB) are singlet modular forms in the
modular space SA4 , SB4 with weights kA = 8 and kB = 4, respectively. The term N c

AN
c
B

is forbidden by the symmetries, since it transforms non-trivially under both SA4 and under
SB4 and there are no one-dimensional modular forms of weight 2 at level 4. Thus the RH
neutrino mass matrix is diagonal with

MN =

(
MA(τA) 0

0 MB(τB)

)
. (8.40)

The neutrino Yukawa couplings involve the bi-triplets flavons ΦAC and ΦBC . As shown
in [210], the VEVs of ΦAC and ΦBC can take the following forms

⟨ΦAC⟩iα = vAC(P23)iα , ⟨ΦBC⟩mα = vBC(P23)mα . (8.41)

Here again, P23 represents the (2,3) row/column-switching transformation matrix, and α =

1, 2, 3 corresponds the entries of the triplet of SC4 , while i = 1, 2, 3 (m = 1, 2, 3) corresponds
to those of SA4 (SB4 ). The VEV in Eq. (8.41) breaks three modular S4’s to a single modular
S4 symmetry, and it can be achieved through the standard driving field method, see [210]
for details. Choosing the specific fixed points τA = i + 2, τB = i 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 is30:

MD =

 0 b

a b
(
1−

√
6
)

−a b
(
1 +

√
6
)
 vu , (8.42)

with a = −yavAC/Λ, b = ysvBC/Λ. The light neutrino mass matrix given by the type-I
seesaw mechanism is determined to be

Mν = ma

 0 0 0

0 1 −1

0 −1 1

+mse
iη

 1 1−
√
6 1 +

√
6

1−
√
6 7− 2

√
6 −5

1 +
√
6 −5 7 + 2

√
6

 , (8.43)

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 τB = (8 + i)/5, and the corresponding value of n is
n = 1 +

√
6 ≃ 3.45.
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where ma = |a|2v2u/MA, mb = |b|2v2u/MB and η 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
ma, ms and η are involved in the neutrino mass matrix. One can check that the column
vector (2,−1,−1)T is an eigenvector of mν 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

UPMNS =


√

2
3 − −

− 1√
6

− −
− 1√

6
− −

 , (8.44)

where the first column is in common with the tri-bimaximal mixing pattern. As a conse-
quence, the following sum rules arise,

3 cos2 θ12 cos
2 θ13 = 2, cos δCP = − cot 2θ23(1− 5 sin2 θ13)

2 sin θ13
√
2− 6 sin2 θ13

. (8.45)

The model is quite predictive and the light neutrino mass matrix in Eq. (8.43) only depends
on three real parameters ma, ms and η. We plot the contour plots of sin2 θ13, sin2 θ12,
sin2 θ23 and m2

2/m
2
3 in the plane r versus η/π in figure 12 where r = ms/ma. We see

that the experimental data of sin2 θ23 and m2
2/m

2
3 leave only two small allowed parameter

regions in the plane r − η. 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 δCP [82]. Once we have the
values of r and η, 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 3σ 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) × SU(2) × 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 sin2 θ12, sin2 θ13, sin2 θ23 and m2
2/m

2
3 in the η/π − r plane for

the modular Littlest seesaw (left) and the flipped version (right) with n = 1 +
√
6. The cyan, red,

green and blue areas denote the 3σ regions of sin2 θ23, sin2 θ13 and m2
2/m

2
3 respectively. The solid

lines denote the 3σ upper bounds, the thin lines denote the 3σ 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
η/π 1.240 [1.197, 1.276] η/π 0.742 [0.725, 0.806]

r 0.0734 [0.0684, 0.0786] r 0.0758 [0.0683, 0.0786]

sin2 θ13 0.0223 [0.0205, 0.0240] sin2 θ13 0.0231 [0.0205, 0.0240]

sin2 θ12 0.318 [0.317, 0.319] sin2 θ12 0.318 [0.317, 0.319]

sin2 θ23 0.447 [0.408, 0.483] sin2 θ23 0.535 [0.517, 0.595]

δCP /π −0.575 [−0.640,−0.522] δCP /π −0.452 [−0.478,−0.354]

β/π 0.474 [0.408, 0.555] β/π −0.441 [−0.562,−0.409]

m2
2/m

2
3 0.0297 [0.0270, 0.0321] m2

2/m
2
3 0.0283 [0.0270, 0.0321]

Table 19. The best fit values and the allowed region of the free parameters η and r as well as
lepton mixing parameters, where all the lepton mixing angles and neutrino mass squared differences
are required to lie in 3σ 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 MD 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
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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)F × U(1)X .

Level ΓN (Γ′
N ) SU(5) SU(5)F × U(1)X SO(10)

N = 2 S3 [348, 349] — —

N = 3
A4 [350, 351] [352, 353] [354, 355]
T ′ — — —

N = 4
S4 [71, 347, 356, 357] — —
S′
4 — — —

N = 5
A5 — — —
A′

5 — — —

N = 6
Γ6

∼= S3 ×A4 — — —
Γ′
6
∼= S3 × T ′ [358] — —

N = 7
Γ7 — — —
Γ′
7 — — —

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 1015 ∼ 1016 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 :

F =


dcr
dcg
dcb
e

−ν

 , T =
1√
2


0 ucb −ucg −ur −dr

−ucb 0 ucr −ug −dg
ucg −ucr 0 −ub −db
ur ug ub 0 ec

dr dg db −ec 0

 , (9.1)

where the superscript c denotes the charge conjugated fields. The neutrinos are massless
in the minimal SU(5) GUT, we introduce the right-handed neutrinos νc to generate light
neutrino masses through the type-I seesaw mechanism. Note that νc are SU(5) singlets.
The SU(5) gauge symmetry is spontaneously broken down to the SM gauge group SU(3)C×
SU(2)×U(1)Y by the VEV of the Higgs H24 in the adjoint representation of SU(5). In the
minimal SU(5) model, two Higgs multiplets H5 and H5 in the fundamental representation
5 and antifundamental representation 5 of SU(5) further break the SM gauge symmetry
into SU(3)C × U(1)EM. 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 multipletH45 [360]. The corresponding contributions
to the charged lepton and down quark mass matrices are different by factor of −3. If some
modular flavor symmetry ΓN or Γ′

N 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 = νcνcfM (Y ) + νcFH5fN (Y ) + FTH5fD(Y ) + FTH45f
′
D(Y ) + TTH5fU (Y ) , (9.2)

where fM (Y ), fN (Y ), fD(Y ), f ′D(Y ) and fU (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], S4 [71, 356, 357] and Γ′

6
∼= S3 × 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 = 10S ⊕ 120A ⊕ 126S , (9.3)
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Figure 14. The predictions for the Dirac CP phase δlCP 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 = Y10
ij ψiψjH + Y126

ij ψiψj∆+ Y120
ij ψiψjΣ , (9.4)

where i, j = 1, 2, 3 are generation indices, ψ refers to the matter fields in the spinor repre-
sentation 16, H, ∆ and Σ denote the Higgs fields in the representations 10, 126 and 120

respectively. Moreover, Y10, Y126 and Y120 are 3× 3 Yukawa matrices in flavor space. The
SO(10) gauge symmetry enforces that Y10 and Y126 are symmetric while Y120 is antisym-
metric, i.e.

Y10
ij = Y10

ji , Y126
ij = Y126

ji , Y120
ij = −Y120

ji . (9.5)

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 × SU(2)L × U(1)Y which
are relevant to fermion masses are

10 ⊃ (1,2, 1/2)⊕ (1,2,−1/2) ≡ Φ10
d ⊕ Φ10

u ,

120 ⊃ (1,2, 1/2)⊕ (1,2,−1/2)⊕ (1,2, 1/2)⊕ (1,2,−1/2) ≡ Φ120
d ⊕ Φ120

u ⊕ Φ′120
d ⊕ Φ′120

u ,

126 ⊃ (1,2, 1/2)⊕ (1,2,−1/2)⊕ (1,1, 0)⊕ (1,3, 1) ≡ Φ126
d ⊕ Φ126

u ⊕∆R ⊕∆L . (9.6)

We see that the SO(10) Higgs fileds H, ∆ and Σ have eight SU(2)L doublets Φ10
d , Φ10

u , Φ120
d ,

Φ120
u , Φ′120

d , Φ′120
u , Φ126

d Φ126
u carrying the same quantum numbers as the Higgs doublets Hu

and Hd. 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)L doublets above. Moreover, the VEVs of the neutral components of the SU(2)L sin-
glet ∆R and triplet ∆L 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 = v10u Y10 + v126u Y126 + (v120u + v′120u )Y120 ,

Md = v10d Y10 + v126d Y126 + (v120d + v′120d )Y120 ,

Me = v10d Y10 − 3v126d Y126 + (v120d − 3v′120d )Y120 ,

MD = v10u Y10 − 3v126u Y126 + (v120u − 3v′120u )Y120 ,

MR = v126R Y126

ML = v126L Y126 , (9.7)

where MD, MR and ML are the Dirac and Majorana neutrino mass matrices in type I and
type II seesaw mechanism, and the VEVs are defined as

v10u,d = ⟨Φ10
u,d⟩ , v120u,d = ⟨Φ120

u,d ⟩ , v′120u,d = ⟨Φ′120
u,d ⟩ ,
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Figure 16. The continuum of figure 15.

v126u,d = ⟨Φ126
u,d ⟩ , v126R = ⟨∆R⟩ , v126L = ⟨∆L⟩ . (9.8)

Hence the SO(10) GUT naturally predicts seesaw mechanism generating neutrino mass,
and the light neutrino mass matrix is given by

Mν =ML −MDM
−1
R MT

D , (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, ∆, Σ 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 ∆ 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 SO(10) GUT with A4 modular symmetry

If some modular symmetry ΓN or Γ′
N 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 A4
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modular symmetry to explain the idea of SO(10) modular GUT. The three generations of
matter fields ψ1,2,3 are assumed to transform as a triplet 3 under A4 modular symmetry31,
and its modular weight is denoted as kF . All the three Higgs multiplets H, ∆ and Σ 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, ∆ and
Σ are denoted as k10, k126 and k120 respectively, and one can set k10 = 0 without loss of
generality. Hence the modular invariant superpotential of SO(10) can be written as [354]

WY =
∑
ra

αa

(
(ψψH)r′aY

(2kF+k10)
ra (τ)

)
1
+
∑
rc

βb

(
(ψψΣ)r′bY

(2kF+k120)
rb (τ)

)
1

+
∑
rc

γc

(
(ψψ∆)r′cY

(2kF+k126)
rc (τ)

)
1
, (9.10)

where the A4 representations ra,b,c and r′a,b,c fulfill r′a ⊗ ra = r′b ⊗ rb = r′c ⊗ rc = 1. We

have denoted αa ≡ α
(2kF+k10)
ra , βb ≡ β

(2kF+k120)
rb , γc ≡ γ

(2kF+k126)
rc for simplicity of notation.

We see that the modular symmetry enforces the Yukawa couplings Y10
ab , Y126

ab and Y120
ab in

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 A4 group listed in Eq. (C.26), one can read out of the Yukawa
coupling of Y10 as follow

Y10 = α1Y
(2kF+k10)
1 (τ)

1 0 0

0 0 1

0 1 0

+ α2Y
(2kF+k10)
1′ (τ)

0 0 1

0 1 0

1 0 0


+α3Y

(2kF+k10)
1′′ (τ)

0 1 0

1 0 0

0 0 1

+ αS

2Y
(2kF+k10)
3,1 (τ) − Y

(2kF+k10)
3,3 (τ) − Y

(2kF+k10)
3,2 (τ)

−Y (2kF+k10)
3,3 (τ) 2Y

(2kF+k10)
3,2 (τ) − Y

(2kF+k10)
3,1 (τ)

−Y (2kF+k10)
3,2 (τ) − Y

(2kF+k10)
3,1 (τ) 2Y

(2kF+k10)
3,3 (τ)



+αA

 0 − Y
(2kF+k10)
3,3 (τ) Y

(2kF+k10)
3,2 (τ)

Y
(2kF+k10)
3,3 (τ) 0 − Y

(2kF+k10)
3,1 (τ)

−Y (2kF+k10)
3,2 (τ) Y

(2kF+k10)
3,1 (τ) 0

 , (9.11)

where all the linearly independent modular forms at weight 2kF +k10 should be considered.
The Yukawa matrix Y126 is of a similar form with αa and k10 replaced by γa and k126
respectively. However, the Yukawa coupling Y120 is antisymmetric and it is determined to
be of the following form

Y120 = βA

 0 − Y
(2kF+k120)
3,3 (τ) Y

(2kF+k120)
3,2 (τ)

Y
(2kF+k120)
3,3 (τ) 0 − Y

(2kF+k120)
3,1 (τ)

−Y (2kF+k120)
3,2 (τ) Y

(2kF+k120)
3,1 (τ) 0

 .

31If 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 Σ [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)×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)×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

F̃ =


ucr
ucg
ucb
e

−ν

 ∼ (5̄,−3), T̃ =


0 dcb −dcg ur dr

−dcb 0 dcr ug dg
dcg −dcr 0 ub db
−ur −ug −ub 0 νc

−dr −dg −db −νc 0

 ∼ (10, 1), ec ∼ (1, 5) , (9.12)

which flips the position of uc ↔ dc, ec ↔ νc 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 ∼ (5, 2) . (9.13)

The superpotential for the Yukawa couplings of quarks and charged leptons is given by

W ⊃ yDij T̃iT̃jh+ yUij T̃iF̃jh+ yEij F̃ie
c
jh , (9.14)

where yDij , y
U
ij and yEij 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 S1,2,3 ∼ (1, 0) which
are invariant under SU(5) × U(1)X . The superpotential relevant for neutrino masses is
given by

W ⊃ yUij T̃iF̃jh+ ySij T̃iSjH +
1

2
(MS)ijSiSj . (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 ΓN (or Γ′

N ) with certain
modular weights. Then all the Yukawa couplings yDij , y

U
ij , y

E
ij and (MS)ij 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 τ , 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
∆(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
ΓN and Γ′

N (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,Z) 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 (T 2)3/(ZN×ZM ) have been classified [369]. One of these examples,
(T 2)3/(Z4×Z2), has been recently studied in a bottom-up approach to modular symmetry
involving three moduli at their fixed points i, i + 2, ω, 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 IIA
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 k = −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 γ,
the complex modulus τ and a generic matter field multiplet ψ transform as follow [143, 147]

τ
g−→ τ, ψ

g−→ ρ(g)ψ, g ∈ Gfl ,

τ
γ−→ γτ ≡ aτ+b

cτ+d , ψ
γ−→ (cτ + d)−kψρ(γ)ψ, γ =

(
a b

c d

)
∈ Γ ,

(10.1)

where kψ is the modular weight of the matter field multiplet ψ, and ρ(g) and ρ(γ) are uni-
tary representations of traditional flavor group Gfl and the finite modular group ΓN or Γ′

N ,
respectively. We see that the flavor symmetry transformation leaves the modulus τ invari-
ant. Consequently the traditional flavor symmetry and modular symmetry are distinguished
by their action on the modulus τ . Let us first perform a modular transformation γ ∈ Γ,
subsequently a traditional flavor transformation g and last perform the inverse modular
transformation γ−1. Since the modulus τ is invariant under this chain of transformations,
the resulting transformation should be another traditional flavor symmetry transformation
g′ [150], i.e.

ρ(γ)ρ(g)ρ−1(γ) = ρ(g′), g, g′ ∈ Gfl, γ ∈ Γ . (10.2)

This is the consistency condition between traditional flavor group and finite modular group.
Eq. (10.2) implies that the modular transformation γ maps the traditional group element
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g into another element g′. Therefore Eq. (10.2) defines a automorphism of the traditional
flavor group Gfl, i.e.

ρ(γ)ρ(g)ρ−1(γ) = ρ(uγ(g)) , ∀g ∈ Gf , (10.3)

where uγ is an automorphism uγ : Gfl → Gfl with uγ(g) = g′. If uγ is the trivial identity
automorphism with uγ = 1 for any modular transformation γ so that uγ(g) = g, the modu-
lar symmetry transformation would commute with the flavor symmetry transformation and
consequently the eclectic flavor group is the direct product Gf × ΓN or Gf × Γ′

N [150]. It
is called the quasi-eclectic flavor symmetry [374].

Since the finite modular groups ΓN and Γ′
N 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 uS and uT

ρ(S) ρ(g) ρ−1(S) = ρ(uS(g)), ρ(T ) ρ(g) ρ−1(T ) = ρ(uT (g)) , (10.4)

where ρ(S) and ρ(T ) are matrix representations of the two automorphisms uS and uT
respectively, and they should satisfy the multiplication rules of the finite modular group
ΓN or Γ′

N in Eqs. (3.10, 3.12). In other words, the outer automorphisms uS and uT should
also satisfy the multiplication rules of the finite modular group ΓN or Γ′

N :

(uS)
Ns = (uT )

N = (uS ◦ uT )3 = 1, (uS)
2 ◦ uT = uT ◦ (uS)2 , (10.5)

with Ns = 4 for Γ′
N and Ns = 2 for ΓN .

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 Γ ∼= SL(2,Z) is enhanced to Γ∗ ∼= GL(2,Z) [198]:

Γ∗ =
{
τ

S−→ −1/τ, τ
T−→ τ + 1, τ

K∗−→ −τ∗
}
. (10.6)

The gCP transformation K∗ acts on the modulus τ and the matter field as follows,

τ
K∗−→ −τ̄ , ψ(x)

K∗−→ ρ(K∗)[ψ
†(t,−x)]T , (10.7)

where the gCP transformation ρ(K∗) is a unitary matrix, and the obvious action of CP
on the spinor indices is omitted for the case of ψ being spinor. Requiring that the gCP
transformation K∗ be of order 2 with (K∗)

2 = 1, we can obtain

ρ∗(K∗) = ρ−1(K∗) . (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]:

ρ(K∗)ρ
∗(g)ρ−1(K∗) = ρ(uK∗(g)) , ∀g ∈ Gfl , (10.9)

ρ(K∗)ρ
∗(S)ρ−1(K∗) = ρ−1(S), ρ(K∗)ρ

∗(T )ρ−1(K∗) = ρ−1(T ) , (10.10)

– 101 –



flavor group GAP Aut(Gfl) finite modular eclectic flavor
Gfl ID groups group

Q8 [ 8, 4 ] S4 without CP S3 GL(2, 3)

with CP – –
Z3 × Z3 [ 9, 2 ] GL(2, 3) without CP S3 ∆(54)

with CP S3 × Z2 [108, 17]
A4 [ 12, 3 ] S4 without CP S3 S4

S4 S4
with CP – –

T ′ [ 24, 3 ] S4 without CP S3 GL(2, 3)

with CP – –
∆(27) [ 27, 3 ] [ 432, 734 ] without CP S3 ∆(54)

T ′ Ω(1)

with CP S3 × Z2 [108, 17]
GL(2, 3) [1296, 2891]

∆(54) [ 54, 8 ] [ 432, 734 ] without CP T ′ Ω(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(Gfl) denotes the group of automorphisms of the traditional
flavor group Gfl. This table is taken from Ref. [150].

where uK∗ is an automorphism of the traditional flavor symmetry group Gfl. It is sufficient
to consider the element g being the generators of Gfl, and one can fix the explicit form of the
gCP transformation ρ(K∗) up to an overall irrelevant phase by solving Eqs. (10.9,10.10).
Hence the automorphism uK∗ of the traditional flavor group Gfl should satisfy the following
relations:

(uK∗)
2 = 1, uK∗ ◦ uS ◦ uK∗ = u−1

S , uK∗ ◦ uT ◦ uK∗ = u−1
T . (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 Kähler potential would be severely restricted by EFG. Usu-
ally only the minimal Kähler potential is adopted in concrete modular models. However,
the Kähler potential is less constrained by modular symmetry alone, and the most general
Kähler potential compatible with modular symmetry is of the following form [149, 270],

K = (−iτ + iτ̄)−kψ
(
ψ†ψ

)
1
+
∑

n,r1,r2

c(n,r1,r2)(−iτ + iτ̄)−kψ+n
(
ψ†Y

(n)†
r1 Y

(n)
r2 ψ

)
1
,(10.12)

where ψ stands for a generic matter field multiple with modular weight kψ, and Y
(n)
r 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 Kähler potential.
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However, we see that the Kähler potential generally has a lot of terms and the couplings
c(n,r1,r2) are not suppressed. Consequently these additional terms can be as important
as the first term, and thus the predictive power of modular flavor symmetry would be
reduced [149]. How to control the Kähler potential is an open question of the modular
flavor symmetry approach. The presence of traditional flavor symmetry Gfl leads to strong
constraints on both the modular transformations of matter fields and the Kähler potential.
As a result, the minimal Kähler potential can be reproduced and the higher order corrections
suppressed by powers of ⟨Φ⟩/Λ, where Λ denotes the cutoff scale and ⟨Φ⟩ 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 6/(Z2×Z ′

2) orbifold. The minima of the moduli fields are found to be clustered around the
left cusp τ = ω 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 Kähler 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 Kähler 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 τ = ω.

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 Kähler potential pro-
posed by Shenker [400]. This leads to metastable dS vacua at τ = i and ω 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, τ , which transforms into (aτ + b)/(cτ + d), where
a, b, c, d are integers with ac−bd = 1. Such symmetry transformations form a Special Linear
group of 2 × 2 matrices whose elements are integers Z, hence the name SL(2,Z). In 6d
theories, the modulus field, τ , defines the shape of the compactified 2d torus, and modular
symmetry is the group of symmetry transformations on τ which leaves the torus invariant.
The modulus field τ , 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 τ 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 τ = i is invariant under the transformation
τ → 1/(−τ), corresponding to a modular transformation with a = 0, b = 1, c = −1, d = 0,
which is identified with the 2 × 2 matrix generator S. We show that there are only three
inequivalent fixed points namely τ = i, ω and i∞ which play a special role both in string
theory, and in phenomenologically.

After the introduction to the above full modular group, SL(2,Z) we introduced its
projective subgroup PSL(2,Z) in which transformations related by an overall minus sign
are identified (since a, b, c, d all change sign which cancels in the ratio), corresponding to the
faithful group action on the modulus field τ . We also introduce their respective principal
congruence subgroups, Γ(N) and Γ(N), 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 Γ′

N ≡ SL(2,Z)/Γ(N) and ΓN ≡ PSL(2,Z)/Γ(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 ΓN=3,4,5 are isomorphic to A4, S4, A5,
respectively, while Γ′

N=3,4,5 are isomorphic to the respective double cover groups T ′, S′
4, A

′
5.

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 τ , 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 ΓN or Γ′

N , 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 ΓN ,
considering the derivation for N = 3 in detail as an example. We then extended the
discussion to include the double cover groups Γ′

N 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 ΓN
or Γ′

N , and their corresponding modular forms, to be identified. In an extensive Appendix,
we give the irreducible representations, Clebsch-Gordon coefficients and modular forms of
Γ′
N and ΓN 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 τ → −τ∗,
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 τ 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
τi with i = 1, 2, . . ., rather than just the single modulus field τ 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,Z) 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 τ = i∞. Under small deviations from this fixed
point, the modular form becomes (Y1, Y2, Y3) = (1, ϵ, ϵ2), where ϵ ≪ 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 ΓN or Γ′

N 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′

4 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 i, i + 2 and ω, 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)F ×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)F × 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 τ , 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 Kähler 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 i and ω, or regions
close to these fixed points being preferred, while ∞ 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 τ , 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 Kähler 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

τ → τ ′ = γτ =
aτ + b

cτ + d
, with ad− bc = 1 , (A.1)

which implies

dτ ′

dτ
=
a(cτ + d)− c(aτ + b)

(cτ + d)2
=

ad− bc

(cτ + d)2
=

1

(cτ + d)2
(A.2)
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dτ

dτ ′
=

1
dτ ′

dτ

= (cτ + d)2 . (A.3)

Ref. [143] starts from a function f(τ) which transforms under modular transformation in
the following way,

f(τ) → f(τ ′) = eiα(cτ + d)kf(τ) , (A.4)

which is exactly Eq. (4.22). Then we can see that the derivative of the log f(τ) transforms
as

d

dτ
log f(τ) → d

dτ ′
log f(τ ′) =

dτ

dτ ′
d

dτ
log f(τ ′) (A.5)

=
dτ

dτ ′
d

dτ
log
[
eiα(cτ + d)kf(τ)

]
(A.6)

=
dτ

dτ ′
d

dτ

[
log eiα + log(cτ + d)k + log f(τ)

]
(A.7)

=
dτ

dτ ′

[
kc

cτ + d
+

d

dτ
log f(τ)

]
(A.8)

= (cτ + d)2
[

kc

cτ + d
+

d

dτ
log f(τ)

]
(A.9)

= (cτ + d)2
d

dτ
log f(τ) + kc(cτ + d) . (A.10)

We have used Eq. (A.3) in above.

B Derive the gCP transformation of the modulus τ from consistency
condition

As shown in Eqs. (5.20, 5.21), a chiral supermultiplets φ transforms under modular sym-
metry and gCP as follows,

modular symmetry : φ(x)
γ−→ (cτ + d)−kφρr(γ)φ(x) , γ =

(
a b

c d

)
∈ Γ ,

gCP : φ(x)
CP−→ Xrφ(xP) (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:

Xrρ
∗
r(γ)X

−1
r =

(
cγ′τ + dγ′

cτ∗CP−1 + d

)−kφ

ρr(γ
′), γ′ =

(
aγ′ bγ′

cγ′ dγ′

)
∈ Γ . (B.2)

Since the matrices Xr, ρ∗r(γ) and ρr(γ′) are independent of the moduli τ , the overall factor
has to be a constant:

cγ′τ + dγ′

cτ∗CP−1 + d
= λγ , (B.3)

where λγ is a complex parameter with |λγ | = 1 because both Xr and ρr and unitary
matrices. In general, the value of λγ depends on γ. The constraint in Eq. (B.3) allows to
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determine the gCP transformation of the modulus τ [198]. Applying the above condition
of Eq. (B.3) to the generator γ = S, we obtain

cS′τ + dS′ = −λSτ∗CP−1 , (B.4)

which leads to

τ∗CP−1 = − 1

λS
(cS′τ + dS′) = −λ∗S (cS′τ + dS′) ,

τCP = − 1

cS′
(λSτ

∗ + dS′) . (B.5)

Then we proceed to consider the consistency chain CP → T → CP−1:

τ
CP−−→ − 1

cS′
(λSτ

∗ + dS′)
T−→ − 1

cS′
[λS (τ

∗ + 1) + dS′ ]
CP−1

−−−→ τ − λS
cS′

, (B.6)

where the CP transformation of τ in Eq. (B.5) has been used. The resulting transformation
should be a modular transformation, consequently the combination λS/cS′ should be a real
integer. Since |λS | = 1 and cS′ is an integer so we should have

λS = ±1 , c′S = ±1 , (B.7)

which implies that dS′/cS′ is an integer as well. Furthermore the requirement ImτCP > 0

entails λS = cS′ = ±1. As a consequence, the CP transformation rule of the complex
modulus τ in Eq. (B.5) is

τ
CP−−→ , n− τ∗ , (B.8)

where n = dS′/cS′ is some integer. Let us consider the composition CP ′ = CP ◦ Tn of the
CP transformation CP and the modular transformation Tn,

τ
CP−−→ −τ∗ + n

Tn−−→ −τ∗ . (B.9)

This composition transformation CP ′ acts on the chiral superfield φ(x) as

φ(x)
CP−−→ Xrφ(xP)

Tn−−→ Xrρ
∗
r(T

n)φ(xP) = X ′
rφ(xP), X ′

r ≡ Xrρ
∗
r(T

n) . (B.10)

We see that X ′
r the same properties as the original CP transformation up to a redefinition

of Xr. As shown in Eq. (B.9),

τ
CP ′
−−→ −τ∗ . (B.11)

Thus we derive exactly the same gCP transformation rule of τ as Eq. (5.12). It is obvious
that the modulus τ is invariant under two successive CP transformation,i.e.

τ
CP ′
−−→ −τ∗ CP ′

−−→ τ , (B.12)

such that CP ′2 = 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 ′

r as Xr for notation simplicity.
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C Finite modular groups Γ′
N and ΓN and modular forms of level N

In this appendix, we shall give the irreducible representations and the Clebsch-Gordon of
Γ′
N and ΓN for the level N = 2, 3, 4, 5. The definitions of ΓN and Γ′

N 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 Xr = 1r [198, 203], as shown in
section 5.2. We shall also report the explicit expressions of the modular forms at level N .

C.1 N = 2

The groups Γ′
2 and Γ2 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 )3 = 1 . (C.1)

The six elements of S3 are divided to three conjugacy classes

1C1 = {1} , 3C2 = {S, T, TST}, 2C3 = {ST, TS} . (C.2)

where nCk 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 ,

2 : S = −1
2

(
1

√
3√

3 − 1

)
, T =

(
1 0

0 − 1

)
.

(C.3)

The Kronecker products between different irreducible representations can be obtained from
the character table

1⊗ 1′ = 1′, 1′ ⊗ 2 = 2, 2⊗ 2 = 1⊕ 1′ ⊕ 2 , (C.4)

For the tensor product of the singlet 1′ with a doublet 2, we have

1′ ⊗ 2 = 2, with 2 = α

(
β1
−β2

)
. (C.5)

The contraction rules for two S3 doublets are found to be

2⊗ 2 = 1⊕ 1′ ⊕ 2, with


1 = α1β1 + α2β2
1′ = α1β2 − α2β1

2 =

(
α2β2 − α1β1
α1β2 + α2β1

)
(C.6)

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 k+1. At weight 2, there are two linearly independent modular forms of level
2, and they can be arranged into a doublet of S3 [154]:

Y
(2)
2 =

(
Y1(τ)

Y2(τ)

)
(C.7)

with

Y1(τ) =
i

4π

[
η′(τ/2)

η(τ/2)
+
η′((τ + 1)/2)

η((τ + 1)/2)
− 8

η′(2τ)

η(2τ)

]
,

Y2(τ) =

√
3i

4π

[
η′(τ/2)

η(τ/2)
− η′((τ + 1)/2)

η((τ + 1)/2)

]
, (C.8)

The q-expansion of the modular forms Y1,2(τ) is given by

Y1(τ) = 1/8 + 3q + 3q2 + 12q3 + 3q4 + 18q5 + 12q6 + 24q7 + 3q8 + 39q9 + 18q10 · · · ,
Y2(τ) =

√
3q1/2(1 + 4q + 6q2 + 8q3 + 13q4 + 12q5 + 14q6 + 24q7 + 18q8 + 20q9 · · · ) .(C.9)

The higher weight modular forms of level 2 are the product of Y1 and Y2 as follows:

Y
(4)
1 =

(
Y

(2)
2 Y

(2)
2

)
1
= Y 2

1 + Y 2
2 , Y

(4)
2 =

(
Y

(2)
2 Y

(2)
2

)
2
=

(
Y 2
2 − Y 2

1

2Y1Y2

)
,

Y
(6)
1 =

(
Y

(2)
2 Y

(4)
2

)
1
= 3Y1Y

2
2 − Y 3

1 , Y
(6)
1′ =

(
Y

(2)
2 Y

(4)
2

)
1′

= 3Y 2
1 Y2 − Y 3

2 ,

Y
(6)
2 =

(
Y

(2)
2 Y

(4)
1

)
2
= (Y 2

1 + Y 2
2 )

(
Y1
Y2

)
. (C.10)

The modular form multiplets of level 2 are summarized in table 22.

C.2 N = 3

The Γ′
3
∼= T ′ group is the double covering of the tetrahedral group Γ3

∼= A4. All the
elements of T ′ can be generated by three generators S, T and R which obey the following
relations 32 [147]:

S2 = R, (ST )3 = T 3 = R2 = 1, RT = TR . (C.11)

The generator R commutes with all elements of the group, and the center of T ′ is the Z2

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 ,

1C2 : R ,

6C4 : S, T−1ST, TST−1, SR, T−1STR, TST−1R ,

4C6 : TR, TSR, STR, T−1ST−1R ,

4C3 : T−1, ST−1R, T−1SR, TSTR ,

32Alternatively the T ′ group can be generated by S and T fulfilling S4 = T 3 = (ST )3 = 1, S2T = TS2.
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4C ′
3 : T, TS, ST, T−1ST−1 ,

4C ′
6 : ST−1, T−1S, TST, T−1R . (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 2̂,
2̂′ and 2̂′′. 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 = ω ,

1′′ : S = 1, T = ω2 ,

2̂ : S = − i√
3

(
1

√
2√

2 −1

)
, T =

(
ω 0

0 1

)
,

2̂′ : S = − i√
3

(
1

√
2√

2 −1

)
, T =

(
ω2 0

0 ω

)
,

2̂′′ : S = − i√
3

(
1

√
2√

2 −1

)
, T =

(
1 0

0 ω2

)
,

3 : S = 1
3

−1 2 2

2 −1 2

2 2 −1

 , T =

 1 0 0

0 ω 0

0 0 ω2

 ,

(C.13)

with ω = ei2π/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

1a ⊗ rb = rb ⊗ 1a = ra+b (mod 3), for r = 1, 2̂ ,

1a ⊗ 3 = 3⊗ 1a = 3 ,

2̂a ⊗ 2̂b = 3⊕ 1a+b+1 (mod 3) ,

2̂a ⊗ 3 = 3⊗ 2̂a = 2̂⊕ 2̂′ ⊕ 2̂′′ ,

3⊗ 3 = 3S ⊕ 3A ⊕ 1⊕ 1′ ⊕ 1′′ , (C.14)

where a, b = 0, 1, 2 and we have denoted 1 ≡ 10, 1′ ≡ 11, 1′′ ≡ 12 for singlet representations
and 2̂ ≡ 2̂0, 2̂′ ≡ 2̂1, 2̂′′ ≡ 2̂2 for the doublet representations. The notations 3S and
3A stand for the symmetric and antisymmetric triplet combinations respectively. In the
following, we report the Clebsch-Gordon (CG) coefficients of the T ′ group in the chosen
basis. We shall use αi (βi) to denote the elements of the first (second) representation of
the product.

1a ⊗ 1b = 1a+b (mod 3) ∼ αβ , (C.15)

1a ⊗ 2̂b = 2̂a+b (mod 3) ∼
(
αβ1
αβ2

)
, (C.16)
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1⊗ 3 = 3 ∼

αβ1
αβ2
αβ3

 , (C.17)

1′ ⊗ 3 = 3 ∼

αβ3
αβ1
αβ2

 , (C.18)

1′′ ⊗ 3 = 3 ∼

αβ2
αβ3
αβ1

 , (C.19)

2̂⊗ 2̂ = 2̂′ ⊗ 2̂′′ = 1′ ⊕ 3 with


1′ ∼ α1β2 − α2β1

3 ∼

 α2β2
1√
2
(α1β2 + α2β1)

−α1β1

 (C.20)

2̂⊗ 2̂′ = 2̂′′ ⊗ 2̂′′ = 1′′ ⊕ 3 with


1′′ ∼ α1β2 − α2β1

3 ∼

 −α1β1
α2β2

1√
2
(α1β2 + α2β1)

 (C.21)

2̂⊗ 2̂′′ = 2̂′ ⊗ 2̂′ = 1⊕ 3 with


1 ∼ α1β2 − α2β1

3 ∼


1√
2
(α1β2 + α2β1)

−α1β1
α2β2

 (C.22)

2̂⊗ 3 = 2̂⊕ 2̂′ ⊕ 2̂′′ with



2̂ ∼
(

α1β1 +
√
2α2β2

−α2β1 +
√
2α1β3

)

2̂′ ∼
(

α1β2 +
√
2α2β3

−α2β2 +
√
2α1β1

)

2̂′′ ∼
(

α1β3 +
√
2α2β1

−α2β3 +
√
2α1β2

) (C.23)

2̂′ ⊗ 3 = 2̂⊕ 2̂′ ⊕ 2̂′′ with



2̂ ∼
(

α1β3 +
√
2α2β1

−α2β3 +
√
2α1β2

)

2̂′ ∼
(

α1β1 +
√
2α2β2

−α2β1 +
√
2α1β3

)

2̂′′ ∼
(

α1β2 +
√
2α2β3

−α2β2 +
√
2α1β1

) (C.24)
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2̂′′ ⊗ 3 = 2̂⊕ 2̂′ ⊕ 2̂′′ with



2̂ ∼
(

α1β2 +
√
2α2β3

−α2β2 +
√
2α1β1

)

2̂′ ∼
(

α1β3 +
√
2α2β1

−α2β3 +
√
2α1β2

)

2̂′′ ∼
(

α1β1 +
√
2α2β2

−α2β1 +
√
2α1β3

) (C.25)

3⊗ 3 = 3S ⊕ 3A ⊕ 1⊕ 1′ ⊕ 1′′ with



3S ∼

 2α1β1 − α2β3 − α3β2
2α3β3 − α1β2 − α2β1
2α2β2 − α1β3 − α3β1


3A ∼

α2β3 − α3β2
α1β2 − α2β1
α3β1 − α1β3


1 ∼ α1β1 + α2β3 + α3β2

1′ ∼ α3β3 + α1β2 + α2β1

1′′ ∼ α2β2 + α1β3 + α3β1

(C.26)

The linear space spanned by level 3 and weight k modular forms has dimension k + 1, and
a general vector Mk(Γ(3)) in the linear space can be explicitly constructed by using the
Dedekind eta function η(τ):

Mk(Γ(3)) =
∑

m+n=k;m,n≥0

cmn
η3m(3τ)η3n(τ/3)

ηm+n(τ)
=

∑
m+n=k;m,n≥0

cmn

[
η3(3τ)

η(τ)

]m [
η3(τ/3)

η(τ)

]n
,

(C.27)
where cmn are general complex coefficients and η(τ) 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:

Y
(1)

2̂
(τ) =

(
Y1(τ)

Y2(τ)

)
, (C.28)

with

Y1(τ) =
√
2
η3(3τ)

η(τ)
, Y2(τ) = −η

3(3τ)

η(τ)
− 1

3

η3(τ/3)

η(τ)
. (C.29)

The q-expansion of Y1,2(τ) reads

Y1(τ) =
√
2 q1/3

(
1 + q + 2q2 + 2q4 + q5 + 2q6 + q8 + 2q9 + 2q10 + 2q12 + . . .

)
,

Y2(τ) = −1/3− 2q − 2q3 − 2q4 − 4q7 − 2q9 − 2q12 − 4q13 + . . . . (C.30)

Notice that Y1(τ) and Y2(τ) are algebraically independent. The level-3 modular form of
integer weight are polynomials of degree k in Y1(τ) and Y2(τ), 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 Y (1)

2̂
,

Y
(2)
3 =

(
Y

(1)

2̂
Y

(1)

2̂

)
3
=
(
Y 2
2 ,

√
2Y1Y2, −Y 2

1

)T
. (C.31)

Then we can use the weight 1 and weight 2 modular forms to construct the weight 3 modular
forms,

Y
(3)

2̂
=
(
Y

(1)

2̂
Y

(2)
3

)
2̂
=
(
3Y1Y

2
2 , −

√
2Y 3

1 − Y 3
2

)T
,

Y
(3)

2̂′′ =
(
Y

(1)

2̂
Y

(2)
3

)
2̂′′

=
(
−Y 3

1 +
√
2Y 3

2 , 3Y2Y
2
1

)T
.

(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 ′,

Y
(4)
3 =

(
Y

(1)

2̂
Y

(3)

2̂

)
3
=
(
−
√
2Y 3

1 Y2 − Y 4
2 , − Y 4

1 +
√
2Y1Y

3
2 , − 3Y 2

1 Y
2
2

)T
,

Y
(4)
1′ =

(
Y

(1)

2̂
Y

(3)

2̂

)
1′

= −
√
2Y 4

1 − 4Y1Y
3
2 ,

Y
(4)
1 =

(
Y

(1)

2̂
Y

(3)

2̂′′

)
1
= 4Y 3

1 Y2 −
√
2Y 4

2 .

(C.33)

Notice that the contraction
(
Y

(1)

2̂
Y

(3)

2̂′′

)
3
= −Y (4)

3 . The above weight 4 modular forms can

also be obtained from the tensor products
(
Y

(2)
3 Y

(2)
3

)
3
,
(
Y

(2)
3 Y

(2)
3

)
1′

,
(
Y

(2)
3 Y

(2)
3

)
1

with

Y
(2)
3 in Eq. (C.31). In particular, using Eqs. (C.26, C.31) it is obvious to see the constraint(

Y
(2)
3 Y

(2)
3

)
1′′

= 0 , (C.34)

which was previously obtained from the q-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,

Y
(5)

2̂
=
(
Y

(1)

2̂
Y

(4)
3

)
2̂
=
[
−2

√
2Y 3

1 Y2 + Y 4
2

]
(Y1, Y2)

T ,

Y
(5)

2̂′ =
(
Y

(1)

2̂
Y

(4)
3

)
2̂′

=
[
−Y 4

1 − 2
√
2Y1Y

3
2

]
(Y1, Y2)

T ,

Y
(5)

2̂′′ =
(
Y

(1)

2̂
Y

(4)
3

)
2̂′′

=
(
5Y 3

1 Y
2
2 −

√
2Y 5

2 , −
√
2Y 5

1 + 5Y 2
1 Y

3
2

)T
.

(C.35)

Notice that Y (5)

2̂
and Y

(5)

2̂′ are proportional to the contractions Y (1)

2̂
Y

(4)
1 and Y

(1)

2̂
Y

(4)
1′ 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 T ′,

Y
(6)
3I =

(
Y

(1)

2̂
Y

(5)

2̂

)
3
=
[
−2

√
2Y 3

1 Y2 + Y 4
2

] (
Y 2
2 ,

√
2Y1Y2, −Y 2

1

)T
,

Y
(6)
3II =

(
Y

(1)

2̂
Y

(5)

2̂′

)
3
=
[
−Y 4

1 − 2
√
2Y1Y

3
2

] (
−Y 2

1 , Y 2
2 ,

√
2Y1Y2

)T
,

Y
(6)
1 =

(
Y

(1)

2̂
Y

(5)

2̂′′

)
1
=

√
2Y 6

2 −
√
2Y 6

1 + 10Y 3
1 Y

3
2 . (C.36)

We summarize the level 3 modular forms up to weight 6 in table 22.
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k

N
2 3 4 5

1 — Y
(1)

2̂
Y

(1)

3̂′ Y
(1)

6̂

2 Y
(2)
2 Y

(2)
3 Y

(2)
2 , Y

(2)
3 Y

(2)
3 , Y

(2)
3′ , Y

(2)
5

3 — Y
(3)

2̂
, Y

(3)

2̂′′ Y
(3)

1̂′ , Y
(3)

3̂
, Y

(3)

3̂′ Y
(3)

4̂′ , Y
(3)

6̂I
, Y

(3)

6̂II

4 Y
(4)
1 , Y

(4)
2 Y

(4)
1 , Y

(4)
1′ , Y

(4)
3

Y
(4)
1 , Y

(4)
2 , Y

(4)
3 ,

Y
(4)
3′

Y
(4)
1 , Y

(4)
3 , Y

(4)
3′ ,

Y
(4)
4 , Y

(4)
5I , Y

(4)
5II

5 — Y
(5)

2̂
, Y

(5)

2̂′ , Y
(5)

2̂′′

Y
(5)

2̂
, Y

(5)

3̂
, Y

(5)

3̂′I
,

Y
(5)

3̂′II

Y
(5)

2̂
, Y

(5)

2̂′ , Y
(5)

4̂′ ,

Y
(5)

6̂I
, Y

(5)

6̂II
, Y

(5)

6̂III

6 Y
(6)
1 , Y

(6)
1′ , Y

(6)
2 Y

(6)
1 , Y

(6)
3I , Y

(6)
3II

Y
(6)
1 , Y

(6)
1′ , Y

(6)
2 ,

Y
(6)
3I , Y

(6)
3II , Y

(6)
3′

Y
(6)
1 , Y

(6)
3I , Y

(6)
3II ,

Y
(6)
3′I , Y

(6)
3′II , Y

(6)
4I ,

Y
(6)
4II , Y

(6)
5I , Y

(6)
5II

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 Γ′

N while the even weight modular forms are in
the unhatted representations of Γ′

N .

C.3 N = 4

The homogeneous finite modular group Γ′
4
∼= S′

4 is the double covering of Γ4
∼= S4 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:

S2 = R, (ST )3 = T 4 = R2 = 1, TR = RT . (C.37)

The group ID of S′
4 in GAP [177] is [48, 30]. Notice that S4 is not a subgroup of S′

4, it is
isomorphic to the quotient group of S′

4 over ZR2 , i.e., S4 ∼= S′
4/Z

R
2 , where ZR2 = {1, R}

is the center and a normal subgroup of S′
4. Hence the group S4 can be reproduced by

setting R = 1. Note that S′
4 is isomorphic to the semidirect product of A4 with Z4, namely

S′
4
∼= A4 ⋊ Z4. Therefore it can be expressed in terms of another set of generators s, t and

r satisfying the relations:

s2 = (st)3 = t3 = 1, r4 = 1, rsr−1 = s, rtr−1 = (st)2 , (C.38)

where s and t generate a A4 subgroup, r generates a Z4 subgroup, and the last two relations
define the semidirect product “⋊”. The generators s, t and r are related to S, T and R by

s = T 2R, t = (ST )2, r = T ,

S = t2r3, T = r, R = r2s . (C.39)

All the elements of S′
4 group can be divided into 10 conjugacy classes:

1C1 = {1} ,
1C2 = {R} = (1C1) ·R ,
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3C2 =
{
T 2, ST 2S3, (ST 2)2

}
,

3C ′
2 =

{
T 2R, ST 2S, (ST 2)2R

}
= (3C2) ·R ,

8C3 =
{
ST, TS, (ST )2, (TS)2, TS3T 2, T 2ST 3, T 2S3T, T 3ST 2

}
,

6C4 =
{
S, TST 3, T 2ST 2, T 3ST, TST 2S3, ST 2S3T

}
,

6C ′
4 =

{
T, ST 2, T 2S, T 3S2, TST, STS3

}
,

6C ′′
4 =

{
SR, TST 3R, T 2ST 2R, T 3STR, TST 2S, ST 2S3TR

}
= (6C4) ·R ,

6C ′′′
4 =

{
TR, ST 2R, T 2SR, T 3, TSTR, STS

}
= (6C ′

4) ·R ,
8C6 =

{
STR, TSR, (ST )2R, (TS)2R, TS3T 2R, T 2ST 3R,

T 2S3TR, T 3ST 2R
}
= (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′

4 has four singlet representations 1,1′, 1̂ and 1̂′, two doublet
representations 2 and 2̂, and four triplet representations 3,3′, 3̂ and 3̂′. The representation
matrices of the generators S and T are given by

1 : S = 1, T = 1 ,

1′ : S = −1, T = −1 ,

1̂ : S = i, T = −i ,
1̂′ : S = −i, T = i ,

2 : S =
1

2

(
−1

√
3√

3 1

)
, T =

(
1 0

0 −1

)
,

2̂ : S =
i

2

(
−1

√
3√

3 1

)
, T = −i

(
1 0

0 −1

)
,

3 : S =
1

2

 0
√
2

√
2√

2 −1 1√
2 1 −1

 , T =

1 0 0

0 i 0

0 0 −i

 ,

3′ : S = −1

2

 0
√
2

√
2√

2 −1 1√
2 1 −1

 , T = −

1 0 0

0 i 0

0 0 −i

 ,

3̂ : S =
i

2

 0
√
2

√
2√

2 −1 1√
2 1 −1

 , T = −i

1 0 0

0 i 0

0 0 −i

 ,

3̂′ : S = − i

2

 0
√
2

√
2√

2 −1 1√
2 1 −1

 , T = i

1 0 0

0 i 0

0 0 −i

 .

(C.41)

In the unhatted representations 1, 1′, 2, 3 and 3′, the generator R = 1 is an identity
matrix so that S′

4 can not be distinguished from S4 in these representations. We have the
generator R = −1 in the hatted representations 1̂, 1̂′, 2̂, 3̂ and 3̂′, these representations are
novel and specific to S′

4. The character table of S′
4 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 1C1 1C2 3C2 3C ′
2 8C3 6C4 6C ′

4 6C ′′
4 6C ′′′

4 8C6

G 1 R T 2 T 2R 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

1̂ 1 −1 −1 1 1 i −i −i i −1

1̂′ 1 −1 −1 1 1 −i i i −i −1

2 2 2 2 2 −1 0 0 0 0 −1

2̂ 2 −2 −2 2 −1 0 0 0 0 1

3 3 3 −1 −1 0 −1 1 −1 1 0

3′ 3 3 −1 −1 0 1 −1 1 −1 0

3̂ 3 −3 1 −1 0 −i −i i i 0

3̂′ 3 −3 1 −1 0 i i −i −i 0

Table 23. Character table of S′
4, the representative element of each conjugacy class is given in the

second row.

between different irreducible representations S′
4 read as follows:

1⊗ 1 = 1′ ⊗ 1′ = 1̂⊗ 1̂′ = 1, 1⊗ 1̂ = 1′ ⊗ 1̂′ = 1̂,

1⊗ 1′ = 1̂⊗ 1̂ = 1̂′ ⊗ 1̂′ = 1′, 1⊗ 1̂′ = 1′ ⊗ 1̂ = 1̂′,

1⊗ 2 = 1′ ⊗ 2 = 1̂⊗ 2̂ = 1̂′ ⊗ 2̂ = 2, 1⊗ 2̂ = 1′ ⊗ 2̂ = 1̂⊗ 2 = 1̂′ ⊗ 2 = 2̂,

1⊗ 3 = 1′ ⊗ 3′ = 1̂⊗ 3̂′ = 1̂′ ⊗ 3̂ = 3, 1⊗ 3̂ = 1′ ⊗ 3̂′ = 1̂⊗ 3 = 1̂′ ⊗ 3′ = 3̂,

1⊗ 3′ = 1′ ⊗ 3 = 1̂⊗ 3̂ = 1̂′ ⊗ 3̂′ = 3′, 1⊗ 3̂′ = 1′ ⊗ 3̂ = 1̂⊗ 3′ = 1̂′ ⊗ 3 = 3̂′,

2⊗ 2 = 2̂⊗ 2̂ = 1⊕ 1′ ⊕ 2, 2⊗ 2̂ = 1̂⊕ 1̂′ ⊕ 2̂,

2⊗ 3 = 2⊗ 3′ = 2̂⊗ 3̂ = 2̂⊗ 3̂′ = 3⊕ 3′, 2⊗ 3̂ = 2⊗ 3̂′ = 2̂⊗ 3 = 2̂⊗ 3′ = 3̂⊕ 3̂′,

3⊗ 3 = 3′ ⊗ 3′ = 3̂⊗ 3̂′ = 1⊕ 2⊕ 3⊕ 3′, 3⊗ 3̂ = 3′ ⊗ 3̂′ = 1̂⊕ 2̂⊕ 3̂⊕ 3̂′,

3⊗ 3′ = 3̂⊗ 3̂ = 3̂′ ⊗ 3̂′ = 1′ ⊕ 2⊕ 3⊕ 3′, 3⊗ 3̂′ = 3′ ⊗ 3̂ = 1̂′ ⊕ 2̂⊕ 3̂⊕ 3̂′. (C.42)

In the following, we report all CG coefficients of S′
4 in the form of α⊗ β, we use αi(βi)

to denote the component of the left (right) basis vector α(β). The notations I, II and III

stand for singlet, doublet and triplet representations of S′
4 respectively.

• I⊗ I → I ,

1⊗ 1 → 1s, 1⊗ 1′ → 1′

1⊗ 1̂ → 1̂, 1⊗ 1̂′ → 1̂′

1′ ⊗ 1′ → 1s, 1
′ ⊗ 1̂ → 1̂′

1′ ⊗ 1̂′ → 1̂, 1̂⊗ 1̂ → 1′s
1̂⊗ 1̂′ → 1, 1̂′ ⊗ 1̂′ → 1′s


with I ∼ αβ
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• I⊗ II → II ,

n = 0

n = 1

1⊗ 2 → 2, 1⊗ 2̂ → 2̂

1̂⊗ 2 → 2̂, 1̂′ ⊗ 2̂ → 2

1′ ⊗ 2 → 2, 1′ ⊗ 2̂ → 2̂

1̂⊗ 2̂ → 2, 1̂′ ⊗ 2 → 2̂


with II ∼ αM (n)

(
β1
β2

)
,

where M (0) =

(
1 0

0 1

)
, M (1) =

(
0 1

−1 0

)
, and the same convention is adopted below.

• I⊗ III → III ,

1⊗ 3 → 3, 1⊗ 3′ → 3′

1⊗ 3̂ → 3̂, 1⊗ 3̂′ → 3̂′

1′ ⊗ 3 → 3′, 1′ ⊗ 3′ → 3

1′ ⊗ 3̂ → 3̂′, 1′ ⊗ 3̂′ → 3̂

1̂⊗ 3 → 3̂, 1̂⊗ 3′ → 3̂′

1̂⊗ 3̂ → 3′, 1̂⊗ 3̂′ → 3

1̂′ ⊗ 3 → 3̂′, 1̂′ ⊗ 3′ → 3̂

1̂′ ⊗ 3̂ → 3, 1̂′ ⊗ 3̂′ → 3′


with III ∼ α

β1β2
β3



• II⊗ II → I1 ⊕ I2 ⊕ II ,

n = 0

n = 1

2⊗ 2 → 1′a ⊕ 1s ⊕ 2s
2⊗ 2̂ → 1̂′ ⊕ 1̂⊕ 2̂

2̂⊗ 2̂ → 1a ⊕ 1′s ⊕ 2s

 with

I1 ∼ α1β2 − α2β1

I2 ∼ α1β1 + α2β2

II ∼M (n)

(
−α1β1 + α2β2
α1β2 + α2β1

)

• II⊗ III → III1 ⊕ III2 ,

2⊗ 3 → 3⊕ 3′

2⊗ 3′ → 3′ ⊕ 3

2⊗ 3̂ → 3̂⊕ 3̂′

2⊗ 3̂′ → 3̂′ ⊕ 3̂

2̂⊗ 3 → 3̂⊕ 3̂′

2̂⊗ 3′ → 3̂′ ⊕ 3̂

2̂⊗ 3̂ → 3′ ⊕ 3

2̂⊗ 3̂′ → 3⊕ 3′


with

III1 ∼

 2α1β1
−α1β2 +

√
3α2β3

−α1β3 +
√
3α2β2



III2 ∼

 −2α2β1√
3α1β3 + α2β2√
3α1β2 + α2β3


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• III⊗ III → I⊕ II⊕ III1 ⊕ III2 ,

n = 0

n = 1

3⊗ 3 → 1s ⊕ 2s ⊕ 3a ⊕ 3′s
3⊗ 3̂ → 1̂⊕ 2̂⊕ 3̂⊕ 3̂′

3′ ⊗ 3′ → 1s ⊕ 2s ⊕ 3a ⊕ 3′s
3′ ⊗ 3̂′ → 1̂⊕ 2̂⊕ 3̂⊕ 3̂′

3̂⊗ 3̂′ → 1⊕ 2⊕ 3⊕ 3′

3⊗ 3′ → 1′ ⊕ 2⊕ 3′ ⊕ 3

3⊗ 3̂′ → 1̂′ ⊕ 2̂⊕ 3̂′ ⊕ 3̂

3′ ⊗ 3̂ → 1̂′ ⊕ 2̂⊕ 3̂′ ⊕ 3̂

3̂⊗ 3̂ → 1′s ⊕ 2s ⊕ 3′a ⊕ 3s
3̂′ ⊗ 3̂′ → 1′s ⊕ 2s ⊕ 3′a ⊕ 3s



with

I ∼ α1β1 + α2β3 + α3β2

II ∼M (n)

(
2α1β1 − α2β3 − α3β2√

3α2β2 +
√
3α3β3

)

III1 ∼

 α2β3 − α3β2
α1β2 − α2β1
−α1β3 + α3β1



III2 ∼

 α2β2 − α3β3
−α1β3 − α3β1
α1β2 + α2β1


C.3.1 Integer weight modular forms of level 4

The linear space spanned by the weight k modular forms at level 4 has dimension 2k + 1,
and a general vector Mk(Γ(4)) in the linear space can be explicitly constructed by using
the theta constants [172]:

Mk(Γ(4)) =
∑

m+n=2k,m,n≥0

cmnθ
m
2 (τ)θn3 (τ) , (C.43)

where cmn are general complex coefficients and the theta constants is defined as

θ2(τ) =
∑
m∈Z

e2πiτ(m+1/2)2 = 2q1/4(1 + q2 + q6 + q12 + . . . ) ,

θ3(τ) =
∑
m∈Z

e2πiτm
2
= 1 + 2q + 2q4 + 2q9 + 2q16 + . . . . (C.44)

Hence the weight k modular forms of level 4 can be expressed as the homogeneous poly-
nomials of degree 2k in θ1 and θ2. In the following, we report the explicit expressions of
the S′

4 modular multiplets up to weight 6 in the working basis of Eq. (C.41). We prefer to
use ϑ1(τ) = θ3(τ), ϑ2(τ) = −θ2(τ) since ϑ1(τ) and ϑ2(τ) turns out to be one-half weight
modular forms and they form a doublet of the metaplectic cover of S′

4 [172].

• kY = 1

Y
(1)

3̂′ =


√
2ϑ1ϑ2
−ϑ22
ϑ21

 . (C.45)

• kY = 2

Y
(2)
2 =

(
ϑ41 + ϑ42

−2
√
3ϑ21ϑ

2
2

)
,

Y
(2)
3 =

 ϑ41 − ϑ42
2
√
2ϑ31ϑ2

2
√
2ϑ1ϑ

3
2

 . (C.46)
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• kY = 3

Y
(3)

1̂′ = ϑ1ϑ2
(
ϑ41 − ϑ42

)
,

Y
(3)

3̂
=

 4
√
2ϑ31ϑ

3
2

ϑ61 + 3ϑ21ϑ
4
2

−ϑ22
(
3ϑ41 + ϑ42

)
 ,

Y
(3)

3̂′ =

2
√
2ϑ1ϑ2

(
ϑ41 + ϑ42

)
ϑ62 − 5ϑ41ϑ

2
2

5ϑ21ϑ
4
2 − ϑ61

 . (C.47)

• kY = 4

Y
(4)
1 = ϑ81 + 14ϑ41ϑ

4
2 + ϑ82 ,

Y
(4)
2 =

(
ϑ81 − 10ϑ41ϑ

4
2 + ϑ82

4
√
3ϑ21ϑ

2
2

(
ϑ41 + ϑ42

)) ,

Y
(4)
3 =

 ϑ82 − ϑ81√
2ϑ2

(
ϑ71 + 7ϑ31ϑ

4
2

)
√
2ϑ1

(
ϑ72 + 7ϑ41ϑ

3
2

)
 ,

Y
(4)
3′ = ϑ1ϑ2

(
ϑ41 − ϑ42

)
√
2ϑ1ϑ2
−ϑ22
ϑ21

 . (C.48)

• kY = 5

Y
(5)

2̂
= ϑ1ϑ2

(
ϑ41 − ϑ42

)(2√3ϑ21ϑ
2
2

ϑ41 + ϑ42

)
,

Y
(5)

3̂
=

 −8
√
2ϑ31ϑ

3
2

(
ϑ41 + ϑ42

)
ϑ21
(
ϑ81 − 14ϑ41ϑ

4
2 − 3ϑ82

)
ϑ22
(
3ϑ81 + 14ϑ41ϑ

4
2 − ϑ82

)
 ,

Y
(5)

3̂′I
=

2
√
2ϑ1ϑ2

(
ϑ81 − 10ϑ41ϑ

4
2 + ϑ82

)
ϑ22
(
13ϑ81 + 2ϑ41ϑ

4
2 + ϑ82

)
−ϑ21

(
ϑ81 + 2ϑ41ϑ

4
2 + 13ϑ82

)
 ,

Y
(5)

3̂′II
=
(
ϑ81 + 14ϑ41ϑ

4
2 + ϑ82

)
√
2ϑ1ϑ2
−ϑ22
ϑ21

 . (C.49)

• kY = 6
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Y
(6)
1 = ϑ121 − 33ϑ81ϑ

4
2 − 33ϑ41ϑ

8
2 + ϑ122 ,

Y
(6)
1′ = ϑ21ϑ

2
2

(
ϑ41 − ϑ42

)2
,

Y
(6)
2 =

(
ϑ81 + 14ϑ41ϑ

4
2 + ϑ82

)( ϑ41 + ϑ42
−2

√
3ϑ21ϑ

2
2

)
,

Y
(6)
3I =

 ϑ121 − 11ϑ81ϑ
4
2 + 11ϑ41ϑ

8
2 − ϑ122

−
√
2ϑ31ϑ2

(
ϑ81 − 22ϑ41ϑ

4
2 − 11ϑ82

)
√
2ϑ1ϑ

3
2

(
11ϑ81 + 22ϑ41ϑ

4
2 − ϑ82

)
 ,

Y
(6)
3II =

(
ϑ81 + 14ϑ42ϑ

4
1 + ϑ82

) ϑ41 − ϑ42
2
√
2ϑ31ϑ2

2
√
2ϑ1ϑ

3
2

 ,

Y
(6)
3′ = ϑ1ϑ2

(
ϑ41 − ϑ42

)2
√
2ϑ1ϑ2

(
ϑ41 + ϑ42

)
ϑ62 − 5ϑ41ϑ

2
2

5ϑ21ϑ
4
2 − ϑ61

 . (C.50)

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.

C.4 N = 5

The finite modular group Γ′
5 which is the double covering of the icosahedral group A5, can

be generated by three generators S, T and R which obey the following rules,

S2 = R, T 5 = (ST )3 = R2 = 1, RT = TR , (C.51)

or equivalently
S4 = T 5 = (ST )3 = 1, S2T = TS2 . (C.52)

The group A5 is reproduced by setting R = 1. The group A′
5 has 120 elements which is

twice as many elements as A5, and all the elements can be divided into the 9 conjugacy
classes as follows:

1C1 = {1} ,
1C2 = {R} = (1C1) ·R ,
20C3 = {ST, TS, S3T 4, T 4S3, T 2ST 4, T 2S3T 2, T 3ST 3, T 3S3T, T 4ST 2, TS3T 3,

T 2ST 3S, T 3ST 2S, ST 2ST 3, ST 3ST 2, S3T 3ST, TST 3S3, S3T 2ST 4,

T 4ST 2S3, ST 2ST 2S, TST 3ST} ,
30C4 = {S, SR, T 2ST 3, T 2ST 3R, T 3ST 2, T 3ST 2R, T 4ST, T 4STR, TST 4, TST 4R,

ST 2ST, ST 2STR, TST 2S, TST 2SR, ST 3ST 2S, ST 3ST 2SR, ST 2ST 3S, ST 2ST 3SR,

T 2ST 3ST 2, T 2ST 3ST 2R, T 3ST 3ST, T 3ST 3STR, TST 3ST 3, TST 3ST 3R,

ST 2ST 3ST, ST 2ST 3STR, TST 3ST 2S, TST 3ST 2SR, T 2ST 3ST 2S, T 2ST 3ST 2SR} ,
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12C5 = {T, T 4, T 3S, ST 3, S3T 2, T 2S3, T 2ST, TST 2, S3TS, TS3T, T 3S3T 4, T 4S3T 3} ,
12C ′

5 = {T 2, T 3, S3T 2S, S3T 3S, T 2ST 2S, ST 2ST 2, T 3ST 3S, ST 3ST 3, T 2ST 3ST,

TST 3ST 2, T 3ST 2ST 4, T 4ST 2ST 3} ,
20C6 = {STR, TSR, S3T 4R, T 4S3R, T 2ST 4R, T 2S3T 2R, T 3ST 3R, T 3S3TR, T 4ST 2R,

TS3T 3R, T 2ST 3SR, T 3ST 2SR, ST 2ST 3R,ST 3ST 2R,S3T 3STR, TST 3S3R,

S3T 2ST 4R, T 4ST 2S3R,ST 2ST 2SR, TST 3STR} = (20C3) ·R ,
12C10 = {TR, T 4R, T 3SR, ST 3R,S3T 2R, T 2S3R, T 2STR, TST 2R,S3TSR, TS3TR,

T 3S3T 4R, T 4S3T 3R} = (12C5) ·R ,
12C ′

10 = {T 2R, T 3R,S3T 2SR, S3T 3SR, T 2ST 2SR, ST 2ST 2R, T 3ST 3SR, ST 3ST 3R,

T 2ST 3STR, TST 3ST 2R, T 3ST 2ST 4R, T 4ST 2ST 3R} = (12C ′
5) ·R . (C.53)

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′

5 has four inequivalent representations 2̂, 2̂′, 4̂′ and 6̂. 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 ,

2̂ : S = i
√

1√
5ϕ

(
ϕ 1

1 −ϕ

)
, T =

(
ω2
5 0

0 ω3
5

)
,

2̂′ : S = i
√

1√
5ϕ

(
1 ϕ

ϕ −1

)
, T =

(
ω5 0

0 ω4
5

)
,

3 : S = 1√
5

 1 −
√
2 −

√
2

−
√
2 −ϕ 1

ϕ

−
√
2 1

ϕ −ϕ

 , T =

1 0 0

0 ω5 0

0 0 ω4
5

 ,

3′ : S = 1√
5

−1
√
2
√
2√

2 − 1
ϕ ϕ√

2 ϕ − 1
ϕ

 , T =

1 0 0

0 ω2
5 0

0 0 ω3
5

 ,

4 : S = 1√
5


1 1

ϕ ϕ −1
1
ϕ −1 1 ϕ

ϕ 1 −1 1
ϕ

−1 ϕ 1
ϕ 1

 , T =


ω5 0 0 0

0 ω2
5 0 0

0 0 ω3
5 0

0 0 0 ω4
5

 ,

4̂′ : S = i
√

1
5
√
5ϕ


−ϕ2

√
3ϕ −

√
3 − 1

ϕ√
3ϕ 1

ϕ −ϕ2 −
√
3

−
√
3 −ϕ2 − 1

ϕ −
√
3ϕ

− 1
ϕ −

√
3 −

√
3ϕ ϕ2

 , T =


ω5 0 0 0

0 ω2
5 0 0

0 0 ω3
5 0

0 0 0 ω4
5

 ,

5 : S = 1
5


−1

√
6

√
6

√
6

√
6√

6 1
ϕ2

−2ϕ 2
ϕ ϕ2√

6 −2ϕ ϕ2 1
ϕ2

2
ϕ√

6 2
ϕ

1
ϕ2

ϕ2 −2ϕ√
6 ϕ2 2

ϕ −2ϕ 1
ϕ2

 , T =


1 0 0 0 0

0 ω5 0 0 0

0 0 ω2
5 0 0

0 0 0 ω3
5 0

0 0 0 0 ω4
5

 ,

6̂ : S = i
√

1
5
√
5ϕ



−1 ϕ 1
ϕ

√
2ϕ

√
2 ϕ2

ϕ 1 ϕ2
√
2 −

√
2ϕ − 1

ϕ
1
ϕ ϕ2 1 −

√
2

√
2ϕ −ϕ√

2ϕ
√
2 −

√
2 −ϕ −1

√
2ϕ√

2 −
√
2ϕ

√
2ϕ −1 ϕ

√
2

ϕ2 − 1
ϕ −ϕ

√
2ϕ

√
2 −1


, T =



1 0 0 0 0 0

0 1 0 0 0 0

0 0 ω5 0 0 0

0 0 0 ω2
5 0 0

0 0 0 0 ω3
5 0

0 0 0 0 0 ω4
5


,

(C.54)

where ϕ = (1 +
√
5)/2 is the golden ratio, and ω5 is the quintic unit root ω5 = e2πi/5.

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′

5 are described by the same set of matrices
which represent the elements in A5, consequently the group A′

5 can not be distinguished
from the group A5 with these representations. The generator R is −1 in the double-valued
representations 2̂, 2̂′, 4̂′ and 6̂. Taking trace of the representation matrices, the character
table of the A′

5 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 1C1 1C2 20C3 30C4 12C5 12C ′
5 12C ′′

5 20C6 12C10

G 1 R ST S T T 2 S3T RT T 2R

1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1

2̂ 2 −2 −1 0 −ϕ 1
ϕ 1 ϕ − 1

ϕ

2̂′ 2 −2 −1 0 1
ϕ −ϕ 1 − 1

ϕ ϕ

3 3 3 0 −1 ϕ − 1
ϕ 0 ϕ − 1

ϕ

3′ 3 3 0 −1 − 1
ϕ ϕ 0 − 1

ϕ ϕ

4 4 4 1 0 −1 −1 1 −1 −1

4̂′ 4 −4 1 0 −1 −1 −1 1 1

5 5 5 −1 1 0 0 −1 0 0

6̂ 6 −6 0 0 1 1 0 −1 −1

Table 24. Character table of A′
5, where G stands for the representative element of each conjugacy

class.

2̂⊗ 2̂ = 1a ⊕ 3s , 2̂⊗ 2̂′ = 4 , 2̂⊗ 3 = 2̂⊕ 4̂′ , 2̂⊗ 3′ = 2̂′ ⊗ 3 = 6̂ ,

2̂⊗ 4 = 2̂′ ⊕ 6̂ , 2̂⊗ 4̂′ = 3⊕ 5 , 2̂⊗ 5 = 2̂′ ⊗ 5 = 4̂′ ⊕ 6̂ ,

2̂⊗ 6̂ = 3⊗ 4 = 3′ ⊕ 4⊕ 5 , 2̂′ ⊗ 2̂′ = 1a ⊕ 3′s , 2̂′ ⊗ 3′ = 2̂′ ⊕ 4̂′ ,

2̂′ ⊗ 4 = 2̂⊕ 6̂ , 2̂′ ⊗ 4̂′ = 3′ ⊕ 5 , 2̂′ ⊗ 6̂ = 3′ ⊗ 4 = 3⊕ 4⊕ 5 ,

3⊗ 3 = 1s ⊕ 3a ⊕ 5s , 3⊗ 3′ = 4⊕ 5 , 3⊗ 4̂′ = 2̂⊕ 4̂′ ⊕ 6̂ ,

3⊗ 5 = 3′ ⊗ 5 = 3⊕ 3′ ⊕ 4⊕ 5 , 3⊗ 6̂ = 2̂′ ⊕ 4̂′ ⊕ 6̂1 ⊕ 6̂2 ,

3′ ⊗ 3′ = 1s ⊕ 3′a ⊕ 5s , 3′ ⊗ 4̂′ = 2̂′ ⊕ 4̂′ ⊕ 6̂ , 3′ ⊗ 6̂ = 2̂⊕ 4̂′ ⊕ 6̂1 ⊕ 6̂2 ,

4⊗ 4 = 1s ⊕ 3a ⊕ 3′a ⊕ 4s ⊕ 5s , 4⊗ 4̂′ = 4̂′ ⊕ 6̂1 ⊕ 6̂2 ,

4⊗ 5 = 3⊕ 3′ ⊕ 4⊕ 51 ⊕ 52 , 4⊗ 6̂ = 2̂⊕ 2̂′ ⊕ 4̂′1 ⊕ 4̂′2 ⊕ 6̂1 ⊕ 6̂2 ,

4̂′ ⊗ 4̂′ = 1a ⊕ 3s ⊕ 3′s ⊕ 4s ⊕ 5a , 4̂′ ⊗ 5 = 2̂⊕ 2̂′ ⊕ 4̂′ ⊕ 6̂1 ⊕ 6̂2 ,

4̂′ ⊗ 6̂ = 3⊕ 3′ ⊕ 41 ⊕ 42 ⊕ 51 ⊕ 52 ,

5⊗ 5 = 1s ⊕ 3a ⊕ 3′a ⊕ 4s ⊕ 4a ⊕ 51,s ⊕ 52,s ,

5⊗ 6̂ = 2̂⊕ 2̂′ ⊕ 4̂′1 ⊕ 4̂′2 ⊕ 6̂1 ⊕ 6̂2 ⊕ 6̂3 ,

6̂⊗ 6̂ = 1a ⊕ 31,s ⊕ 32,s ⊕ 3′1,s ⊕ 3′2,s ⊕ 4s ⊕ 4a ⊕ 51,s ⊕ 52,a ⊕ 53,a , (C.55)

where the subscripts s and a denote symmetric and antisymmetric combinations respec-
tively. For the product decomposition 3 ⊗ 6̂ = 2̂′ ⊕ 4̂′ ⊕ 6̂1 ⊕ 6̂2, 6̂1 and 6̂2 refer to the
two sextet representations appearing in the tensor products of 3 and 6̂, 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 αi to indicate the elements of the first
representation of the product and βi to indicate those of the second representation.
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2̂⊗ 2̂ = 1a ⊕ 3s with


1a ∼ α2β1 − α1β2

3s ∼

−α2β1 − α1β2√
2α2β2

−
√
2α1β1

 (C.56)

2̂⊗ 2̂′ = 4 ∼


α1β2
α2β2
−α1β1
α2β1

 , (C.57)

2̂⊗ 3 = 2̂⊕ 4̂′ with



2̂ ∼
(√

2α2β3 − α1β1
α2β1 +

√
2α1β2

)

4̂′ ∼


−
√
3α1β3√

2α1β1 + α2β3
α1β2 −

√
2α2β1√

3α2β2


(C.58)

2̂⊗ 3′ = 6̂ ∼



−α1β3
−α2β2
α2β3
−α1β1
−α2β1
−α1β2


, (C.59)

2̂⊗ 4 = 2̂′ ⊕ 6̂ with



2̂′ ∼
(
α2β3 + α1β4
α1β2 − α2β1

)

6̂ ∼



α1β3 − α2β2
−α2β2 − α1β3
α2β3 − α1β4√

2α2β4√
2α1β1

α2β1 + α1β2


(C.60)

2̂⊗ 4̂′ = 3⊕ 5 with



3 ∼


√
2α2β2 +

√
2α1β3

α2β3 −
√
3α1β4

−
√
3α2β1 − α1β2



5 ∼



√
2α1β3 −

√
2α2β2√

3α2β3 + α1β4
2α2β4
2α1β1√

3α1β2 − α2β1


(C.61)
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2̂⊗ 5 = 4̂′ ⊕ 6̂ with



4̂′ ∼


2α2β4 + α1β5√
2α1β1 +

√
3α2β5√

2α2β1 −
√
3α1β2

α2β2 − 2α1β3



6̂ ∼



−2α2β3 − α1β4
α2β3 − 2α1β4
2α1β5 − α2β4√
2α2β5 −

√
3α1β1√

3α2β1 +
√
2α1β2

−2α2β2 − α1β3


(C.62)

2̂⊗ 6̂ = 3′ ⊕ 4⊕ 5 with



3′ ∼

α2β4 − α1β5
α2β6 − α1β2
α2β1 + α1β3



4 ∼


√
2α2β5 − α1β6

α1β1 + α1β2 + α2β6
α2β1 − α2β2 − α1β3
−α2β3 −

√
2α1β4



5 ∼



√
3α2β4 +

√
3α1β5

−
√
2α2β5 − 2α1β6

α1β2 + α2β6 − 2α1β1
α2β1 + 2α2β2 − α1β3√

2α1β4 − 2α2β3



(C.63)

2̂′ ⊗ 2̂′ = 1a ⊕ 3′s with


1a ∼ α2β1 − α1β2

3′s ∼

α2β1 + α1β2
−
√
2α1β1√
2α2β2

 (C.64)

2̂′ ⊗ 3 = 6̂ ∼



α2β2 − α1β3
α2β2 + α1β3
−
√
2α1β1

−
√
2α1β2√
2α2β3√
2α2β1


, (C.65)

2̂′ ⊗ 3′ = 2̂′ ⊕ 4̂′ with



2̂′ ∼
(
α1β1 +

√
2α2β2√

2α1β3 − α2β1

)

4̂′ ∼


√
2α1β1 − α2β2√

3α2β3
−
√
3α1β2√

2α2β1 + α1β3


(C.66)

– 128 –



2̂′ ⊗ 4 = 2̂⊕ 6̂ with



2̂ ∼
(
−α1β1 − α2β3
α2β4 − α1β2

)

6̂ ∼



√
2α2β1

−
√
2α1β4

−
√
2α2β2

α1β1 − α2β3
α1β2 + α2β4√

2α1β3


(C.67)

2̂′ ⊗ 4̂′ = 3′ ⊕ 5 with



3′ ∼


√
2α2β1 −

√
2α1β4

α1β1 −
√
3α2β3

α2β4 −
√
3α1β2



5 ∼


−
√
2α2β1 −

√
2α1β4

−2α2β2
−
√
3α1β1 − α2β3

α1β2 +
√
3α2β4

−2α1β3


(C.68)

2̂′ ⊗ 5 = 4̂′ ⊕ 6̂ with



4̂′ ∼


√
3α2β3 −

√
2α1β1

−2α1β2 − α2β4
2α2β5 − α1β3√
2α2β1 +

√
3α1β4



6̂ ∼



3α1β5 − α2β2
3α2β2 + α1β5√
6α1β1 + 2α2β3√

2α1β2 − 2
√
2α2β4

2
√
2α1β3 +

√
2α2β5√

6α2β1 − 2α1β4


(C.69)

2̂′ ⊗ 6̂ = 3⊕ 4⊕ 5 with



3 ∼


√
2α2β3 +

√
2α1β6

α1β1 + α1β2 +
√
2α2β4

α2β1 +
√
2α1β5 − α2β2



4 ∼


α2β4 −

√
2α1β1√

2α1β3 + α2β5
α1β4 +

√
2α2β6

−
√
2α2β2 − α1β5



5 ∼



√
6α1β6 −

√
6α2β3

3α1β2 − α1β1 −
√
2α2β4

2α1β3 − 2
√
2α2β5

2α2β6 − 2
√
2α1β4√

2α1β5 − 3α2β1 − α2β2



(C.70)
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3⊗ 3 = 1s ⊕ 3a ⊕ 5s with



1s ∼ α1β1 + α3β2 + α2β3

3a ∼

α2β3 − α3β2
α1β2 − α2β1
α3β1 − α1β3



5s ∼


2α1β1 − α3β2 − α2β3
−
√
3α2β1 −

√
3α1β2√

6α2β2√
6α3β3

−
√
3α3β1 −

√
3α1β3


(C.71)

3⊗ 3′ = 4⊕ 5 with



4 ∼


√
2α2β1 + α3β2

−
√
2α1β2 − α3β3

−α2β2 −
√
2α1β3√

2α3β1 + α2β3



5 ∼



√
3α1β1

α2β1 −
√
2α3β2

α1β2 −
√
2α3β3

α1β3 −
√
2α2β2

α3β1 −
√
2α2β3


(C.72)

3⊗ 4 = 3′ ⊕ 4⊕ 5 with



3′ ∼

 −
√
2α3β1 −

√
2α2β4

α3β3 +
√
2α1β2 − α2β1

α2β2 +
√
2α1β3 − α3β4



4 ∼


α1β1 −

√
2α3β2

−
√
2α2β1 − α1β2

α1β3 +
√
2α3β4√

2α2β3 − α1β4



5 ∼



√
6α2β4 −

√
6α3β1

2
√
2α1β1 + 2α3β2

3α3β3 + α2β1 −
√
2α1β2√

2α1β3 − 3α2β2 − α3β4
−2α2β3 − 2

√
2α1β4



(C.73)
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3⊗ 4̂′ = 2̂⊕ 4̂′ ⊕ 6̂ with



2̂ ∼
(
α3β3 +

√
2α1β2 −

√
3α2β1

α2β2 +
√
3α3β4 −

√
2α1β3

)

4̂′ ∼


−3α1β1 −

√
6α3β2

−2
√
2α3β3 −

√
6α2β1 − α1β2

α1β3 +
√
6α3β4 − 2

√
2α2β2√

6α2β3 + 3α1β4



6̂ ∼



2
√
2α2β4 −

√
2α3β1

−2
√
2α3β1 −

√
2α2β4√

6α3β2 − 2α1β1
α2β1 +

√
6α1β2 −

√
3α3β3√

3α2β2 +
√
6α1β3 + α3β4√

6α2β3 − 2α1β4



(C.74)

3⊗ 5 = 3⊕ 3′ ⊕ 4

⊕5
with



3 ∼


√
3α3β2 +

√
3α2β5 − 2α1β1

α2β1 +
√
3α1β2 −

√
6α3β3

α3β1 +
√
3α1β5 −

√
6α2β4


3′ ∼


√
3α1β1 + α3β2 + α2β5

α1β3 −
√
2α2β2 −

√
2α3β4

α1β4 −
√
2α2β3 −

√
2α3β5



4 ∼


α3β3 + 2

√
2α1β2 −

√
6α2β1

2α2β2 −
√
2α1β3 − 3α3β4

3α2β3 +
√
2α1β4 − 2α3β5√

6α3β1 − α2β4 − 2
√
2α1β5



5 ∼



√
3α2β5 −

√
3α3β2

−
√
2α3β3 −

√
3α2β1 − α1β2

−
√
2α2β2 − 2α1β3

2α1β4 +
√
2α3β5√

3α3β1 +
√
2α2β4 + α1β5



(C.75)
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3⊗ 6̂ = 2̂′ ⊕ 4̂′ ⊕ 6̂1
⊕6̂2

with



2̂′ ∼
(
α2β1 +

√
2α1β3 +

√
2α3β4 − α2β2

−α3β1 − α3β2 −
√
2α2β5 −

√
2α1β6

)

4̂′ ∼


α3β4 −

√
2α2β1 − 2

√
2α2β2 − 2α1β3√

6α2β3 +
√
6α1β4 +

√
3α3β5√

6α1β5 +
√
6α3β6 −

√
3α2β4

2
√
2α3β1 + α2β5 −

√
2α3β2 − 2α1β6



6̂1 ∼



−α1β1 −
√
2α3β3

α1β2 +
√
2α2β6

α1β3 −
√
2α2β1√

2α3β5 − α1β4√
2α2β4 + α1β5√
2α3β2 − α1β6



6̂2 ∼



√
2α1β2 + α3β3 − α2β6√
2α1β1 − α3β3 − α2β6

α2β1 − α2β2 −
√
2α3β4√

2α1β4 −
√
2α2β3√

2α3β6 −
√
2α1β5√

2α2β5 − α3β1 − α3β2



(C.76)

3′ ⊗ 3′ = 1s ⊕ 3′a ⊕ 5s with



1s ∼ α1β1 + α3β2 + α2β3

3′a ∼

α2β3 − α3β2
α1β2 − α2β1
α3β1 − α1β3



5s ∼


2α1β1 − α3β2 − α2β3√

6α3β3
−
√
3α2β1 −

√
3α1β2

−
√
3α3β1 −

√
3α1β3√

6α2β2


(C.77)

3′ ⊗ 4 = 3⊕ 4⊕ 5 with



3 ∼

 −
√
2α3β2 −

√
2α2β3√

2α1β1 + α2β4 − α3β3
α3β1 +

√
2α1β4 − α2β2



4 ∼


α1β1 +

√
2α3β3

α1β2 −
√
2α3β4√

2α2β1 − α1β3
−
√
2α2β2 − α1β4



5 ∼



√
6α2β3 −

√
6α3β2√

2α1β1 − α3β3 − 3α2β4
2
√
2α1β2 + 2α3β4

−2α2β1 − 2
√
2α1β3

3α3β1 + α2β2 −
√
2α1β4



(C.78)
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3′ ⊗ 4̂′ = 2̂′ ⊕ 4̂′ ⊕ 6̂ with



2̂′ ∼
(√

3α3β3 −
√
2α1β1 − α2β4

α3β1 −
√
3α2β2 −

√
2α1β4

)

4̂′ ∼


α1β1 +

√
6α3β3 + 2

√
2α2β4√

6α3β4 − 3α1β2√
6α2β1 + 3α1β3

2
√
2α3β1 +

√
6α2β2 − α1β4



6̂ ∼



−α3β2 − 3α2β3
3α3β2 − α2β3√

6α1β1 + α3β3 −
√
3α2β4

2α1β2 +
√
6α3β4

2α1β3 −
√
6α2β1√

3α3β1 +
√
6α1β4 − α2β2



(C.79)

3′ ⊗ 5 = 3⊕ 3′ ⊕ 4

⊕5
with



3 ∼


√
3α1β1 + α3β3 + α2β4

α1β2 −
√
2α3β4 −

√
2α2β5

α1β5 −
√
2α3β2 −

√
2α2β3


3′ ∼


√
3α3β3 +

√
3α2β4 − 2α1β1

α2β1 +
√
3α1β3 −

√
6α3β5

α3β1 +
√
3α1β4 −

√
6α2β2



4 ∼


√
2α1β2 + 3α2β5 − 2α3β4

2
√
2α1β3 + α3β5 −

√
6α2β1√

6α3β1 − α2β2 − 2
√
2α1β4

2α2β3 − 3α3β2 −
√
2α1β5



5 ∼



√
3α2β4 −

√
3α3β3

2α1β2 +
√
2α3β4

−
√
3α2β1 − α1β3 −

√
2α3β5√

3α3β1 +
√
2α2β2 + α1β4

−
√
2α2β3 − 2α1β5



(C.80)
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3′ ⊗ 6̂ = 2̂⊕ 4̂′ ⊕ 6̂1
⊕6̂2

with



2̂ ∼
(
α2β1 + α1β4 + α3β6
α1β5 + α3β2 − α2β3

)

4̂′ ∼


√
6α3β5 −

√
6α1β3 −

√
3α2β6

α2β1 + α3β6 − 3α2β2 − 2α1β4
3α3β1 + α3β2 − α2β3 − 2α1β5√
3α3β3 −

√
6α2β4 −

√
6α1β6



6̂1 ∼



α1β1 − α3β4
α2β5 − α1β2
α1β3 + α3β5
α3β6 − α2β1
α3β2 + α2β3
α2β4 − α1β6



6̂2 ∼



α1β2 + α3β4 + α2β5
α1β1 + α3β4 − α2β5√

2α2β6 − α1β3
α2β1 + α2β2 − α1β4
α3β1 + α1β5 − α3β2√

2α3β3 + α1β6



(C.81)

4⊗ 4 = 1s ⊕ 3a ⊕ 3′a
⊕4s ⊕ 5s

with



1s ∼ α4β1 + α1β4 + α3β2 + α2β3

3a ∼

α4β1 − α1β4 + α2β3 − α3β2√
2α2β4 −

√
2α4β2√

2α1β3 −
√
2α3β1


3′a ∼

α2β3 − α3β2 + α1β4 − α4β1√
2α3β4 −

√
2α4β3√

2α1β2 −
√
2α2β1



4s ∼


α3β3 + α4β2 + α2β4
α1β1 + α4β3 + α3β4
α4β4 + α2β1 + α1β2
α2β2 + α3β1 + α1β3



5s ∼



√
3α4β1 +

√
3α1β4 −

√
3α3β2 −

√
3α2β3

2
√
2α3β3 −

√
2α4β2 −

√
2α2β4√

2α4β3 +
√
2α3β4 − 2

√
2α1β1√

2α2β1 +
√
2α1β2 − 2

√
2α4β4

2
√
2α2β2 −

√
2α3β1 −

√
2α1β3



(C.82)
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4⊗ 4̂′ = 4̂′ ⊕ 6̂1 ⊕ 6̂2 with



4̂′ ∼


−α3β3 − α4β2 −

√
3α2β4

α1β1 +
√
3α4β3 − α3β4

α4β4 + α2β1 −
√
3α1β2

α2β2 +
√
3α3β1 − α1β3



6̂1 ∼



−
√
3α3β2 − α1β4√
3α2β3 − α4β1

α2β4 −
√
3α4β2

−
√
2α1β1 −

√
2α3β4√

2α4β4 −
√
2α2β1

α3β1 +
√
3α1β3



6̂2 ∼



−
√
3α4β1 − 2α3β2 − α2β3√
3α1β4 + 2α2β3 − α3β2√
3α2β4 − α4β2 − 2α3β3√

2α4β3 −
√
6α1β1√

2α1β2 +
√
6α4β4√

3α3β1 + α1β3 − 2α2β2



(C.83)

4⊗ 5 = 3⊕ 3′ ⊕ 4

⊕51 ⊕ 52
with



3 ∼


√
2α3β3 + 2

√
2α1β5 − 2

√
2α4β2 −

√
2α2β4

2α2β5 + 3α3β4 − α4β3 −
√
6α1β1√

6α4β1 + α1β4 − 2α3β2 − 3α2β3


3′ ∼


√
2α1β5 + 2

√
2α2β4 −

√
2α4β2 − 2

√
2α3β3

2α4β4 + 3α1β2 −
√
6α2β1 − α3β5

α2β2 +
√
6α3β1 − 2α1β3 − 3α4β5



4 ∼


√
3α1β1 +

√
2α3β4 − 2

√
2α4β3 −

√
2α2β5√

2α4β4 + 2
√
2α3β5 −

√
3α2β1 −

√
2α1β2

2
√
2α2β2 +

√
2α1β3 −

√
3α3β1 −

√
2α4β5√

3α4β1 − 2
√
2α1β4 +

√
2α2β3 −

√
2α3β2



51 ∼



√
2α1β5 +

√
2α4β2 −

√
2α2β4 −

√
2α3β3

−
√
2α1β1 −

√
3α4β3 −

√
3α3β4√

3α3β5 +
√
2α2β1 +

√
3α1β2√

2α3β1 +
√
3α2β2 +

√
3α4β5

−
√
3α2β3 −

√
2α4β1 −

√
3α1β4



52 ∼


4α3β3 + 2α1β5 + 2α4β2 + 4α2β4

4α1β1 + 2
√
6α2β5

2
√
6α4β4 + 2α2β1 −

√
6α1β2 −

√
6α3β5

2α3β1 + 2
√
6α1β3 −

√
6α2β2 −

√
6α4β5

4α4β1 + 2
√
6α3β2



(C.84)
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4⊗ 6̂ = 2̂⊕ 2̂′ ⊕ 4̂′1
⊕4̂′2 ⊕ 6̂1 ⊕ 6̂2

with



2̂ ∼
(
α2β1 +

√
2α4β5 + α3β6 − α2β2 − α1β3√

2α1β4 + α4β6 + α2β3 − α3β2 − α3β1

)

2̂′ ∼
(
α4β4 + α3β5 +

√
2α2β6 −

√
2α1β2√

2α4β1 + α1β5 −
√
2α3β3 − α2β4

)

4̂′1 ∼


α2β6 − α1β2 −

√
2α4β4 −

√
2α3β5

−
√
3α2β1 −

√
3α1β3√

3α3β2 +
√
3α4β6

α3β3 +
√
2α1β5 − α4β1 −

√
2α2β4



4̂′2 ∼


√
3α1β1 −

√
3α1β2 −

√
6α3β5

α2β2 + 2α3β6 − α2β1 − 2α1β3 −
√
2α4β5

α3β1 + 2α4β6 + α3β2 + 2α2β3 −
√
2α1β4

−
√
3α4β1 −

√
3α4β2 −

√
6α2β4



6̂1 ∼



α2β5 −
√
2α4β3 − α3β4

−α3β4 − α2β5 −
√
2α1β6

α4β4 −
√
2α1β1 − α3β5

α1β3 + α3β6 − α2β1 − α2β2
α3β1 + α4β6 − α3β2 − α2β3
α1β5 + α2β4 −

√
2α4β2



6̂2 ∼



α2β5 +
√
2α4β3 + α3β4 −

√
2α1β6

α2β5 +
√
2α1β6 +

√
2α4β3 − α3β4

α3β5 −
√
2α1β2 − α4β4 −

√
2α2β6

2α2β2 +
√
2α4β5

−2α3β1 −
√
2α1β4√

2α4β1 +
√
2α3β3 − α2β4 − α1β5



(C.85)

4̂′ ⊗ 4̂′ = 1a ⊕ 3s ⊕ 3′s
⊕4s ⊕ 5a

with



1a ∼ α4β1 − α1β4 + α3β2 − α2β3

3s ∼

3α4β1 + 3α1β4 + α3β2 + α2β3
2
√
2α3β3 +

√
6α4β2 +

√
6α2β4√

6α3β1 +
√
6α1β3 − 2

√
2α2β2


3′s ∼

α4β1 + α1β4 − 3α3β2 − 3α2β3√
6α4β3 +

√
6α3β4 − 2

√
2α1β1

2
√
2α4β4 −

√
6α2β1 −

√
6α1β2



4s ∼


α4β2 + α2β4 −

√
3α3β3√

3α1β1 + α4β3 + α3β4√
3α4β4 + α2β1 + α1β2

−
√
3α2β2 − α3β1 − α1β3



5a ∼


α4β1 − α1β4 + α2β3 − α3β2√

2α2β4 −
√
2α4β2√

2α4β3 −
√
2α3β4√

2α1β2 −
√
2α2β1√

2α1β3 −
√
2α3β1



(C.86)
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4̂′ ⊗ 5 = 2̂⊕ 2̂′ ⊕ 4̂′

⊕6̂1 ⊕ 6̂2
with



2̂ ∼
(√

2α2β1 + α1β2 − 2α4β4 −
√
3α3β5√

3α2β2 + α4β5 +
√
2α3β1 + 2α1β3

)

2̂′ ∼
(√

3α4β3 − α3β4 −
√
2α1β1 − 2α2β5√

2α4β1 +
√
3α1β4 + 2α3β2 − α2β3

)

4̂′ ∼


√
2α2β5 − α1β1 −

√
2α3β4√

2α4β4 + α2β1 +
√
2α1β2√

2α4β5 + α3β1 −
√
2α1β3√

2α3β2 +
√
2α2β3 − α4β1



6̂1 ∼



√
2α2β4 +

√
6α1β5 −

√
2α3β3

−
√
2α3β3 −

√
6α4β2 −

√
2α2β4√

2α2β5 +
√
6α4β3 +

√
2α3β4

α3β5 +
√
6α2β1 −

√
3α1β2

α2β2 +
√
3α4β5 −

√
6α3β1√

6α1β4 +
√
2α2β3 −

√
2α3β2



6̂2 ∼



2α4β2 −
√
3α2β4 −

√
3α3β3√

3α3β3 + 2α1β5 −
√
3α2β4√

3α3β4 − α4β3 −
√
6α1β1√

2α4β4 −
√
2α1β2 −

√
6α3β5√

2α1β3 +
√
2α4β5 −

√
6α2β2√

3α2β3 +
√
6α4β1 − α1β4



(C.87)
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4̂′ ⊗ 6̂ = 3⊕ 3′ ⊕ 41
⊕42 ⊕ 51 ⊕ 52

with



3 ∼

 2α1β6 +
√
6α3β4 − 2α4β3 −

√
6α2β5√

2α1β2 + α4β4 +
√
3α3β5 − 2

√
2α1β1 −

√
6α2β6√

6α3β3 +
√
3α2β4 − 2

√
2α4β2 −

√
2α4β1 − α1β5


3′ ∼


√
6α4β3 + 2α3β4 − 2α2β5 −

√
6α1β6

3α2β1 + α2β2 +
√
3α1β3 −

√
6α4β5 − α3β6√

3α4β6 + 3α3β2 − α2β3 − α3β1 −
√
6α1β4



41 ∼


α1β1 −

√
2α4β4 −

√
3α2β6

−
√
3α2β2 − α1β3 −

√
2α4β5√

2α1β4 + α4β6 −
√
3α3β1

−α4β2 −
√
3α3β3 −

√
2α1β5



42 ∼


√
2α3β5 −

√
3α1β2 −

√
6α4β4 − α2β6

α2β1 − 2α2β2 −
√
3α1β3 − 2α3β6√

3α4β6 + 2α2β3 − α3β2 − 2α3β1
−
√
3α4β1 − α3β3 −

√
2α2β4 −

√
6α1β5



51 ∼



√
6α3β4 +

√
6α2β5√

6α1β2 + α3β5 +
√
2α2β6 −

√
3α4β4√

2α2β1 +
√
2α2β2 +

√
2α3β6 −

√
6α1β3√

2α3β1 +
√
6α4β6 −

√
2α3β2 −

√
2α2β3√

6α4β1 +
√
2α3β3 − α2β4 −

√
3α1β5



52 ∼



√
6α4β3 +

√
6α1β6

2α1β1 +
√
2α4β4 +

√
6α3β5√

3α2β2 −
√
3α2β1 − α1β3 −

√
2α4β5 −

√
3α3β6√

3α3β1 +
√
2α1β4 + α4β6 +

√
3α3β2 +

√
3α2β3√

2α1β5 − 2α4β2 −
√
6α2β4



(C.88)
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5⊗ 5 = 1s ⊕ 3a ⊕ 3′a
⊕4s ⊕ 4a ⊕ 51,s

⊕52,s

with



1s ∼ α1β1 + α5β2 + α2β5 + α4β3 + α3β4

3a ∼

 2α3β4 − 2α4β3 + α2β5 − α5β2√
3α2β1 −

√
3α1β2 +

√
2α3β5 −

√
2α5β3√

2α2β4 −
√
2α4β2 +

√
3α1β5 −

√
3α5β1


3′a ∼

 α4β3 − α3β4 + 2α2β5 − 2α5β2√
3α1β3 −

√
3α3β1 +

√
2α4β5 −

√
2α5β4√

3α4β1 −
√
3α1β4 +

√
2α2β3 −

√
2α3β2



4s ∼


4α4β4 +

√
6α2β1 +

√
6α1β2 − α5β3 − α3β5

4α2β2 +
√
6α3β1 +

√
6α1β3 − α5β4 − α4β5

4α5β5 +
√
6α4β1 +

√
6α1β4 − α3β2 − α2β3

4α3β3 +
√
6α5β1 +

√
6α1β5 − α4β2 − α2β4



4a ∼


√
2α1β2 −

√
2α2β1 +

√
3α3β5 −

√
3α5β3√

2α3β1 −
√
2α1β3 +

√
3α4β5 −

√
3α5β4√

2α4β1 −
√
2α1β4 +

√
3α3β2 −

√
3α2β3√

3α4β2 −
√
3α2β4 +

√
2α1β5 −

√
2α5β1



51,s ∼


2α1β1 + α5β2 + α2β5 − 2α4β3 − 2α3β4
α2β1 + α1β2 +

√
6α5β3 +

√
6α3β5√

6α2β2 − 2α3β1 − 2α1β3√
6α5β5 − 2α4β1 − 2α1β4

α5β1 + α1β5 +
√
6α4β2 +

√
6α2β4



52,s ∼


2α1β1 + α4β3 + α3β4 − 2α5β2 − 2α2β5√

6α4β4 − 2α2β1 − 2α1β2
α3β1 + α1β3 +

√
6α5β4 +

√
6α4β5

α4β1 + α1β4 +
√
6α3β2 +

√
6α2β3√

6α3β3 − 2α5β1 − 2α1β5



(C.89)
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5⊗ 6̂ = 2̂⊕ 2̂′ ⊕ 4̂′1
⊕4̂′2 ⊕ 6̂1 ⊕ 6̂2

⊕6̂3

with



2̂ ∼
(
α3β1 +

√
3α1β4 + α4β6 + 2α3β2 − 2α2β3 −

√
2α5β5

2α4β1 + α3β3 + 2α5β6 −
√
3α1β5 − α4β2 −

√
2α2β4

)

2̂′ ∼
(
3α2β1 + α2β2 +

√
6α1β3 +

√
2α5β4 + 2

√
2α4β5 − 2α3β6√

6α1β6 + 3α5β2 +
√
2α2β5 + 2α4β3 − 2

√
2α3β4 − α5β1

)

4̂′1 ∼


√
6α1β3 + α3β6 +

√
2α5β4 −

√
2α4β5 − 2α2β2√

3α3β1 +
√
3α3β2 +

√
6α5β5 −

√
3α4β6√

3α4β1 +
√
6α2β4 −

√
3α4β2 −

√
3α3β3

α4β3 −
√
2α3β4 − 2α5β1 −

√
2α2β5 −

√
6α1β6



4̂′2 ∼


√
3α5β4 −

√
6α2β1 −

√
6α3β6√

2α3β2 −
√
2α2β3 −

√
2α3β1 −

√
6α1β4 − α5β5 −

√
2α4β6√

2α4β1 +
√
6α1β5 +

√
2α5β6 +

√
2α4β2 − α2β4 −

√
2α3β3√

6α5β2 −
√
3α2β5 −

√
6α4β3



6̂1 ∼



α1β1 +
√
3α4β4 −

√
6α2β6

α1β2 +
√
6α5β3 +

√
3α3β5√

6α2β2 + α1β3 −
√
3α4β5√

3α3β1 +
√
3α4β6 − 2α1β4√

3α4β2 −
√
3α3β3 − 2α1β5√

3α3β4 + α1β6 −
√
6α5β1



6̂2 ∼



√
3α1β1 +

√
2α5β3 − 2α3β5 − α4β4√

3α1β2 + 2α4β4 +
√
2α2β6 − α3β5√

2α2β1 + 2α5β4 − α4β5 −
√
3α1β3

α4β6 + 2α3β2 + 2α2β3 − α3β1
2α5β6 − 2α4β1 − α4β2 − α3β3

α3β4 +
√
2α5β2 + 2α2β5 −

√
3α1β6



6̂3 ∼



√
2α1β1 +

√
3α2β6 +

√
3α5β3 −

√
6α3β5 −

√
6α4β4√

2α1β2 +
√
6α4β4 +

√
3α2β6 −

√
3α5β3 −

√
6α3β5√

3α2β1 +
√
6α5β4 −

√
3α2β2 − 2

√
2α1β3√

2α1β4 +
√
6α3β2 +

√
6α2β3 −

√
6α3β1√

2α1β5 +
√
6α5β6 −

√
6α4β1 −

√
6α4β2√

3α5β1 +
√
3α5β2 +

√
6α2β5 − 2

√
2α1β6


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6̂⊗ 6̂ = 1a ⊕ 31,s ⊕ 32,s
⊕3′1,s ⊕ 3′2,s ⊕ 4s
⊕4a ⊕ 51,s ⊕ 52,a

⊕53,a

with



1a ∼ α2β1 − α1β2 + α6β3 − α3β6 + α5β4 − α4β5

31,s ∼

α6β3 + α3β6 − α2β1 − α1β2 − α5β4 − α4β5√
2α5β5 −

√
2α3β2 −

√
2α2β3

−
√
2α4β4 −

√
2α6β1 −

√
2α1β6


32,s ∼

 2α2β2 + 2α5β4 + 2α4β5 − 2α1β1√
2α3β1 +

√
2α1β3 +

√
2α3β2 +

√
2α2β3 − 2α6β4 − 2α4β6√

2α6β1 +
√
2α1β6 −

√
2α6β2 −

√
2α2β6 − 2α5β3 − 2α3β5


3′
1,s ∼

 α2β1 + α1β2 + α6β3 + α3β6
α6β5 + α5β6 − α4β2 − α2β4
−α5β1 − α1β5 − α4β3 − α3β4


3′
2,s ∼

α2β2 − α1β1 − α6β3 − α3β6 − α5β4 − α4β5
α4β2 + α2β4 −

√
2α3β3 − α4β1 − α1β4√

2α6β6 + α5β1 + α1β5 + α5β2 + α2β5



4s ∼


2
√
2α3β1 + 2

√
2α1β3 + α6β4 + α4β6 − 2

√
2α5β5 −

√
2α3β2 −

√
2α2β3

2
√
2α3β3 − 3α4β1 − 3α1β4 − α4β2 − α2β4 − α6β5 − α5β6

2
√
2α6β6 + α5β1 + α1β5 − 3α5β2 − 3α2β5 − α4β3 − α3β4√

2α6β1 +
√
2α1β6 + 2

√
2α6β2 + 2

√
2α2β6 − 2

√
2α4β4 − α5β3 − α3β5



4a ∼


√
2α2β3 −

√
2α3β2 + α4β6 − α6β4

α4β1 − α1β4 + α2β4 − α4β2 + α6β5 − α5β6
α5β1 − α1β5 + α5β2 − α2β5 + α3β4 − α4β3√

2α6β1 −
√
2α1β6 + α3β5 − α5β3



51,s ∼


−
√
6α1β1 −

√
6α2β2

2α5β5 + α3β1 + α1β3 + α3β2 + α2β3 +
√
2α6β4 +

√
2α4β6

2α3β3 +
√
2α4β2 +

√
2α2β4 +

√
2α6β5 +

√
2α5β6

2α6β6 +
√
2α4β3 +

√
2α3β4 −

√
2α5β1 −

√
2α1β5

2α4β4 + α6β2 + α2β6 − α6β1 − α1β6 −
√
2α5β3 −

√
2α3β5



52,a ∼


α1β2 − α2β1 + 2α5β4 − 2α4β5 + α3β6 − α6β3√

6α1β3 −
√
6α3β1√

3α4β2 −
√
3α2β4 +

√
3α6β5 −

√
3α5β6√

3α3β4 −
√
3α4β3 +

√
3α1β5 −

√
3α5β1√

6α2β6 −
√
6α6β2



53,a ∼



√
2α2β1 −

√
2α1β2 +

√
2α5β4 −

√
2α4β5 + 2

√
2α3β6 − 2

√
2α6β3√

3α1β3 −
√
3α3β1 +

√
3α2β3 −

√
3α3β2 +

√
6α6β4 −

√
6α4β6√

6α4β1 −
√
6α1β4 +

√
6α4β2 −

√
6α2β4√

6α5β2 −
√
6α2β5 +

√
6α1β5 −

√
6α5β1√

3α6β1 −
√
3α1β6 +

√
6α5β3 −

√
6α3β5 +

√
3α2β6 −

√
3α6β2



(C.91)

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 Mk(Γ(5)) in the linear space can be explicitly constructed through
the Dedekind eta-function and Klein form as follow [153, 165]:

Mk(Γ(5)) =
∑

m+n=5k,m,n≥0

cmn
η15k(5τ)

η3k(τ)
km1
5
,0
(5τ)kn2

5
,0
(5τ) , (C.92)
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where the Dedekind eta-function η(τ) is defined in Eq. (4.19) and Klein form k(r1,r2)(τ) is
given by [160, 167–169]:

k(r1,r2)(τ) = q(r1−1)/2
z (1− qz)

∞∏
n=1

(1− qnqz)(1− qnq−1
z )(1− qn)−2 , (C.93)

with qz = e2πiz and z = r1τ + r2. From Eq. (C.92), we known that the modular space of
level 5 can be generated by F1(τ) and F2(τ),

F1(τ) =
η3(5τ)k 2

5
,0(5τ)

η(τ)3/5
, F2(τ) =

η3(5τ)k 1
5
,0(5τ)

η(τ)3/5
, (C.94)

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 F1(τ) and
F2(τ):

5k∑
n=0

cnF
n
1 (τ)F

5k−n
2 (τ) . (C.95)

Because F1(τ) and F2(τ) 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

F 5
1 (τ), F 4

1 (τ)F2(τ), F 3
1 (τ)F

2
2 (τ), F 2

1 (τ)F
3
2 (τ), F1(τ)F

4
2 (τ), F 5

2 (τ) . (C.96)

In the representation basis of Eq. (C.54), the above six modular forms can be organized
into a six dimensional representation 6̂ of Γ′

5 = A′
5:

Y
(1)

6̂
(τ) =



F 5
1 + 2F 5

2

2F 5
1 − F 5

2

5F 4
1F2

5
√
2F 3

1F
2
2

−5
√
2F 2

1F
3
2

5F1F
4
2


≡



Y1(τ)

Y2(τ)

Y3(τ)

Y4(τ)

Y5(τ)

Y6(τ)


, (C.97)

which fulfills the identities in Eqs. (4.13,4.14). The q-expansion of the modular forms
Y1,2,3,4,5,6 reads as

Y1(τ) = 1 + 5q + 10q3 − 5q4 + 5q5 + 10q6 + 5q9 + . . . ,

Y2(τ) = 2 + 5q + 10q2 + 5q4 + 5q5 + 10q6 + 10q7 − 5q9 + . . . ,

Y3(τ) = 5q1/5
(
1 + 2q + 2q2 + q3 + 2q4 + 2q5 + 2q6 + q7 + 2q8 + 2q9 + . . .

)
,

Y4(τ) = 5
√
2q2/5

(
1 + q + q2 + q3 + 2q4 + q6 + q7 + 2q8 + q9 + . . .

)
,

Y5(τ) = −5
√
2q3/5

(
1 + q2 + q3 + q4 − q5 + 2q6 + q8 + q9 + . . .

)
,

Y6(τ) = 5q4/5
(
1− q + 2q2 + 2q6 − 2q7 + 2q8 + q9 + . . .

)
. (C.98)
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The higher weight modular forms can be constructed from tensor products of Y (1)

6̂
(τ).

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 A′

5. Without loss of generality we can choose the weight 2 and level 5
modular forms as

Y
(2)
3 = (Y

(1)

6̂
Y

(1)

6̂
)31,s =

−2 (Y1Y2 + Y4Y5 − Y3Y6)√
2
(
Y 2
5 − 2Y2Y3

)
−
√
2
(
Y 2
4 + 2Y1Y6

)
 ,

Y
(2)
3′ = (Y

(1)

6̂
Y

(1)

6̂
)3′

1,s =

 2 (Y1Y2 + Y3Y6)

2Y5Y6 − 2Y2Y4
−2 (Y3Y4 + Y1Y5)

 ,

Y
(2)
5 = (Y

(1)

6̂
Y

(1)

6̂
)51,s =


−
√
6
(
Y 2
1 + Y 2

2

)
2
(
Y 2
5 + Y1Y3 + Y2Y3 +

√
2Y4Y6

)
2
(
Y 2
3 +

√
2 (Y2Y4 + Y5Y6)

)
2
(
Y 2
6 +

√
2Y3Y4 −

√
2Y1Y5

)
2
(
Y 2
4 −

√
2Y3Y5 + (Y2 − Y1)Y6

)

 .

(C.99)

The linear space of modular forms of weight k = 3 and level 5 has dimension 5k + 1 = 16,
and they can be decomposed into a quartet and two sextets transforming as 4̂′ and 6̂ under
A′

5,

Y
(3)

4̂′ = (Y
(1)

6̂
Y

(2)
3′ )4̂′ =


−
√
6Y3Y

(2)
3′,1 −

√
3Y6Y

(2)
3′,2 +

√
6Y5Y

(2)
3′,3

−2Y4Y
(2)
3′,1 + Y1Y

(2)
3′,2 − 3Y2Y

(2)
3′,2 + Y6Y

(2)
3′,3

−2Y5Y
(2)
3′,1 − Y3Y

(2)
3′,2 + (3Y1 + Y2)Y

(2)
3′,3

−
√
6Y6Y

(2)
3′,1 −

√
6Y4Y

(2)
3′,2 +

√
3Y3Y

(2)
3′,3

 ,

Y
(3)

6̂I
= (Y

(1)

6̂
Y

(2)
3 )6̂1

=



−Y1Y (2)
3,1 −

√
2Y3Y

(2)
3,3

Y2Y
(2)
3,1 +

√
2Y6Y

(2)
3,2

Y3Y
(2)
3,1 −

√
2Y1Y

(2)
3,2√

2Y5Y
(2)
3,3 − Y4Y

(2)
3,1

Y5Y
(2)
3,1 +

√
2Y4Y

(2)
3,2√

2Y2Y
(2)
3,3 − Y6Y

(2)
3,1


,

Y
(3)

6̂II
= (Y

(1)

6̂
Y

(2)
5 )6̂3

=



√
2Y1Y

(2)
5,1 +

√
3
(
Y6Y

(2)
5,2 −

√
2Y5Y

(2)
5,3 −

√
2Y4Y

(2)
5,4 + Y3Y

(2)
5,5

)
√
2Y2Y

(2)
5,1 +

√
3
(
Y6Y

(2)
5,2 −

√
2Y5Y

(2)
5,3 +

√
2Y4Y

(2)
5,4 − Y3Y

(2)
5,5

)
√
3
(
Y1Y

(2)
5,2 − Y2Y

(2)
5,2 +

√
2Y4Y

(2)
5,5

)
− 2

√
2Y3Y

(2)
5,1√

2Y4Y
(2)
5,1 +

√
6
(
Y3Y

(2)
5,2 + (Y2 − Y1)Y

(2)
5,3

)
√
2Y5Y

(2)
5,1 −

√
6
(
Y1Y

(2)
5,4 + Y2Y

(2)
5,4 − Y6Y

(2)
5,5

)
√
3
(√

2Y5Y
(2)
5,2 + (Y1 + Y2)Y

(2)
5,5

)
− 2

√
2Y6Y

(2)
5,1


,

(C.100)
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where we denote the notation Y
(2)
3 ≡ (Y

(2)
3,1 , Y

(2)
3,2 , Y

(2)
3,3 )

T , Y (2)
3′ ≡ (Y

(2)
3′,1, Y

(2)
3′,2, Y

(2)
3′,3)

T and

Y
(2)
5 ≡ (Y

(2)
5,1 , Y

(2)
5,2 , Y

(2)
5,3 , Y

(2)
5,4 , Y

(2)
5,5 )

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 Y (1)
6 and

the modular forms of weight 3. We find there are 21 linearly independent modular forms
which can be chosen to be

Y
(4)
1 = (Y

(1)

6̂
Y

(3)

6̂I
)1a = Y2Y

(3)
6II,1 − Y1Y

(3)
6II,2 + Y6Y

(3)
6II,3 − Y3Y

(3)
6II,6 + Y5Y

(3)
6II,4 − Y4Y

(3)
6II,5 ,

Y
(4)
3 = (Y

(1)

6̂
Y

(3)

6̂II
)31,s =

−Y1Y (3)
6II,2 − Y2Y

(3)
6II,1 + Y3Y

(3)
6II,6 − Y4Y

(3)
6II,5 − Y5Y

(3)
6II,4 + Y6Y

(3)
6II,3

−
√
2Y2Y

(3)
6II,3 −

√
2Y3Y

(3)
6II,2 +

√
2Y5Y

(3)
6II,5

−
√
2Y1Y

(3)
6II,6 −

√
2Y4Y

(3)
6II,4 −

√
2Y6Y

(3)
6II,1

 ,

Y
(4)
3′ = (Y

(1)

6̂
Y

(3)

6̂I
)3′

2,s =


−Y1Y (3)

6I,1 + Y2Y
(3)
6I,2 − Y6Y

(3)
6I,3 − Y5Y

(3)
6I,4 − Y4Y

(3)
6I,5 − Y3Y

(3)
6I,6

Y4

(
Y

(3)
6I,2 − Y

(3)
6I,1

)
−
√
2Y3Y

(3)
6I,3 + (Y2 − Y1)Y

(3)
6I,4

Y5

(
Y

(3)
6I,1 + Y

(3)
6I,2

)
+ (Y1 + Y2)Y

(3)
6I,5 +

√
2Y6Y

(3)
6I,6

 ,

Y
(4)
4 = (Y

(1)

6̂
Y

(3)

6̂I
)4a =


−
√
2Y3Y

(3)
6I,2 +

√
2Y2Y

(3)
6I,3 − Y6Y

(3)
6I,4 + Y4Y

(3)
6I,6

Y4

(
Y

(3)
6I,1 − Y

(3)
6I,2

)
− Y1Y

(3)
6I,4 + Y2Y

(3)
6I,4 + Y6Y

(3)
6I,5 − Y5Y

(3)
6I,6

Y5

(
Y

(3)
6I,1 + Y

(3)
6I,2

)
− Y4Y

(3)
6I,3 + Y3Y

(3)
6I,4 − Y1Y

(3)
6I,5 − Y2Y

(3)
6I,5√

2Y6Y
(3)
6I,1 − Y5Y

(3)
6I,3 + Y3Y

(3)
6I,5 −

√
2Y1Y

(3)
6I,6

 ,

Y
(4)
5I = (Y

(1)

6̂
Y

(3)

6̂I
)51,s =



−
√
6
(
Y1Y

(3)
6I,1 + Y2Y

(3)
6I,2

)
Y3

(
Y

(3)
6I,1 + Y

(3)
6I,2

)
+ Y1Y

(3)
6I,3 + Y2Y

(3)
6I,3 +

√
2Y6Y

(3)
6I,4 + 2Y5Y

(3)
6I,5 +

√
2Y4Y

(3)
6I,6√

2Y4Y
(3)
6I,2 + 2Y3Y

(3)
6I,3 +

√
2
(
Y2Y

(3)
6I,4 + Y6Y

(3)
6I,5 + Y5Y

(3)
6I,6

)
−
√
2Y5Y

(3)
6I,1 +

√
2Y4Y

(3)
6I,3 +

√
2Y3Y

(3)
6I,4 −

√
2Y1Y

(3)
6I,5 + 2Y6Y

(3)
6I,6

Y6

(
Y

(3)
6I,2 − Y

(3)
6I,1

)
−
√
2Y5Y

(3)
6I,3 + 2Y4Y

(3)
6I,4 −

√
2Y3Y

(3)
6I,5 − Y1Y

(3)
6I,6 + Y2Y

(3)
6I,6


,

Y
(4)
5II = (Y

(1)

6̂
Y

(3)

6̂I
)52,a =



−Y2Y (3)
6I,1 + Y1Y

(3)
6I,2 − Y6Y

(3)
6I,3 + 2Y5Y

(3)
6I,4 − 2Y4Y

(3)
6I,5 + Y3Y

(3)
6I,6√

6
(
Y1Y

(3)
6I,3 − Y3Y

(3)
6I,1

)
√
3
(
Y4Y

(3)
6I,2 − Y2Y

(3)
6I,4 + Y6Y

(3)
6I,5 − Y5Y

(3)
6I,6

)
√
3
(
−Y5Y (3)

6I,1 − Y4Y
(3)
6I,3 + Y3Y

(3)
6I,4 + Y1Y

(3)
6I,5

)
√
6
(
Y2Y

(3)
6I,6 − Y6Y

(3)
6I,2

)


.

Notice that each entry of these weight four modular forms can be expressed as quartic
polynomial of Y1,2,3,4,5,6. In a same manner, we can obtain the weight 5 modular multiplets
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as follow,

Y
(5)

2̂
= (Y

(1)

6̂
Y

(4)
5II)2 =

( √
3Y4Y

(4)
5II,1 − 2Y3Y

(4)
5II,2 + Y1Y

(4)
5II,3 + 2Y2Y

(4)
5II,3 + Y6Y

(4)
5II,4 −

√
2Y5Y

(4)
5II,5

−
√
3Y5Y

(4)
5II,1 −

√
2Y4Y

(4)
5II,2 + Y3Y

(4)
5II,3 + 2Y1Y

(4)
5II,4 − Y2Y

(4)
5II,4 + 2Y6Y

(4)
5II,5

)
,

Y
(5)

2̂′ = (Y
(1)

6̂
Y

(4)
5II)2′ =

(√
6Y3Y

(4)
5II,1 + 3Y1Y

(4)
5II,2 + Y2Y

(4)
5II,2 − 2Y6Y

(4)
5II,3 + 2

√
2Y5Y

(4)
5II,4 +

√
2Y4Y

(4)
5II,5√

6Y6Y
(4)
5II,1 +

√
2Y5Y

(4)
5II,2 − 2

√
2Y4Y

(4)
5II,3 + 2Y3Y

(4)
5II,4 − Y1Y

(4)
5II,5 + 3Y2Y

(4)
5II,5

)
,

Y
(5)

4̂′ = (Y
(1)

6̂
Y

(4)
5II)4′

1 =


√
6Y3Y

(4)
5II,1 − 2Y2Y

(4)
5II,2 + Y6Y

(4)
5II,3 −

√
2Y5Y

(4)
5II,4 +

√
2Y4Y

(4)
5II,5√

3
(
Y1Y

(4)
5II,3 + Y2Y

(4)
5II,3 − Y6Y

(4)
5II,4 +

√
2Y5Y

(4)
5II,5

)
√
3
(√

2Y4Y
(4)
5II,2 − Y3Y

(4)
5II,3 + (Y1 − Y2)Y

(4)
5II,4

)
−
√
6Y6Y

(4)
5II,1 −

√
2Y5Y

(4)
5II,2 −

√
2Y4Y

(4)
5II,3 + Y3Y

(4)
5II,4 − 2Y1Y

(4)
5II,5

 ,

Y
(5)

6̂I
= (Y

(1)

6̂
Y

(4)
1 )6 =



Y1Y
(4)
1,1

Y2Y
(4)
1,1

Y3Y
(4)
1,1

Y4Y
(4)
1,1

Y5Y
(4)
1,1

Y6Y
(4)
1,1


, Y

(5)

6̂II
= (Y

(1)

6̂
Y

(4)
3′ )61 =



Y1Y
(4)
3′,1 − Y4Y

(4)
3′,3

Y5Y
(4)
3′,2 − Y2Y

(4)
3′,1

Y3Y
(4)
3′,1 + Y5Y

(4)
3′,3

Y6Y
(4)
3′,3 − Y1Y

(4)
3′,2

Y3Y
(4)
3′,2 + Y2Y

(4)
3′,3

Y4Y
(4)
3′,2 − Y6Y

(4)
3′,1


,

Y
(5)

6̂III
= (Y

(1)

6̂
Y

(4)
5II)62 =



√
3Y1Y

(4)
5II,1 − 2Y5Y

(4)
5II,3 − Y4Y

(4)
5II,4 +

√
2Y3Y

(4)
5II,5√

3Y2Y
(4)
5II,1 +

√
2Y6Y

(4)
5II,2 − Y5Y

(4)
5II,3 + 2Y4Y

(4)
5II,4

−
√
3Y3Y

(4)
5II,1 +

√
2Y1Y

(4)
5II,2 − Y5Y

(4)
5II,4 + 2Y4Y

(4)
5II,5

2Y3Y
(4)
5II,2 − Y1Y

(4)
5II,3 + 2Y2Y

(4)
5II,3 + Y6Y

(4)
5II,4

−Y3Y (4)
5II,3 − 2Y1Y

(4)
5II,4 − Y2Y

(4)
5II,4 + 2Y6Y

(4)
5II,5

−
√
3Y6Y

(4)
5II,1 + 2Y5Y

(4)
5II,2 + Y4Y

(4)
5II,3 +

√
2Y2Y

(4)
5II,5


.

In the end, we give the linearly independent weight 6 modular multiplets of level 5,

Y
(6)
1 = (Y

(1)

6̂
Y

(5)

6̂II
)1a = Y2Y

(5)
6II,1 − Y1Y

(5)
6II,2 + Y6Y

(5)
6II,3 + Y5Y

(5)
6II,4 − Y4Y

(5)
6II,5 − Y3Y

(5)
6II,6 ,

Y
(6)
3I = (Y

(1)

6̂
Y

(5)

6̂I
)31,s =


−Y2Y (5)

6I,1 − Y1Y
(5)
6I,2 + Y6Y

(5)
6I,3 − Y5Y

(5)
6I,4 − Y4Y

(5)
6I,5 + Y3Y

(5)
6I,6

−
√
2
(
Y3Y

(5)
6I,2 + Y2Y

(5)
6I,3 − Y5Y

(5)
6I,5

)
−
√
2
(
Y6Y

(5)
6I,1 + Y4Y

(5)
6I,4 + Y1Y

(5)
6I,6

)
 ,

Y
(6)
3II = (Y

(1)

6̂
Y

(5)

6̂III
)31,s =


−Y2Y (5)

6III,1 − Y1Y
(5)
6III,2 + Y6Y

(5)
6III,3 − Y5Y

(5)
6III,4 − Y4Y

(5)
6III,5 + Y3Y

(5)
6III,6

−
√
2
(
Y3Y

(5)
6III,2 + Y2Y

(5)
6III,3 − Y5Y

(5)
6III,5

)
−
√
2
(
Y6Y

(5)
6III,1 + Y4Y

(5)
6III,4 + Y1Y

(5)
6III,6

)
 ,

Y
(6)
3′I = (Y

(1)

6̂
Y

(5)

6̂I
)3′

1,s =

 Y2Y
(5)
6I,1 + Y1Y

(5)
6I,2 + Y6Y

(5)
6I,3 + Y3Y

(5)
6I,6

−Y4Y (5)
6I,2 − Y2Y

(5)
6I,4 + Y6Y

(5)
6I,5 + Y5Y

(5)
6I,6

−Y5Y (5)
6I,1 − Y4Y

(5)
6I,3 − Y3Y

(5)
6I,4 − Y1Y

(5)
6I,5

 ,
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Y
(6)
3′II = (Y

(1)

6̂
Y

(5)

6̂III
)3′

1,s =

 Y2Y
(5)
6III,1 + Y1Y

(5)
6III,2 + Y6Y

(5)
6III,3 + Y3Y

(5)
6III,6

−Y4Y (5)
6III,2 − Y2Y

(5)
6III,4 + Y6Y

(5)
6III,5 + Y5Y

(5)
6III,6

−Y5Y (5)
6III,1 − Y4Y

(5)
6III,3 − Y3Y

(5)
6III,4 − Y1Y

(5)
6III,5

 ,

Y
(6)
4I = (Y

(1)

6̂
Y

(5)

2̂′ )4 =


Y4Y

(5)
2′,2 −

√
2Y1Y

(5)
2′,1√

2Y3Y
(5)
2′,1 + Y5Y

(5)
2′,2

Y4Y
(5)
2′,1 +

√
2Y6Y

(5)
2′,2

−Y5Y (5)
2′,1 −

√
2Y2Y

(5)
2′,2

 ,

Y
(6)
4II = (Y

(1)

6̂
Y

(5)

4̂′ )41 =


Y1Y

(5)
4′,1 −

√
3Y6Y

(5)
4′,2 −

√
2Y4Y

(5)
4′,4

−Y3Y (5)
4′,1 −

√
3Y2Y

(5)
4′,2 −

√
2Y5Y

(5)
4′,4√

2Y4Y
(5)
4′,1 −

√
3Y1Y

(5)
4′,3 + Y6Y

(5)
4′,4

−
√
2Y5Y

(5)
4′,1 −

√
3Y3Y

(5)
4′,3 − Y2Y

(5)
4′,4

 ,

Y
(6)
5I = (Y

(1)

6̂
Y

(5)

4̂′ )51 =



√
6
(
Y5Y

(5)
4′,2 + Y4Y

(5)
4′,3

)
√
6Y2Y

(5)
4′,1 +

√
2Y6Y

(5)
4′,2 + Y5Y

(5)
4′,3 −

√
3Y4Y

(5)
4′,4√

2
(
−
√
3Y3Y

(5)
4′,1 + Y1Y

(5)
4′,2 + Y2Y

(5)
4′,2 + Y6Y

(5)
4′,3

)
√
2
(
−Y3Y (5)

4′,2 + Y1Y
(5)
4′,3 − Y2Y

(5)
4′,3 +

√
3Y6Y

(5)
4′,4

)
−
√
3Y5Y

(5)
4′,1 − Y4Y

(5)
4′,2 +

√
2Y3Y

(5)
4′,3 +

√
6Y1Y

(5)
4′,4


,

Y
(6)
5II = (Y

(1)

6̂
Y

(5)

6̂II
)52,a =



−Y2Y (5)
6II,1 + Y1Y

(5)
6II,2 − Y6Y

(5)
6II,3 + 2Y5Y

(5)
6II,4 − 2Y4Y

(5)
6II,5 + Y3Y

(5)
6II,6√

6
(
Y1Y

(5)
6II,3 − Y3Y

(5)
6II,1

)
√
3
(
Y4Y

(5)
6II,2 − Y2Y

(5)
6II,4 + Y6Y

(5)
6II,5 − Y5Y

(5)
6II,6

)
√
3
(
−Y5Y (5)

6II,1 − Y4Y
(5)
6II,3 + Y3Y

(5)
6II,4 + Y1Y

(5)
6II,5

)
√
6
(
Y2Y

(5)
6II,6 − Y6Y

(5)
6II,2

)


.

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 × 6 + 1 = 31. The above
modular multiplets and their representations under A′

5 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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