
J
H
E
P
0
5
(
2
0
2
1
)
0
7
8

Published for SISSA by Springer

Received: February 27, 2021
Accepted: April 12, 2021
Published: May 11, 2021

Metaplectic flavor symmetries from magnetized tori

Yahya Almumin,a Mu-Chun Chen,a Víctor Knapp-Pérez,b,1 Saúl Ramos-Sánchez,b
Michael Ratza and Shreya Shuklaa
aDepartment of Physics and Astronomy, University of California,
Irvine, CA 92697-4575, U.S.A.
bInstituto de Física, Universidad Nacional Autónoma de México,
POB 20-364, Cd.Mx. 01000, México
E-mail: yalmumin@uci.edu, muchunc@uci.edu,
victorknapp@ciencias.unam.mx, ramos@fisica.unam.mx, mratz@uci.edu,
sshukla4@uci.edu

Abstract: We revisit the flavor symmetries arising from compactifications on tori with
magnetic background fluxes. Using Euler’s Theorem, we derive closed form analytic ex-
pressions for the Yukawa couplings that are valid for arbitrary flux parameters. We discuss
the modular transformations for even and odd units of magnetic flux, M , and show that
they give rise to finite metaplectic groups the order of which is determined by the least
common multiple of the number of zero-mode flavors involved. Unlike in models in which
modular flavor symmetries are postulated, in this approach they derive from an underlying
torus. This allows us to retain control over parameters, such as those governing the kinetic
terms, that are free in the bottom-up approach, thus leading to an increased predictiv-
ity. In addition, the geometric picture allows us to understand the relative suppression of
Yukawa couplings from their localization properties in the compact space. We also com-
ment on the role supersymmetry plays in these constructions, and outline a path towards
non-supersymmetric models with modular flavor symmetries.

Keywords: Discrete Symmetries, String Duality, Flux compactifications

ArXiv ePrint: 2102.11286

1Address from September 2021: Department of Physics and Astronomy, University of California, Irvine,
CA 92697-4575, U.S.A.

Open Access, c© The Authors.
Article funded by SCOAP3. https://doi.org/10.1007/JHEP05(2021)078

mailto:yalmumin@uci.edu
mailto:muchunc@uci.edu
mailto:victorknapp@ciencias.unam.mx
mailto:ramos@fisica.unam.mx
mailto:mratz@uci.edu
mailto:sshukla4@uci.edu
https://arxiv.org/abs/2102.11286
https://doi.org/10.1007/JHEP05(2021)078


J
H
E
P
0
5
(
2
0
2
1
)
0
7
8

Contents

1 Introduction 2

2 Zero modes on tori with magnetic flux 3

3 Yukawa couplings 5
3.1 Couplings from overlap integrals 5
3.2 Yukawa couplings for generic flux parameters 5

4 Modular transformations 10
4.1 Modular groups and modular forms 10
4.2 Normalization of the wave functions and modular weights 12
4.3 Boundary conditions for transformed wave functions 14
4.4 Modular flavor symmetries 15

4.4.1 Modular transformations of the wave functions ψj,M 15
4.4.2 Modular flavor symmetries in the effective 4D theory 17

4.5 Models 20
4.5.1 Model with Iab = Ica = 1 and Ibc = −2 21
4.5.2 Model with Iab = Ica = 3 and Ibc = −6 22
4.5.3 Model with Iab = Ica = 2 and Ibc = −4 25
4.5.4 Model with Iab = 1, Ica = 2 and Ibc = −3 27

4.6 Comments on the relation to bottom-up constructions 27

5 Comments on the role of supersymmetry 28

6 Summary 29

A Theta-functions 30

B Torus integration 31

C Explicit verification of the boundary conditions for transformed wave
functions 32
C.1 S transformation 32
C.2 T transformation 33

D Symmetries between the Yukawa couplings 34

E Modular transformations of Yukawa couplings 35
E.1 Transformation of the overlap integrals 35
E.2 Modular transformation of the λ-plet of Yukawa couplings 36

– 1 –



J
H
E
P
0
5
(
2
0
2
1
)
0
7
8

1 Introduction

The Standard Model (SM) of particle physics is believed to be an effective theory. One
reason why this is so is that it has many parameters that have to be adjusted by hand to
fit data. The bulk of these parameters resides in the flavor sector, i.e. concerns the fermion
masses, mixing angles and CP phases. An ultraviolet (UV) completion of the SM will have
to explain these parameters. Turning this around, one may hope to get more insights on
the UV completion by constructing a working theory of flavor.

Recently, a new approach to address the flavor problem has been put forward [1]:
Yukawa couplings could be modular forms. There are two main ways in which this proposal
has been utilized:

1. symmetry based (SB), i.e. impose the modular flavor symmetry to construct the
Lagrange density [2–17], and

2. torus based (TB), in which one derives the symmetries from an underlying torus or
related setup [18–30].

Both strategies have strong points and challenges. In the SB approach, very good fits to
data have been achieved. However, this is, in part, possible because one can postulate the
symmetry and other data like modular weights and representations at will. Apart from the
arbitrariness of the flavor group and modular weights, the kinetic terms of the fields are
not very constrained by the modular transformations [31]. The TB approach is much more
restrictive, in particular when embedded into string theory [22–25]. However, while these
models have great promise and certainly fix the above-mentioned problems of arbitrariness,
it is probably fair to say that they do not yet provide us with unequivocal predictions on
flavor parameters that can be tested in the foreseeable future.

The purpose of this paper is to explore the details of the relation between these ap-
proaches. More specifically, we derive metaplectic symmetries from magnetized tori. Earlier
works on this subject include [18–21, 26–28, 30]. To accomplish this, we work out closed-
form expressions for the Yukawa couplings that are valid for arbitrary flux parameters, and
thus generalize the results of the pioneering work by Cremades, Ibáñez and Marchesano [32].
We also present consistent modular transformation laws for both even and odd numbers
of generations. Models derived from magnetized tori also allow us to understand to which
extent supersymmetry is crucial for modular flavor symmetries, which we will argue to be
less important than usually assumed. Additional motivation for looking at magnetized tori,
with and without supersymmetry, comes from the fact that even without supersymmetry
interacting scalar masses seem to be protected from quantum corrections [33–36].

This paper is organized as follows. In section 2 we review the zero modes on magetized
tori. Section 3 concerns the computation of the Yukawa couplings of these settings. We
derive closed form expressions that are valid for arbitrary flux parameters. In section 4 we
show how modular transformations amount to flavor rotations. We will show that the torus
compactifications give rise to finite metaplectic groups, which have been studied using the
SB approach in [15, 17]. In section 5 we comment on the role that supersymmetry plays
in the scheme of modular flavor symmetries. Section 6 contains our conclusions. Various
appendices contain some details of our derivations.
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2 Zero modes on tori with magnetic flux

Let us consider a gauge theory with two extra dimensions. The two extra dimensions
are compactified on a 2-torus T2, which is endowed with a magnetic flux. By the index
theorem, the flux will give rise to chiral zero-modes. Throughout our discussion we will
ignore questions on the vacuum energy, the stability and even anomaly cancellation. We
think of this torus as a little local playground that is embedded in a more complete setup.
However, we will address some of the questions in section 5.

The main goal of this section is to review some of the properties of the zero-modes.
The wave functions of the zero modes of the Dirac operator on tori with magnetic flux
have been worked out in [32]. They are given by

ψj,M (z, τ, ζ) = N eπ iM (z+ζ) Im(z+ζ)
Im τ ϑ

[
j
M

0

](
M (z + ζ),M τ

)
. (2.1)

Here,M ∈ N indicates the units of flux, 0 ≤ j ≤M−1 is an integer, z the coordinate in the
extra dimensions, ζ a so-called Wilson line parameter, and τ the torus parameter or half-
period ratio. The wave functions from eq. (2.1) correspond to left-handed particles in 4D
whereas there are no right-handed particles for positiveM . On the other hand, for negative
values of the integer M there are no solutions for left-handed particles, but there are |M |
right-handed particles described by ψj,M (z̄, τ̄ , ζ̄), with 0 ≤ j ≤ |M |−1. Furthermore, notice
that despite what the notation may suggest, the ψj,M are neither holomorphic functions of
z, nor of τ . ϑ denotes the so-called Jacobi ϑ-function, cf. appendix A. The normalization
is given by

N =
(2M Im τ

A2

)1/4
, (2.2)

where A = (2πR)2Imτ is the area of the torus (cf. appendix B). In figure 1, we show the
profiles of some zero-modes.

We find it instructive to derive the quantization condition on M . Let us follow the
discussion by [32]. Consider a U(1) gauge group in the torus with a magnetic flux given
by the gauge potential

A(z + ζ) = B

2 Im τ
Im
(
(z̄ + ζ̄) dz

)
. (2.3)

Then, if the wave function ψj,M (z, τ, ζ) has charge q under this U(1), its transformation
under torus translations are

ψj,M (z + 1, τ, ζ) = exp
( i qB

2 Im τ
Im(z + ζ)

)
ψj,M (z, τ, ζ) , (2.4a)

ψj,M (z + τ, τ, ζ) = exp
( i qB

2 Im τ
Im(z + ζ)τ̄

)
ψj,M (z, τ, ζ) . (2.4b)

– 3 –



J
H
E
P
0
5
(
2
0
2
1
)
0
7
8

Figure 1. Squares of the absolute values of the wave functions on a quadratic torus for M = 4.

In order to have consistency through a contractible loop in the torus, we must get the same
wave function shifting z → z+ τ + 1 as in the case where we shift by z → z+ 1 + τ . Then,

ψj,M (z+τ+1, τ,ζ) = exp
( i qB

2Imτ
Im
(
(z+ζ+1

)
τ̄)
)
ψj,M (z+1, τ,ζ)

= exp
( i qB

2Imτ
Im
(
(z+ζ+1

)
τ̄)
)

exp
( i qB

2Imτ
Im(z+ζ)

)
ψj,M (z,τ,ζ) (2.5)

= exp
(

i qB Im τ̄

2Imτ

)
exp

( i qB
2Imτ

Im
(
τ̄(z+ζ)

))
exp

( i qB
2Imτ

Im(z+ζ)
)
ψj,M (z,τ,ζ) ,

where we used first eq. (2.4b) and then eq. (2.4a). On the other hand,

ψj,M (z+τ+1, τ,ζ) = exp
( i qB Im(z+ζ+τ)

2Imτ

)
ψj,M (z+τ,τ,ζ)

= exp
(

i qB Im(z+ζ+τ)
2Imτ

)
exp

( i qB
2Imτ

Im τ̄(z+ζ)
)
ψj,M (z,τ,ζ) (2.6)

= exp
(

i qB Imτ

2Imτ

)
exp

( i qB
2Imτ

Im(τ̄(z+ζ))
)

exp
( i qB

2Imτ
Im(z+ζ)

)
ψj,M (z,τ,ζ) ,

where we used first eq. (2.4a) and then eq. (2.4b). Imposing that eq. (2.5) and eq. (2.6)
yield the same wave function leads to the flux quantization condition

qB = 2πM , (2.7)

with M an arbitrary integer. Therefore, in what follows, we will not consider q and B

individually, but only the integer M instead. Then, we have

ψj,M (z + 1, τ, ζ) = exp
( i πM

Im τ
Im(z + ζ)

)
ψj,M (z, τ, ζ) , (2.8a)

ψj,M (z + τ, τ, ζ) = exp
( i πM

Im τ
Im(z + ζ)τ̄

)
ψj,M (z, τ, ζ) . (2.8b)
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3 Yukawa couplings

3.1 Couplings from overlap integrals

One of the main rationales of working out the wave functions in section 2 is that the
overlaps of wave functions yield the (Yukawa) couplings of the model. Let us consider a
4 + 2 dimensional theory which is compactified on a torus T2. There is a gauge group
breaking U(N)→ U(Na)×U(Nb)×U(Nc) with N = Na+Nb+Nc due to the introduction
of a magnetic flux in the compact dimensions given by

Fzz̄ = πi
Imτ


ma
Na

1Na×Na 0 0
0 mb

Nb
1Nb×Nb 0

0 0 mc
Nc

1Nc×Nc

 , (3.1)

where we will assume that sα = mα
Nα

is an integer for α ∈ {a, b, c}. Then, in [32, equa-
tion (5.7)] one finds that Yukawa couplings of the 4D effective theory are given by

Yijk(ζ̃, τ) = g σabc

∫
T2

d2z ψi,Iab(z, τ, ζab)ψj,Ica(z, τ, ζca)
(
ψk,Icb(z, τ, ζcb)

)∗
. (3.2)

Here, ψi,Iab(z, τ, ζab) are the wave functions of eq. (2.1) that represent chiral fermions
bifundamentals transforming as (Na,N b) under U(Na) × U(Nb), and similarly for ψj,Ica
and ψk,Icb . The multiplicities of Iαβ of these bifundamentals are given by

Iαβ = sα − sβ , (3.3)

which implies that
Iab + Ibc + Ica = 0 . (3.4)

Furthermore, g is the (4 + 2)-dimensional gauge coupling, and σabc = sign(IabIbcIca) [32]
is a sign which is equal to −1 throughout our discussion. The ζαβ are given by

ζαβ = sαζα − sβζβ
sα − sβ

(3.5)

for α, β ∈ {a, b, c}. Finally, ζα are the Abelian Wilson lines associated to the group U(Nα)
for α ∈ {a, b, c}. ζcb and ζca are defined similarly. As one can see from eq. (2.1), the
ζα represent translation of the torus origin. However, as shown in [32] if all three wave
functions are shifted by the same Wilson line, then the values of the Yukawa couplings
are unaffected.

3.2 Yukawa couplings for generic flux parameters

Let us now discuss how one can reduce the overlap integrals (3.2) to a linear combination
of ϑ-functions. We follow the strategy of [32], but generalize the result to the cases Iab > 1
and/or gcd(Iab, Ica, Ibc) > 1, with Iab, Ica > 0 and Ibc < 0. Note that the analogous
discussion applies to the case in which Iab and Ica are negative [32, cf. the discussion
around equation (5.6)].

– 5 –
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In order to find closed-form expressions for the Yukawa couplings, one uses two im-
portant facts [32]:

1. products of ϑ-functions can be expanded in terms of ϑ-functions, see [32, equa-
tion (5.8)], and that

2. the ϑ-functions fulfill certain orthogonality and completeness relations.

These facts allow one to find analytic expressions for the Yukawa couplings (3.2) that do
no longer involve integrals [32]. In more detail, starting from (3.2), one obtains (cf. [32,
equation (5.15)])

Yijk(ζ̃, τ) = Nabc e
H(ζ̃,τ)

2
∑

m∈ZIbc

δk,i+j+Iabm ϑ

[Icai−Iabj+IabIcam
−IabIbcIca

0

](
ζ̃, τ |IabIbcIca|

)
, (3.6)

where
Nabc = g σabc

(2 Im τ

A2

)1/4 ∣∣∣∣IabIcaIbc

∣∣∣∣1/4 (3.7)

is a normalization constant and the Wilson line dependence is encoded in the quantities

ζ̃ := −Iab Ica (ζca − ζab) = dαβγ sα ζα Iβγ (3.8)

and

H(ζ̃, τ)
2 := πi

Im τ
(Iab ζab Im ζab + Ibc ζbc Im ζbc + Ica ζca Im ζca)

= πi
Im τ

|Iab Ibc Iab|−1 ζ̃ Im ζ̃

Im τ
. (3.9)

with

dαβγ =

1 , if {α, β, γ} is an even permutation of {1, 2, 3} ,
0 , otherwise ,

(3.10)

where we have used [32, equation (5.28)]. Cremades et al. obtain then [32, equation (5.15)]

Yijk(ζ̃, τ) = Nabce
H(ζ̃,τ)

2 ϑ

[
−
(

j
Ica + k

Ibc

)
/Iab

0

](
ζ̃, τ |IabIbcIca|

)
for i = k − j mod Iab .

(3.11)

This expression yields the correct couplings only if Iab = 1, which implies that d = 1, where

d := gcd
(
|Iab|, |Ica|, |Ibc|

)
. (3.12)

To see that we need to demand that d = 1 for (3.11) to hold, notice that in (3.6) the
integers i, j and k are only defined modulo Iab, Ibc and Ica, respectively. This is evident
from the overlap integral (3.2), where e.g. ψi,Iab(z, τ, ζab) = ψi+Iab,Iab(z, τ, ζab). However, if
gcd(|Iab|, |Ica|) > 1 or |Iab| > 1, shifting i (or j) by |Iab| (or (|Ica|), which leaves the wave
functions invariant and hence has to produce the same overlap integral, leads to different
results for the Yukawa couplings when using (3.11).

– 6 –
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To obtain the general expression, let us look at [37, Proposition II.6.4. on p. 221]

ϑ

[
j
Iab
0

]
(z1, Iabτ) · ϑ

[
j
Ica
0

]
(z2, Icaτ) =

∑
m∈ZIab+Ica

ϑ

[
i+j+Iabm
Iab+Ica

0

](
z1 + z2, (Iab + Ica)τ

)

ϑ

[Icai−Iabj+IabIcam
IabIca(Iab+Ica)

0

]
(Ica z1 − Iab z2, IabIca(Iab + Ica)τ) , (3.13)

which was used in [32]. In our wave functions, z1 = Iab (z + ζab) and z2 = Ica (z + ζca), so
that in the overlap integral z1 + z2 = Icb (z+ ζcb) and Ica z1−Iab z2 = ζ̃. One thus obtains
(cf. [32, equation (5.12)])

ψi,Iab(z, τ, ζab) · ψj,Ica(z, τ, ζca) = A−1/2 (2 Im τ)1/4
∣∣∣∣Iab IcaIbc

∣∣∣∣1/4e
H(ζ̃,τ)

2

∑
m∈Z|Ibc|

ψi+j+Iabm,Icb(z, τ, Icb)ϑ
[Icai−Iabj+IabIcam
IabIca(Iab+Ica)

0

](
ζ̃, IabIca(Iab + Ica)τ

)
. (3.14)

The product (3.14) gets projected on a third wave function ψk,Iab+Ica via the overlap
integral (3.2). This means that k has to “match”, i.e. m has to be a solution of the
congruence equation

Iabm+ i+ j = k mod Ibc . (3.15)

Now observe that, since Iab + Ibc + Ica = 0, gcd
(
|Iab|, |Icb|

)
= d with d from eq. (3.12).

Eq. (3.15) is a linear congruence equation for the variable m. It is known that (cf. e.g. [38,
Lemma 3 on p. 37]) if

k − i− j = 0 mod d , (3.16)

the linear congruence of eq. (3.15) has d solutions. Otherwise there is no solution. Note
that the condition (3.16) provides us with a selection rule for the Yukawa couplings, which
can be interpreted as a Zd flavor symmetry (cf. [39]). We thus know that the Yukawa
couplings will be proportional to

∆(d)
i+j,k :=

{
1 , if i+ j = k mod d ,

0 , otherwise .
(3.17)

Consider now combinations of i, j and k satisfying the selection rule (3.16). This means that

k − i− j = m′ d (3.18)

with some integer m′ = (k− i−j)/d. Define now I ′ab = Iab/d, I ′ca = Ica/d and I ′bc = Ibc/d,
which are integers because of eq. (3.12). We can thus divide eq. (3.15) by d to get

|I ′ab|m = m′ mod |I ′bc| , (3.19)

where gcd
(
|I ′ab|, |I ′bc|

)
= 1. Eq. (3.19) can be solved with e.g. the Mathematica command

FindInstance. However, as we shall discuss now, one can find a closed-form expression for

– 7 –
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the solution. The linear congruence (3.19) has one (inequivalent) solution m = m0, which is
given by

[
|I ′ab|

]
(|I′

bc
|)m
′ where

[
|I ′ab|

]
(|I′

bc
|) is the multiplicative inverse of |I ′ab| modulo |I ′bc|.

According to Euler’s theorem (cf. e.g. [38, Theorem 1 on p. 64]), the multiplicative inverse
can be expressed via the Euler φ-function,

[
|I ′ab|

]
(|I′

bc
|) = (I ′ab)

φ
(
|I′bc|

)
−1. This means that

m0 = (I ′ab)
φ
(
|I′bc|

)
−1 k − i− j

d
mod |I ′bc| . (3.20)

Note that the Euler φ-function is implemented in Mathematica as EulerPhi. Relation (3.20)
implies that one particular solution m0 of eq. (3.15) satisfies

Iabm0 = (I ′ab)
φ
(
|I′bc|

)
(k − i− j) mod |Ibc| . (3.21)

Given the solution m0 in eq. (3.20), the d solutions of eq. (3.15) are given by

m = m0 − |I ′bc| t for t = 0, . . . , (d− 1) . (3.22)

Thus, using eq. (3.22) in (3.6), we see that the Yukawa couplings are given by

Yijk(ζ̃, τ) = Nabce
H(ζ̃,τ)

2 ∆(d)
i+j,k

d−1∑
t=0

ϑ

[Icai−Iabj+IabIcam0
|IabIbcIca| + t

d

0

](
ζ̃, |IabIcaIbc|τ

)
, (3.23)

Eq. (3.23) can be simplified further. Let us define

P := |IabIcaIbc| , (3.24a)

λ := lcm
(
|Iab|, |Ica|, |Ibc|

)
. (3.24b)

Next we note that1

P = λ d2 . (3.25)

Then eq. (3.23) can be recast as

Yijk(ζ̃, τ) = Nabce
H(ζ̃,τ)

2

d−1∑
t=0

ϑ

1
d

(
α̂ijk
λ + t

)
0

(ζ̃, P τ) , (3.26)

where
α̂ijk = I ′ca i− I ′ab j + I ′ca Iabm0 (3.27)

1To see this, consider two positive integers a and b, and define c = gcd(a, b) = gcd
(
a, b, (a + b)

)
such

that a = a′ c and b = b′ c with integers a′ and b′. Then lcm
(
a, b, (a + b)

)
= c lcm

(
a′, b′, (a′ + b′)

)
. Since a′,

b′ and (a′ + b′) do not have a nontrivial common divisor,

lcm
(
a, b, (a + b)

)
= c a′ b′ (a′ + b′) ,

so that
a b (a + b) = [gcd

(
a, b, (a + b)

)
]2 lcm

(
a, b, (a + b)

)
.

.

– 8 –
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is an integer. Using eq. (3.20), α̂ijk becomes

α̂ijk = I ′ca i− I ′ab j + I ′ca (I ′ab)
φ
(
|I′bc|

)
(k − i− j) mod λ d . (3.28)

Now we can use eq. (A.4) to express the sum (3.26) as

Yijk(ζ̃, τ) =Nabce
H(ζ̃,τ)

2

d−1∑
t=0

∞∑
`=−∞

exp
[

iπ
(1
d

α̂ijk
λ

+ 1
d
t+`

)2
P τ

]
exp

[
2πi

(
α̂ijk
λd

+ t

d
+`
)
ζ̃

]

=Nabce
H(ζ̃,τ)

2

∞∑
`=−∞

d−1∑
t=0

exp
[

iπ
(
α̂ijk
λ

+t+d`
)2
λτ

]
exp

[
2πi

(
α̂ijk
λ

+t+`d
)
ζ̃

d

]

=Nabce
H(ζ̃,τ)

2

∞∑
`′=−∞

exp
[

iπ
(
α̂ijk
λ

+`′
)2
λτ

]
exp

[
2πi

(
α̂ijk
λd

+`′
)
ζ̃

d

]

=Nabce
H(ζ̃,τ)

2 ϑ

[
α̂ijk
λ

0

](
ζ̃

d
,λτ

)
. (3.29)

Here, `′ = d ` + t. When ` runs over all integers, and t runs from 0 to d − 1, `′ runs over
all integers. The α̂ijk are integers. Therefore, the physical Yukawa couplings are given by

Yijk(ζ̃, τ) = Nabc e
H(ζ̃,τ)

2 ∆(d)
i+j,k ϑ

I′ca i−I′ab j+I′ca (I′ab)
φ(|I′bc|) (k−i−j)

λ

0

( ζ̃
d
, λ τ

)
(3.30)

with d from eq. (3.12), ∆(d)
i+j,k from eq. (3.17), λ from eq. (3.24b) and assuming Iab, Ica > 0

and Ibc < 0. Note that if d = 1 and Iab = 1, this formula reproduces eq. (3.11). Further,
a priori this expression does not rely on supersymmetry, it is simply derived from the
overlap of wave functions. However, one may expect the scalar wave function to be subject
to substantial corrections in non-supersymmetric theories. In section 5 we will argue that
magnetized tori may not comply with these expectations, and that this formula may even
be a good leading-order result in a non-supersymmetric theory. The normalization factors
in eq. (3.30) are

Nabc = g σabc

(2 Im τ

A2

) 1
4
λ

1
4

∣∣∣∣∣ 1
I ′bc

∣∣∣∣∣
1
2

(3.31)

with g being the gauge coupling. In eq. (4.39) we will express the normalization in terms
of Kähler potential terms. Notice that if there are nontrivial relative Wilson lines, the
normalization of the fields changes compared to the case without Wilson lines [32, equa-
tion (7.37)]. This has to be taken into account when computing physical Yukawa couplings.
In what follows, we will set the Wilson lines to zero, leaving the detailed study of their im-
pact on the modular flavor symmetries for future work. As mentioned above, the selection
rule (3.16) entails a Zd symmetry. As we discuss in more detail in appendix D, out of a
priori P = λ d2 entries, at most λ

2 + 1 are distinct.
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4 Modular transformations

4.1 Modular groups and modular forms

The modular group Γ = SL(2,Z) can be defined by the presentation relations

S4 = (S T )3 = 1 and S2 T = T S2 , (4.1)

where the generators S and T are usually chosen as

S =
(

0 1
−1 0

)
and T =

(
1 1
0 1

)
. (4.2)

These generators act on the modulus τ according to

τ
S7−−→ −1

τ
and τ

T7−−→ τ + 1 . (4.3)

Hence, a general modular transformation acts on the modulus τ as

τ
γ7−−→ a τ + b

c τ + d
=: γ τ , where γ =

(
a b

c d

)
∈ Γ , (4.4)

such that ad− bc = 1 and a, b, c, d ∈ Z. Consequently, functions of τ also transform under
γ. This is particularly true for modular forms, which are holomorphic functions of τ (also
at τ → i∞) with Im τ > 0 [40]. Modular forms fα̂(τ) of modular weight k ∈ N and level
N = 2, 3, 4, . . . build finite vector spaces and transform under a modular transformation
γ ∈ Γ as [9]

fα̂(τ) γ7−−→ fα̂(γ τ) := (c τ + d)k ρr(γ)
α̂β̂
f
β̂
(τ) , (4.5)

where α̂, β̂ are considered here just as (integer) counters, (c τ +d)k often gets referred to as
automorphy factor, and ρr(γ) denotes an r-dimensional (irreducible) representation matrix
of γ under the finite modular group Γ′N ∼= SL(2,ZN ). These finite groups are defined by
the relations

S4 = (S T )3 = 1 , S2 T = T S2 , TN = 1 (4.6)

and an additional relation that ensures finiteness for N > 5.
It has been proposed in [1] that Yukawa couplings in quantum field theories can be

modular forms, whereas, despite not being modular forms, “matter” superfields φi trans-
form under a general modular transformation γ ∈ Γ as

φi
γ7−−→ (c τ + d)kφ ρs(γ)ij φj . (4.7)

Here ρs(γ) is the s-dimensional (reducible or irreducible) Γ′N representation matrix. As
for modular forms, the powers kφ are also known as modular weights and are identical for
the fields in the transformation. Thus, matter fields build a representation of the finite
modular group Γ′N , which can be adopted as a symmetry of the underlying (quantum) field
theory. In this scenario, Γ′N can be considered a “modular flavor symmetry”.
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In string-derived models, it is known that matter fields are subject to modular trans-
formations similar to eq. (4.7). Moreover, Yukawa couplings also transform as in eq. (4.5).
However, as we shall see in this section, the modular weights can be fractional and, hence,
the emerging modular flavor symmetry is not necessarily one of the Γ′N . Yet, to obtain frac-
tional modular weights it is not necessary to go all the way to strings, they already emerge
from simpler settings such as magnetized tori (see e.g. [18–21, 26–28, 30]). As we discuss
in detail in section 4.2, this follows already from the τ -dependence of the normalization of
the wave functions [32].

As a first step, let us review the modular symmetries associated with modular forms
with half-integral modular weights [15]. In this case, one must consider instead of SL(2,Z)
its double cover, the so-called metaplectic group Γ̃ = Mp(2,Z). The generators S̃ and T̃
of Γ̃ satisfy the presentation

S̃8 = (S̃ T̃ )3 = 1 and S̃2T̃ = T̃ S̃2 , (4.8)

which are represented by the choice

S̃ = (S,−
√
−τ) and T̃ = (T,+1) , S, T ∈ Γ . (4.9)

In terms of these, the elements of the metaplectic group are given by

Γ̃ =
{
γ̃ = (γ, ϕ(γ, τ)) | γ ∈ Γ, ϕ(γ, τ) = ±(c τ + d)

1
2
}
, (4.10)

subject to the multiplication rule

(γ1, ϕ(γ1, τ))(γ2, ϕ(γ2, τ)) = (γ1γ2, ϕ(γ1, γ2 τ)ϕ(γ2, τ)) . (4.11)

To determine the sign of ϕ(γ, τ) for an arbitrary element γ̃ ∈ Γ̃, one has to express γ̃ as a
product of the metaplectic generators (4.9) and then use the multiplication rule (4.11).

The modular transformations γ̃ act on the modulus still just as γ, according to eq. (4.4).
In contrast, modular forms of modular weight k2 and level 4N , where k,N ∈N, transform as

fα̂(τ) γ̃7−−→ fα̂(γ̃ τ) := ϕ(γ, τ)k ρr(γ̃)
α̂β̂
f
β̂
(τ) . (4.12)

Here ϕ(γ, τ)k is now the automorphy factor, and ρr(γ̃) is an (irreducible) representation
matrix of γ̃ in the finite metaplectic modular group Γ̃4N . The generators S̃ and T̃ of this
discrete group satisfy

S̃8 = (S̃ T̃ )3 = 1 , S̃2T̃ = T̃ S̃2 , T̃ 4N = 1 (4.13)

and, for N > 1, a relation to ensure the finiteness of the group. This amounts to finding
appropriate combinations of S̃ and T̃ that yield 12 mod 4N , where the modulo condition
is to be understood componentwise, and then demand that this combination yields identity
in the finite group. For N = 2 we adopt the choice by [15, equation (21)]

S̃5T̃ 6S̃T̃ 4S̃T̃ 2S̃T̃ 4 = 1 , (4.14)
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object ψj,M φj,M Ωj,M Yijk W

modular weight k 1
2 −1

2 0 1
2 −1

Table 1. Modular weights of the T2 wave functions ψj,M , 4D fields φj,M , 6D fields Ωj,M , Yukawa
couplings Yijk, and superpotential W .

and for N = 3 we choose

S̃T̃ 3S̃T̃−2S̃−1T̃ S̃T̃−3S̃−1T̃ 2S̃−1T̃−1 = 1 . (4.15)

Note that Γ̃4N is the double cover of Γ′4N . It is known that Γ̃4 ∼= [96, 67], Γ̃8 ∼= [768, 1085324]
and Γ̃12 is a group of order 2304. We use here the unique identifiers assigned by the
computer program GAP [41]. For example, [96, 67] denotes a finite discrete group of order
96, where 67 labels the group.

Finally, in field theories endowed with Γ̃4N symmetries, the modular transformations
of matter fields are given by

φi
γ̃7−−→ ϕ(γ, τ)kφ ρs(γ̃)ij φj , (4.16)

where ρs(γ̃) is now a (reducible or irreducible) Γ̃4N representation. As we shall see, this
behavior is natural in toroidal compactifications with magnetic fluxes.

4.2 Normalization of the wave functions and modular weights

The wave functions in eq. (2.1) satisfy

∫
T2

d2z |ψj,M (z, τ, ζ)|2 = A
1∫

0

dx
1∫

0

dy |ψj,M (x+ τ y, τ, ζ)|2 != 1 , (4.17)

where T2 denotes the fundamental domain of the torus, cf. appendix B. The normaliza-
tion constant N ∝ (Im τ)−

1
4 in eq. (2.2) is chosen in such a way that the normalization

condition (4.17) holds. This implies, in particular, that the Kähler metric is proportional
to (Im τ)−

1
2 , i.e.

Kīı ∝
1

(Im τ)
1
2
, (4.18)

i.e. the modular weight of the 4D fields φj,M describing the zero modes is kφ = −1
2 . We

survey the modular weights of the fields, coupling and superpotential in table 1. The
modular weights kψ of the wave functions can be inferred from their normalization factor
N in eq. (2.2) to be kψ = +1

2 , as we shall also confirm through their explicit modular
transformations, eq. (4.37). Therefore, the 6D fields,

Ωj,M = φj,M (xµ)⊗ ψj,M (z, τ) , (4.19)

have trivial modular weights, as they should. The modular weights of the Yukawa cou-
plings, kY = 1

2 , can be explicitly determined from their modular transformations,
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eqs. (E.8) and (E.10). Since the superpotential terms describing the Yukawa couplings in-
volve three 4D fields and one coupling “constant”, the superpotential W has modular weight
kW = 3kφ + kY = −1. This means that under a modular transformation the superpotential
picks up an automorphy factor

W
γ7−−→ (c τ + d)−1W . (4.20)

The automorphy factor (c τ + d)−1 can in general be “undone” by so-called Kähler trans-
formations [42], under which

W 7→ e−F (Φ) W (Φ) , (4.21a)

K(Φ,Φ) 7→ K(Φ,Φ) + F (Φ) + F (Φ) , (4.21b)

where Φ denotes the collection of 4D superfields, and F a holomorphic function. In our
case, the Kähler potential is, after setting the “matter” fields to zero and at the classical
level, given by (cf. e.g. [32, equation (5.50)])

K̂ = − ln(S + S)− ln(T + T )− ln(U + U) ⊂ K , (4.22)

in terms of the axio-dilaton S, the Kähler modulus T and the complex structure modulus
U . These chiral fields are related to the gauge coupling g, the torus volume A and τ

according to ReS ∝ 1/g2, Re T ∝ A and ReU = Im τ . Consequently, τ appears in the
Kähler potential as

− ln(U + U) = − ln(−i τ + i τ̄) . (4.23)

Given that
τ − τ̄ γ7−−→ |c τ + d|−2 (τ − τ̄) , (4.24)

it is easy to see that K under a modular transformation of τ becomes

K
γ7−−→ K + ln(c τ + d) + ln(c τ̄ + d) . (4.25)

A Kähler transformation (4.21) with F = − ln(c τ + d) then absorbs simultaneously the
modular transformation of K and W , see eq. (4.20), yielding a modular invariant super-
symmetric theory. That is, the supergravity Kähler function

G(Φ,Φ) = K(Φ,Φ) + ln|W (Φ)|2 (4.26)

is automatically invariant under the simultaneous transformation (4.20) and (4.25). In
other words, we cannot dial the modular weight of the superpotential at will, it is already
determined by the (classical) Kähler potential of the torus (4.22). In particular, setting the
modular weight of the superpotential to zero is not an option in this approach, in which
we derive modular flavor symmetries from an explicit torus.
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4.3 Boundary conditions for transformed wave functions

It has been stated in the literature [26, 27] that the wave functions given by eq. (2.1)
do not satisfy the boundary conditions given by the lattice periodicity when transformed
under eq. (4.3) for odd units of flux, M . If true, this would mean that a physical wave
function gets mapped to an unphysical one just by looking at an equivalent torus, which
would indicate that either the expressions for the wave functions were incorrect, or there
is something fundamentally wrong with odd M . In this case, simple explanations of three
generations would be at stake.

However, as we shall see, the transformed wave functions do obey the correct boundary
conditions, both for even and odd M . The important point is that, if our original wave
function ψj,M (z, τ, 0) satisfied conditions for τ , after a modular transformation τ 7→ τ ′ the
transformed wave function ψj,M (z, τ ′, 0) needs to fulfill the conditions for τ ′, and not for τ .

For the modular S transformations, the boundary conditions, given by eqs. (2.8a)
and (2.8b), are now

ψj,M
(
−z
τ

+ 1,−1
τ
, 0
)

= exp
(

iπM
Im(− z

τ )
Im(− 1

τ )

)
ψj,M

(
− z

τ
,−1

τ
, 0
)

= exp
(
− iπM Im zτ̄

Im τ

)
ψj,M

(
− z

τ
,−1

τ
, 0
)
, (4.27a)

ψj,M
(
− z

τ
− 1
τ
,−1

τ
, 0
)

= exp
(

iπM
Im(− z

τ )(− 1
τ̄ )

Im(− 1
τ )

)
ψj,M

(
− z

τ
,−1

τ
, 0
)

= exp
( iπM Im z

Im τ

)
ψj,M

(
− z

τ
,−1

τ
, 0
)
. (4.27b)

The fact that the transformed wave functions follow the boundary condition is a conse-
quence of the fact that the wave functions are functions of z and τ , which we can just
replace by their image under S. Nonetheless we verify this explicitly in appendix C.1.

Next, under the modular T transformation given by eq. (4.3) the transformed boundary
conditions, eqs. (2.8a) and (2.8b), are

ψj,M (z + 1, τ + 1, 0) = exp
(

i πMIm τ
Im z

)
ψj,M (z, τ + 1, 0) , (4.28a)

ψj,M (z + τ + 1, τ + 1, 0) = exp
(

i πMIm τ
Im
(
(τ̄ + 1)z

))
ψj,M (z, τ + 1, 0) . (4.28b)

We can make the same argument as above but also verify the statement explicitly in
appendix C.2.

However, the transformed wave function eq. (C.6), i.e. the wave functions “living” on
a torus with torus parameter τ ′ = τ + 1 do not follow the original boundary conditions of
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eqs. (2.8a) and (2.8b) with τ . Indeed, from eq. (C.6) we get

ψj,M (z+τ,τ+1,0) = Ñ e
i πM
Imτ

[z Imz+z Imτ+τ Imz+τ Imτ ]ϑ

[
j
M
M
2

]
(Mz+Mτ,Mτ)

= Ñ e
i πM
Imτ

[z Imz+z Imτ+τ Imz+τ Imτ ]e−iπMτ−2π i (Mz+M
2 )ϑ

[
j
M
M
2

]
(Mz,Mτ)

= e−π iMe
i πM
Imτ

(z Imτ+τ Imz+τ Imτ−τ Imτ−2z Imτ)Ñ eiπMz Imz
Imτ ϑ

[
j
M
M
2

]
(Mz,Mτ)

= e−π iM exp
(

i Mπ

Imτ
Im τ̄ z

)
ψj,M (z,τ+1,0) , (4.29)

where Ñ := e−iπ j
(
1− j

M

)
N and we have used eq. (A.5b) in the second line. Thus, we

find that

ψj,M (z + τ, τ + 1, 0) = e−π iM exp
(

i Mπ

Im τ
Im τ̄ z

)
ψj,M (z, τ + 1, 0) . (4.30)

Therefore, for oddM eq. (4.30) differs from eq. (2.8b) by a phase. However, there is also no
reason why the transformed wave functions should obey boundary conditions for τ instead
of τ ′ = τ + 1. Nevertheless, this fact will have important implications for the explicit form
of the T -transformation, as we shall see in section 4.4.1.

4.4 Modular flavor symmetries

4.4.1 Modular transformations of the wave functions ψj,M

Crucially, physics should not depend on how we choose to parametrize the underlying torus.
That is, if we subject the half-period ratio τ of the torus to a modular transformation, the
physical predictions of the theory have to stay the same. This means that there should be
a dictionary between theories with seemingly different but equivalent values of τ , which
are related by modular transformations.

Let us now study the action of T , under which z 7→ z and τ 7→ τ + 1. We wish to
establish a dictionary between the wave functions on a torus with parameter τ and an
equivalent torus with parameter τ + 1. Let us now consider [27, equation (37)],

ψj,M (z, τ, 0) T7−−→ ψj,M (z, τ + 1, 0) = eiπ j2
|M| ψj,M (z, τ, 0) . (4.31)

As shown in [27], this relation holds for even units of magnetic flux M . However, for odd
M a relation of the form

ψj,M (z, τ + 1, 0) =
M−1∑
j′=0

[ρ(T )]jj′ ψj
′(z, τ, 0) (4.32)

cannot be true because according to eq. (4.30) both sides have different periodicities. That
is, on the left-hand side of the equality (4.31) we see a function that is supposed to be
“periodic” under z 7→ z + τ ′ whereas on the right-hand side the function is supposed to
be “periodic” under z 7→ z + τ . According to eq. (4.30), for odd M only one of these
“periodicities” can hold.
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At first sight, this statement may appear odd. One might think that the zero modes
ψj,M form a basis of eigenmodes of the Dirac operator with eigenvalue 0. So one may expect
that the transformed wave functions can be expanded in terms of the original ones as in
eq. (4.32). However, this argument is incorrect. When we write down our wave functions
we make a choice for the origin of the torus. A priori there are arbitrarily many choices
possible, which may be parametrized by ∆z in ψj,M (z + ∆z, τ, 0). So, on general grounds
we only know that

ψj,M (z, τ + 1, 0) =
M−1∑
j′=0

[ρ(T )]jj′ ψj
′(z + ∆z, τ, 0) (4.33)

for some appropriate real constant ∆z. As we shall see, an appropriate choice of ∆z will
allow us to express the transformed wave functions in terms of the original one also for odd
M . More concretely, we will impose that z 7→ z+ ∆z, with some real constant ∆z that we
are going to find. Inserting this ansatz leads to (cf. eq. (C.9))

ψj,M (z + ∆z, τ + 1, 0) = Ñ ei πM∆z Im z
Im τ ei πMz Im z

Im τ ϑ
[
j
M

0

](
M

(
z + ∆z + 1

2

)
,Mτ

)
(4.34)

Thus, if N := M
(
∆z + 1

2

)
is an integer, we might use eq. (A.5a), which we recast here in

a slightly different form

ϑ
[
j
M

0

]
(Mz +N, τ) = e2π iN α ϑ

[
j
M

0

]
(Mz,Mτ) , (4.35)

to get rid of the extra factor in the z coordinate of the ϑ function. Finally, after the
redefinition z 7→ z −∆z, we obtain

ψj,M (z, τ, 0) T7−−→ eiπM∆z Im(z)
Im τ eiπ j2

|M|+2iπj∆z
ψj,M (z −∆z, τ, 0) . (4.36)

Note that in order to get an integer N , it is sufficient to demand an integer or half-integer
∆z for even M . For ∆z = 0 eq. (4.36) reproduces eq. (4.31). However, for odd M we need
a half-integer ∆z. Specifically, for ∆z = 1

2 we find that (see appendix C for details)

ψj,M (z, τ, 0) S7−−→ ei π4
√
M

(
− τ

|τ |

) 1
2 M−1∑
k=0

e2π ijk/M ψk,M (z, τ, 0)

= −
(
− τ

|τ |

) 1
2 [
ρ(S)ψM

]
jk
ψk,M (z, τ, 0) , (4.37a)

ψj,M (z, τ, 0) T7−−→ eiπM Im z
2 Im τ eiπj(j/M+1) ψj,M

(
z − 1

2 , τ, 0
)

= eiπM Im z
2 Im τ

[
ρ(T )ψM

]
jk
ψk,M

(
z − 1

2 , τ, 0
)
, (4.37b)

where [
ρ(S)ψM

]
jk

:= −eiπ/4
√
M

exp
(2πi j k

M

)
, (4.38a)

[
ρ(T )ψM

]
jk

:= exp
[
iπ j

(
j

M
+ 1

)]
δjk . (4.38b)
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As we shall confirm shortly in eq. (4.48), the matrices (4.38) equal, up to a phase in
eq. (4.38a), representation matrices of the generators of finite metaplectic modular groups.
They are compatible with [27–30], but (4.38a) differs from [26] by the eiπ/4 phase. For
even M , the T transformation can rather be represented as in eqs. (4.37) and (4.38) or
eq. (4.31) due to the freedom of choosing half-integer or integer ∆z. However, since the
Yukawa integral involves wave functions with both odd and even fluxes M , we need to be
consistent in our choice of ∆z to cancel the z-dependent phase appearing in eq. (4.37b)
(cf. eq. (E.3)). Specifically, we need ∆z = 1

2 for the T transformation also for even M , in
which case our results differ from [26–29] by phase factors which are absent in eq. (4.31).
Nevertheless, the modular T transformation of the 2D compact wave functions for odd M
was excluded in [26–29]. In [30] they were introduced through the so-called Scherk-Schwarz
phases. In particular, our eqs. (4.37) and (4.38) are consistent with their discussion in [30,
equation (126)]. However, as discussed in section 4.3, we disagree with the statement made
in [26–30] that the modular transformed wave functions do not follow the appropriate
boundary conditions. As we have shown, the T transformation can generally not be repre-
sented by a matrix multiplication of the set of wave functions, but necessarily goes beyond
this. However, as we discuss in appendix E, the extra exponential factors in eq. (4.37b) get
canceled in the overlap integral (3.2), thus allowing us to define a matrix representation
for the transformation of the 4D fields, which derive from eq. (4.38).

4.4.2 Modular flavor symmetries in the effective 4D theory

Let us now define proper “modular flavor transformation” for the 4D fields. The first thing
to notice is that these transformations cannot be unique, at least not in models of this
type.2 The reason is that there are additional symmetries at play, such as the remnant
gauge factors, and we can always add an extra transformation to our transformation law.
That is to say that the details of the representation matrices of a modular flavor symmetries
acting on the fields are somewhat ambiguous. Let us start with something unambiguous:
the transformation of the Yukawa couplings. As we have seen in eq. (3.30), there are a
priori λ Yukawa couplings, out of which at most λ/2 + 1 are independent, as shown in
appendix D.

Let us make an important distinction between “physical Yukawa coupling” Yijk and
“holomorphic Yukawa couplings” Yijk [43], which are related by (cf. [32, equation (5.41)])

Yijk(τ) = eK̂/2 Yijk(τ)
(KīıKj̄Kkk̄)

1
2
. (4.39)

Here, K̂ stands for the Kähler potential of the moduli, which is, in our truncated setup,
at tree level given by eq. (4.22). The formula for the Yukawa couplings (3.30), which we
obtained from the overlap integral (3.2), contains the normalization factor (3.31), which is
not holomorphic. In our case, the matter field Kähler metric is proportional to (Im τ)−

1
2

2It has been suggested that the modular flavor symmetries can be defined by the requirement that the 6D
fields remain invariant [26]. However, apart from the fact that this prescription fails for odd M since the 2D
coordinates gets shifted (cf. eq. (4.37b)), it is not clear to us why one should impose this very requirement.
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(cf. eq. (4.18)), so (cf. [32, section 5.3])

eK̂/2

(KīıKj̄Kkk̄)
1
2

= Nabc ∝ g

( Im τ

A2

) 1
4
. (4.40)

While Yijk(τ) is normalized and thus “physical”, it is not holomorphic. On the other hand,
the superpotential coupling

Yijk(τ) = ϑ

[
α̂ijk/λ

0

]
(0, λ τ) (4.41)

is a proper modular form. Here, we have made use of the fact that the upper characteristic
is of the form α̂ijk/λ with some integer α̂ijk, cf. the discussion below eq. (3.30), and we set,
as done throughout this section, the Wilson lines to zero. Further, all additional non-zero
factors appearing in eq. (3.30) must be included in the Kähler potential, so that they are
canceled in the holomorphic couplings through the redefinition (4.39). The holomorphic
coupling Yijk(τ) differs from the physical coupling between canonically normalized fields
by a non-holomorphic factor. The modular transformations are seemingly non-unitary
because of the automorphy factor has generally not modulus 1. However, the automorphy
factors get canceled, cf. our discussion below eq. (4.46).

As shown in appendix E, the λ-plet of Yukawa couplings transforms with the simple
transformation law

Yα̂(τ) γ̃7−−→ Yα̂(γ̃ τ) = ±(c τ + d)
1
2 ρλ(γ̃)

α̂β̂
Y
β̂
(τ) , (4.42)

where α̂ and β̂ are integers that label the distinct Yukawa couplings, and we use the
metaplectic element γ̃ ∈ Γ̃ instead of γ ∈ Γ because the Yukawa couplings have weight
kY = 1

2 . The transformation matrices of the modular generators are given by

ρλ(S̃)
α̂β̂

= −eiπ/4
√
λ

exp
(

2πi α̂ β̂
λ

)
, (4.43a)

ρλ(T̃ )
α̂β̂

= exp
(

iπ α̂2

λ

)
δ
α̂β̂

. (4.43b)

These matrices are symmetric and unitary, so that

[ρλ(S̃)
α̂β̂

]−1 = [ρλ(S̃)
α̂β̂

]∗ and [ρλ(T̃ )
α̂β̂

]−1 = [ρλ(T̃ )
α̂β̂

]∗ . (4.44)

Since there can be relations between the Yukawa couplings, this may not be an irreducible
representation. The relations between the Yukawa couplings depend on the choice of fluxes.
We will specify the irreducible representations of the Yukawa couplings in our survey of
models in section 4.5. The modular transformations of the Yukawa couplings given by
eq. (3.2) were also studied in [26]. Although an explicit general formula for any combination
of Iαβ was not given in their work, our results from eq. (4.43) match their result up to
the phase ei π4 in the models described in sections 4.5.2 to 4.5.4. This phase is crucial to
have the transformation matrices (4.43) satisfy the presentation (4.13) and, thus, give rise
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to representations of a finite metaplectic modular group, as was noted in [29]. Note also
that there is an extra minus in our eq. (4.43) compared to [26, equations (64) and (108)]
and [29]. However, this sign comes only from our convention that the automorphy factor
is ϕ(S, τ) = −

√
−τ in eq. (4.12).

Next, we discuss modular flavor symmetries. They are, by definition, symmetry trans-
formations of the 4D Lagrange density. In our present discussion, we are thus seeking
transformations of the 4D fields, φj,M , which are such that superpotential couplings

W ⊃ Yijk(τ)φi,Iab φj,Ica φk,Icb (4.45)

are invariant up to Kähler transformations, cf. the discussion around (4.20). Here,
Icb = −Ibc = Iab + Ica > 0. That is, our modular flavor transformations are given by

φj,M
γ̃7−→ ±(c τ + d)−

1
2
[
ρφM (γ̃)

]−1

jk
φk,M . (4.46)

Notice that, due to eqs. (4.42) and (4.46), the superpotential acquires modular weight
kW = −1, see eq. (4.20). The corresponding automorphy factor gets canceled by the
transformation of τ in the Kähler potential followed by a Kähler transformation, see our
discussion around eq. (4.24). Therefore, the requirement that the modular transformations
be a symmetry amounts to demanding that

Yijk(γ̃ τ)
[
ρφIab(γ̃)

]−1

ii′
φi
′,Iab

[
ρφIca(γ̃)

]−1

jj′
φj
′,Ica

[
ρφIcb

(γ̃)
]−1

kk′
φk
′,Icb

!= Yijk(τ)φi,Iab φj,Ica φk,Icb . (4.47)

As already mentioned, this condition does not fix the transformation laws of the 4D fields
uniquely. However, we can use the transformation properties of the T2 wave functions,
(cf. eqs. (E.3) and (E.4)), to infer the matrix structure of the transformations. One way
in which we may infer the transformations of the 4D fields is by using the quasi–inverse
transformations of the compact wave functions, that is, the inverse transformations of
eq. (4.38). However, a more convenient choice is

ρφM (S̃)jk = −eiπ(3M+1)/4
√
M

exp
(2πi j k

M

)
, (4.48a)

ρφM (T̃ )jk = exp
[
iπ j

(
j

M
+ 1

)]
δjk , (4.48b)

where we have chosen the transformation (4.38a) multiplied by a phase e3iπM4 in the S
matrix representation. These matrices fulfill eq. (4.44), too. This choice has the virtue
that ρM (γ̃) = [ρM (γ̃)]∗ and that, as we will demonstrate in section 4.5, it yields the
correct representation matrices for the group Γ̃2λ.

We also note that, as far as the Yukawa couplings are concerned, there is a U(1)
symmetry due to the condition of eq. (3.4), which acts as

φj,Iαβ
U(1)7−−−−→ eiqα Iαβφj,Iαβ , (4.49)
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where α, β ∈ {a, b, c} as in eq. (3.3). Here, φIab , φIca have a charge +1 and φIcb a charge −1.
This U(1) factor allows one to install “extra” phases of the above type. Note that while the
T -transformed wave functions, for odd M , cannot be expanded in terms of untransformed
wave functions, the additional factor in our dictionary (4.37b) cancels in the overlap inte-
grals (3.2) so that there is a meaningful, well-defined modular flavor transformation of the
4D fields also for odd M . Our proposal in eq. (4.48) for the transformations of 4D fields
φj,M for even values of M differs from the results in [26]. While [26] assumes that the
modular transformations of the 4D fields coincide with those of the 2D wave functions, we
assume the 4D fields transform quasi-inversely to the 2D wave functions. Furthermore, we
have an extra phase e3iπM4 , which is useful to achieve metaplectic group representations.
Note that we specify the T transformation, rather than just the T 2 representation as in [26].

4.5 Models

In this subsection, we survey a couple of toy models. These models are far from realistic
but highlight how modular flavor symmetries derive from some simple magnetized tori with
even and odd numbers of repetitions of matter fields. In all of the next models we will use
the representation matrices stated in eq. (4.48) for the Icb-plet of φk 4D fields, while the
Iab-plet of φi and Ica-plet of φj 4D fields will transform in the conjugate representation.
On the other hand, the λ-plet of Yukawa couplings will follow the representation matrices
found in eq. (4.43). We will show that the modular flavor symmetries in these models are
given by Γ̃2λ with λ being the least common multiple of matter repetition numbers (3.24b).
Furthermore, using eq. (3.25) one can see that for a fixed total number of Yukawa couplings
P , the largest number of independent Yukawa couplings, that is the largest λ, is obtained
by having the least possible d. Although we have proposed the representation matrices for
the 4D fields in eq. (4.48), the ones for the Yukawa couplings eq. (4.43) are unambiguous. In
fact, in all models we discuss here we will find that the representations ρλ satisfy eq. (4.13)
together with the finiteness conditions (4.14)–(4.15) for N = 2, 3, with λ = 2N . Thus,
the modular transformations of the Yukawa couplings build representations of the finite
metaplectic group Γ̃2λ. In [29] it was also noted that, for even numbers of flavors, the
Yukawa couplings transform as a λ-plet under the metaplectic group. However, in [29] it
does not get mentioned that for λ > 2 this representation is reducible, which is rather easy
to see from our general compact expression (3.30), but less obvious when one represents
the Yukawa coupling as the sum (3.14). Moreover, we will demonstrate in each model
that, independently of whether the number of flavors is even or odd, the transformations
of the 4D fields encoded in ρφIαβ build representations of the same group, so that Γ̃2λ can
be regarded as the modular flavor symmetry of the models. We are hence led to conjecture
that, with λ from eq. (3.24b),

magnetized tori with λ = lcm(# of flavors) exhibit a Γ̃2λ modular flavor symmetry .
(4.50)

– 20 –



J
H
E
P
0
5
(
2
0
2
1
)
0
7
8

4.5.1 Model with Iab = Ica = 1 and Ibc = −2

Let us consider a model based on a U(3) gauge symmetry and fluxes

F = πi
Im τ

0 0 0
0 −1 0
0 0 1

 . (4.51)

The fluxes break U(3) → U(1)a × U(1)b × U(1)c. Since the Nα = 1 for α ∈ {a, b, c}, we
thus have

Iab = Ica = 1 and Ibc = −2 . (4.52)

According to (3.3) this means that we have one repetition of ψi,Iab=1 and ψj,Ica=1 each,
and two copies of ψk,Ibc=−2. We can now compute the holomorphic Yukawa couplings of
this model using (3.30),

Yijk(0, τ) = ϑ
[
k
2
0

]
(0, 2 τ) , (4.53)

which gives a doublet3

Y2̂ =
(
Y0
Y1

)
:=
(
Y000
Y001

)
, (4.54)

which transforms under the representation matrices given by

ρ2̂(S̃) = −e
iπ
4

√
2

(
1 1
1 −1

)
and ρ2̂(T̃ ) =

(
1 0
0 i

)
. (4.55)

Note that in this case we could have used [32, equation (5.17)] since Iab = d = 1. This
Yukawa coupling coincides (up to an irrelevant similarity transformation with diag(1,−1))
with the 2̂ representation of Γ̃2λ=4 = S̃4 ∼= [96, 67] [15, cf. equation (41)]. This representa-
tion can be thought of as the fundamental representation of S̃4 in that all other nontrivial
representations can be obtained by reducing tensor products of a suitable number of 2̂
representations. The fields with multiplicity 2 transform with the inverses (or conjugates,
see eq. (4.44)) of the representation matrices (4.55). That is, these fields transform under
2̂. Altogether, we have a S̃4 theory with (holomorphic) Yukawa couplings given by

W ⊃ φab φca
(
ϑ
[0
0
]
(0, 2 τ)φ0

cb + ϑ
[ 1

2
0

]
(0, 2 τ)φ1

cb

)
, (4.56)

where we suppress the trivial generation indices of the fields coming with repetition 1.
Notice that the physical Yukawa coupling comes with extra normalization factors,
see eq. (4.39).

3Here, we use the notation 2̂ from [15] to refer to the two-dimensional irreducible representation of Γ̃4.
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field
SU(2)×U(1)a ×U(1)b ×U(1)c

quantum numbers # of copies
L 2(1,−1,0) Iab = 2− (−1) = 3
R 1(0,+1,−1) Ibc = −1− (5) = −6
H 2(−1,0,1) Ica = 5− (2) = 3

Table 2. Matter content of the 336 model.

4.5.2 Model with Iab = Ica = 3 and Ibc = −6

Let us consider a three generation toy model, based on a super-Yang-Mills theory in six
dimensions with gauge group U(4) [26]. The two extra dimensions are compactified on T2,
and the U(4) gauge symmetry gets broken to SU(2)×U(1)a ×U(1)b ×U(1)c by the fluxes

F = πi
Im τ

12×2 0 0
0 −3 0
0 0 3

 , (4.57)

where we used eq. (3.1). The chiral matter content of the supersymmetric model is given
in table 2. They decompose into three generations of L particles, six generations of R
particles and three generations of H particles. The superpotential of this model is given by

W ⊃ YijkLiHjRk , (4.58)

where the (holomorphic) Yukawa couplings are given by eq. (3.30),

Yijk(τ) = ϑ
[
k−2j

6
0

]
(0, 6τ) . (4.59)

Here we used the values from table 2 and assumed zero Wilson lines. The explicit transfor-
mation matrices for the Li and Hj are given by (4.48) forM = 3, and are the conjugates of

ρφ3(S̃) = − 1√
3


i i i
i e−

5iπ
6 e−

iπ
6

i e−
iπ
6 e−

5iπ
6

 and ρφ3(T̃ ) =


1 0 0
0 e−

2iπ
3 0

0 0 e−
2iπ

3

 . (4.60)

The explicit transformation matrices for the Rk fields are given by eq. (4.48) for M = 6

ρφ6(S̃) = −i ei π4
√

6



1 1 1 1 1 1
1 e

π i
3 e

2π i
3 −1 e−

2π i
3 e−

π i
3

1 e
2π i

3 e−
2π i

3 1 e
2π i

3 e−
2π i

3

1 −1 1 −1 1 −1
1 e−

2π i
3 e

2π i
3 1 e−

2π i
3 e

2π i
3

1 e−
π i
3 e−

2π i
3 −1 e

2π i
3 e

π i
3


, (4.61a)

ρφ6(T̃ ) = diag
(
1, e−

5π i
6 , e

2π i
3 , i, e

2π i
3 , e−

5π i
6
)
. (4.61b)
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As discussed at the end of section 3, there are only λ
2 + 1 = 4 independent Yukawa

couplings,4

Y0 := Yi=j,j,k=2j , Y1 := Yi=j+1,j,k=2j+1 = Y5 := Yi=j+2,j,k=2j+5 , (4.62a)

Y3 := Yi=j,j,k=2j+3 , Y2 := Yi=j+2,j,k=2j+2 = Y4 := Yi=j+1,j,k=2j+4 , (4.62b)

where i and j are understood to be modulo 3, and k modulo 6. The six-plet of holomorphic
Yukawa coupling coefficients Y6 = (Y0,Y1,Y2,Y3,Y4,Y5)T obeys the transformation law
eq. (4.42) under modular transformations, with the matrix representations

ρ6(S̃) = −i ρφ6(S̃) and ρ6(T̃ ) = diag
(
1, e

π i
6 , e

2π i
3 ,−i, e

2π i
3 , e

π i
6
)
. (4.63)

However, the 6 × 6 matrices can be reduced to a 4-dimensional representation due to the
relation between the Yukawa couplings in eq. (4.62). Using the projection matrix

P6→4 =



1 0 0 0
0 1√

2 0 0
0 0 1√

2 0
0 0 0 1
0 0 1√

2 0
0 1√

2 0 0


, (4.64)

we can define the 4-plet of independent Yukawa couplings through Y4 = P T6→4Y6, which
transform as modular forms with the representation matrices given by

ρ4(S̃) = P T6→4ρ6(S̃)P6→4 = − ei π4
√

6


1
√

2
√

2 1√
2 1 −1 −

√
2√

2 −1 −1
√

2
1 −

√
2
√

2 −1

 , and (4.65a)

ρ4(T̃ ) = P T6→4 ρ6(T̃ )P6→4 =


1 0 0 0
0 e

π i
6 0 0

0 0 e
2π i

3 0
0 0 0 −i

 . (4.65b)

The representation matrices in eqs. (4.60), (4.61), (4.63) and (4.65) fulfill the condi-
tions (4.13) for N = 3 and (4.15), which implies that this model exhibits a Γ̃2λ=12 finite
modular symmetry of order 2304. The fact that there are only four distinct Yukawa entries
implies that the 6-dimensional representation of the Yukawa couplings decomposes into Γ̃12
irreducible representations according to 6 = 4⊕2, as we have confirmed, where the doublet
vanishes. As we shall discuss below, this can be also attributed to the existence of an outer
automorphism. Using the character tables (cf. [44, section 3.4]), we find that the matter
triplets and six-plets are reducible as well, 3 = 2′′ ⊕ 1′ and 6′ = 4′ ⊕ 2′, where we added

4The relations given in eq. (4.62) are valid for both holomorphic and non-holomorphic Yukawa couplings.
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primes to indicate that these are different representation matrices, and that the singlet is
nontrivial. We have verified that the reducible representation 6′ provides us with a faith-
ful representation content of Γ̃12 and its tensor products yield all other representations of
the group. The six Yα̂ have been identified in [26], where they have been represented as
sums of three different ϑ-functions each, and the relations Y1 = Y5 and Y2 = Y4 have been
missed. The latter relations are actually quite interesting as they can be thought of as
i ↔ j exchange symmetries,

Yijk(τ) = Yjik(τ) . (4.66)

However, the wave functions labeled i and j, i.e. the Li and Hj , have different quantum
numbers in 4D (and in the upstairs theory). This means that this symmetry is not an
“ordinary” flavor symmetry but an outer automorphism of the low-energy gauge symmetry.
Note that the existence of this very outer automorphism depends on the specifics of the
model, i.e. while both the current model and the one presented in section 4.5.4 have a
Γ̃2λ = Γ̃12 metaplectic flavor symmetry, the form of the outer automorphism is specific
to the current model. Examples for such outer automorphisms include the so-called left-
right parity [45]. It is known that such symmetries can originate as discrete remnants of
gauge symmetries either by dialing appropriate VEVs [46, 47] or by orbifolding [48]. As
the exchange of the U(1) factors is part of the original U(4) gauge symmetry of the model,
we have identified yet another way in which these outer automorphism can emerge from
an explicit gauge symmetry.

A geometric interpretation of Yukawa couplings. It is instructive to discuss the
geometrical interpretation of these results. We have derived the couplings by computing
the overlaps of wave functions, see (3.2). The result is that, up to a normalization factor,
the Yukawa couplings are given by

Yα̂ ∝ (Im τ)−1/4 ϑ

[
α̂
λ

0

]
(0, λ τ) = (Im τ)−1/4

∞∑
`=−∞

e−π λ(Im τ−i Re τ)( α̂
λ

+`)2
, (4.67)

where we have used eq. (A.4). Here we choose to highlight the fact that the terms are
exponentially suppressed by e−π λ Im τ ξ with some ξ > 0 in order to compare our result for
the Yukawa couplings with a simple overlap of Gaussians. For simplicity, we just consider
two Gaussians, and consider

y(a, b1, b2) =
∞∫
−∞

dxNb1 e−x2/b1 Nb2 e−(x−a)2/b2 = e−a2/(b1+b2)
√
π
√
b1 + b2

(4.68)

with Gaussian normalization factors Nb = 1/
√
bπ. In order to compute the overlap on the

torus, one does not only have to compute the overlap of a given Gaussian of width b1, say,
with one Gaussian of width b2, but with all images of the second Gaussian under torus
translations. This leads to an expression which is qualitatively similar to the sum on the
right-hand side of eq. (4.67).

Turning this around, the upper characteristics α̂ in eqs. (3.30) and (4.67), or, more
precisely, min

(
|α̂/λ|, |1 − α̂/λ|

)
with 0 ≤ |α̂/λ| < 1, has the interpretation of a “distance
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fundamental
domain

a

Figure 2. Overlap of two Gaussians on a torus. The overlap of a given, say red, curve is not just
the overlap with one blue curve but with infinitely many of them, thus leading to an expression of
the form (4.67).

0.6 0.8 1.0 1.2 1.4 1.6 1.8
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-2.5

-2.0

-1.5

-1.0

-0.5

0.0

Im τ

lo
g
1
0
|Y

α
|

Figure 3. Dependence of the magnitude of the Yukawa couplings Y
α̂
for Re τ = 0.1. The black solid,

orange dashed, green dotted and red dash-dotted curves represent α̂ = 0, 1, 2 and 3, respectively.
There is an exponential suppression with Im τ that depends on the “distance” between the wave
functions α̂, i.e. the Im τ dependence is more pronounced for larger α̂.

between the loci of the states”, i.e. a in figure 2. We illustrate this by plotting some sample
Yukawa couplings in figure 3. This geometric intuition may conceivably provide us with an
understanding of the observed hierarchies of fermion masses. Apart from the fact that the
kinetic terms are under control, the geometric interpretation may be one of the strongest
motivations for deriving the modular flavor symmetries from explicit tori.

4.5.3 Model with Iab = Ica = 2 and Ibc = −4

Although we have stressed that our results are valid for odd repetitions of matter Iαβ , they
of course also apply to settings in which all Iαβ are even. Let us consider a toy model with
the same superpotential and gauge group breaking as in section 4.5.2 by the fluxes

F = πi
Im τ

12×2 0 0
0 −2 0
0 0 2

 , (4.69)
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where we used eq. (3.1). This means that we have two repetitions of Li and Hj each, and
four copies of Rk. Similarly to what we have found in section 4.5.2, there are λ/2 + 1 = 3
independent Yukawa couplings,

Y0 := Yi=j,j,k=2j , Y1 := Yi=j+1,j,k=2j+1 = Y3 := Yi=j+1,j,k=2j+3 , (4.70a)
Y2 := Yi=j,j,k=2j+2 , (4.70b)

where i and j are understood to be modulo 2, and k modulo 4. The equality Y1 = Y3 is also
a consequence of the exchange symmetry given in eq. (4.66). The four-plet of holomorphic
Yukawa couplings Yα̂ follow the modular transformations (4.43), with the matrices

ρ4(S̃) = − ei π4
√

4


1 1 1 1
1 i −1 −i
1 −1 1 −1
1 −i −1 i

 and ρ4(T̃ ) =


1 0 0 0
0 e

π i
4 0 0

0 0 −1 0
0 0 0 e

π i
4

 . (4.71)

Analogously to what we have done in section 4.5.2, due to the relations of the Yukawa
couplings in eq. (4.70), we can reduce the representation matrices through the projection
matrix

P4→3 =


1 0 0
0 1√

2 0
0 0 1
0 1√

2 0

 . (4.72a)

We can define the triplet of independent Yukawa couplings through Y3 = P T4→3Y4, which
transforms under the representation matrices given by

ρ3(S̃) = P T4→3ρ4(S̃)P4→3 = − ei π4
√

4

 1
√

2 1√
2 0 −

√
2

1 −
√

2 1

 , (4.73a)

ρ3(T̃ ) = P T6→4ρ6(T̃ )P6→4 =

1 0 0
0 e

π i
4 0

0 0 −1

 . (4.73b)

The transformation matrices of the doublets Li and Hj are obtained by setting M = 2 in
eq. (4.48) and taking its conjugate. The resulting matrices are given by eq. (4.55). The
four-plets Rk transform through eq. (4.48) for M = 4, that is

ρφ4′(S̃) = ei π4
√

4


1 1 1 1
1 i −1 −i
1 −1 1 −1
1 −i −1 i

 and ρφ4′(T̃ ) =


1 0 0 0
0 e−

3π i
4 0 0

0 0 −1 0
0 0 0 e−

3π i
4

 . (4.74)

The representation matrices in eqs. (4.55), (4.71), (4.73) and (4.74) fulfill the condi-
tions (4.13) for N = 2 and (4.14) which implies that we have a theory endowed with
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a Γ̃2λ=8 ∼= [768, 1085324] metaplectic flavor symmetry. In this model, the four-plet of the
Yukawa couplings decomposes as 4 = 3 ⊕ 1′, where the singlet vanishes. On the other
hand, the matter four-plets decompose as 4′ = 3′ ⊕ 1′′ whereas the matter doublets 2 are
irreducible. While all these representations are unfaithful, the combination 4′⊕2 provides
us with a faithful representation content of Γ̃8. The tensor products of 4′ and 2 produce
all Γ̃8 representations.

4.5.4 Model with Iab = 1, Ica = 2 and Ibc = −3

It is important to show that our conjecture (4.50) that we have a Γ̃2λ invariant su-
perpotential is not only valid for repeated values of Iαβ . To this end we consider a
toy model with the Yukawa couplings as in eq. (4.58) and with gauge group breaking
U(3) → U(1)a ×U(1)b ×U(1)c by the fluxes

F = πi
Im τ

−1 0 0
0 −2 0
0 0 1

 . (4.75)

Out of 3 · 2 · 1 a priori possible Yukawa couplings, λ/2 + 1 = 4 are distinct

Y0 := Y000 , Y1 := Y011 = Y5 := Y012 , (4.76a)
Y3 := Y010 , Y2 := Y001 = Y4 := Y002 , (4.76b)

where i can only be 0, and j and k are understood to be modulo 2 and 3 respectively. As
d = 1, this setting has a comparatively large number of distinct couplings, i.e. 4 out of
6 entries are distinct whereas e.g. in the model of section 4.5.2 only 4 out of 54 a priori
contractions have nontrivial distinct coefficients. In this case, Iab 6= Ica, so there is no
exchange symmetry of the type (4.66), yet the number of independent Yukawa couplings
gets reduced due to the symmetry Y0jk = Y0j,3−k. Unlike the transformation that ensured
the equality of Yukawa entries in the model discussed in section 4.5.2, this symmetry is
not a nontrivial outer automorphism of the 4D continuous gauge symmetries. The six-
plet of holomorphic Yukawa couplings Yα̂ transform with the matrices from eq. (4.63)
that can be reduced by using eq. (4.64) to a four-plet, which then transforms according
to eq. (4.65). Furthermore, using eq. (4.48), we see that the singlet φ0,Iab=1 is invariant
under modular transformations, the doublet φj,Ica=2 transforms with the representation
matrices from eq. (4.55), and the triplet φk,Icb=3 transforms using eq. (4.60). It can be
shown that all these matrices satisfy the conditions (4.13) for N = 3 and eq. (4.15).
Therefore, the superpotential is invariant under the finite metaplectic flavor symmetry
Γ̃2λ=12 of order 2304.

4.6 Comments on the relation to bottom-up constructions

As we have seen, the models derived from explicit tori give rise to the finite metaplectic
groups, which have been discussed e.g. in [15] in the context of bottom-up model building.
The models presented here do not attempt to make an immediate connection to particle
phenomenology. At first sight, it seems to be hard to derive the models of [15] from tori
for at least two reasons:
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1. our fields all have modular weight −1
2 while in [15] they come with a variety of

weights, and

2. we have additional symmetries like the outer automorphism symmetry (4.66) and
residual gauge factors.

On the other hand, deriving the modular transformations from an explicit higher-dimen-
sional model has the virtue that normalization of the fields is known at tree level, and that
otherwise free parameters get fixed. Of course, the Kähler potential is not exact, apart
from the usual 4D corrections there are additional terms contributing (cf. [49]), yet the
point that there is a zeroth order classical form plus corrections, which are under control.
On the other hand, in the SB approach every invariant Kähler potential is as good as
others [31], and there are thus large uncertainties. An additional benefit of deriving the
modular flavor symmetries from explicit tori is the geometrical intuition one can develop
for the Yukawa couplings, cf. our discussion at the end of section 4.5.2.

One may now wonder if the price that one has to pay for all these benefits is the inability
to construct semi-realistic models. In what follows, we will argue that this is not the case.
First of all, the T2 model is just a building block of a more complete story. As explained
in [32], these models are dual to some intersecting D-brane constructions. Moreover, the
couplings of the latter are closely related to heterotic string compactifications [50], which
provide us with a large number of potentially realistic models [51].5 These more complete
settings come with a variety of modular weights [52]. Second, even if one is not adding
more dimensions to the construction, fields with higher modular weights can emerge as
composites of fields with modular weight −1

2 . That is, if “quarks” of a model with an
SU(Nc) have modular weights −1

2 , then the “baryons” will have weights −Nc
2 .

5 Comments on the role of supersymmetry

Let us comment on the role supersymmetry (SUSY) plays in the discussion. While Cre-
mades et al. work in a supersymmetric theory, they mention [32, see the beginning of
section 5.3] that their derivation “in principle is valid for toroidal compactifications where
supersymmetry might be broken explicitly”. Of course, if one wants to claim that the
couplings that one has computed are Yukawa couplings, one needs to make sure that one
computes the overlap between two fermionic and one bosonic zero-modes. In supersym-
metric models there is no problem because the superpartners are described by the same
wave functions.

In a model without low-energy SUSY one may be worried that quantum corrections
lead to uncontrollable corrections to the wave function of the scalar. This is generally a
very valid concern, yet is as recently been observed that in the magnetized tori there is an
interesting cancellation of corrections to the scalar mass [33–36]. While this has not yet
led to a complete solution of the hierarchy problem in the SM, it does suggest that in the

5We adopt the convention to call models with realistic and unrealistic features “semi-realistic” while
“potentially realistic” models are constructions that have no obviously unrealistic features, but have not
yet been analyzed in enough detail to be called realistic.
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context of the very models that we were led to consider for the sake of deriving modular
flavor symmetries the situation is “better” than in other nonsupersymmetric completions
of the SM with a high UV scale. In fact, similar cancellations have been reported in [53],
where they were attributed to modular symmetries.

In a bit more detail, one could imagine a torus compactification in which the Yukawa
couplings emerge as outlined in [32], namely as the overlap of three wave functions. These
wave functions describe two fermions and one scalar, such as the SM Higgs. If the scalars
remain light, they will still be approximate zero-modes, and thus the profile is approxi-
mately given by eq. (2.1). So the Yukawa couplings will, to some good approximation,
be the ones of eq. (3.2). So supersymmetry is not instrumental for having models with
modular flavor symmetries.

6 Summary

We discussed how modular flavor symmetries derive from explicit tori which are endowed
with magnetic fluxes. Using Euler’s Theorem, we have derived a closed-form expression
for the Yukawa couplings between zero modes. This expression generalizes the results of
the literature to arbitrary flux parameters Iab and Ica, which fix Ibc, and is not restricted
to the special case in which one flux parameter equals 1. Each entry of the Yukawa tensor
is a single ϑ-function, i.e. the holomorphic Yukawa couplings take the form

Yijk(τ) = ϑ

[
α̂ijk/λ

0

]
(0, λ τ) , (6.1)

where
α̂ijk = I ′ca i− I ′ab j + I ′ca

(
I ′ab
)φ(|I′bc|) (k − i− j) mod λ . (6.2)

Here, φ denotes the Euler φ-function, I ′αβ = Iαβ/d for α, β ∈ {a, b, c}, d =
gcd

(
|Iab|, |Ica|, |Ibc|

)
, λ = lcm

(
|Iab|, |Ica|, |Ibc|

)
, and τ denotes the half-period ratio of

the torus. The condensed form for holomorphic Yukawa couplings as single ϑ-functions
is instrumental for deriving the symmetries between Yukawa couplings. As we have seen,
these symmetries include outer automorphisms of the low-energy gauge symmetry. These
couplings are modular forms of weight 1

2 of level 2λ that build representations under the
metaplectic modular flavor symmetry Γ̃2λ. There are at most 1+λ/2 distinct Yukawa cou-
plings, which transform as a (generically reducible) representation λ of Γ̃2λ. This means
that e.g. a model with flux parameters (Iab, Ica, Ibc) = (1, 2,−3) has as many independent
Yukawa couplings as a model with fluxes (3, 3,−6). We have commented on the geo-
metric interpretation of the Yukawa couplings, and that the α̂ijk in eq. (6.1) corresponds
to a separation of the states, and lead to an exponential suppression with an exponent
min(α̂ijk, 1− α̂ijk) Im τ for unsuppressed Im τ . The 4D fields have a well-defined transfor-
mation behavior under Γ̃2λ, regardless of whether the flux is even or odd, and have weight
kφ = −1

2 . Our analysis is restricted to a magnetized torus T2 and its half-period ratio τ ,
which is contained in the so-called complex structure modulus. We also set the Wilson
lines to zero, and largely disregarded the Kähler modulus. While this is sufficient to derive
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meaningful modular flavor symmetries, this analysis may be thought of as a building block
of more complete, perhaps stringy models. It will be interesting to derive a generalization
of eq. (6.1) for such constructions.

We have also commented on the role that supersymmetry plays in these constructions.
As already pointed out in [32], supersymmetry is not instrumental as long as the profiles of
the zero-modes do not get distorted too much. More recent analyses [33–36] indicate that
magnetized tori have certain unusual properties in that scalar masses seem to be immune
to quantum corrections even without supersymmetry. This means that one can plausibly
disentangle modular flavor symmetries from the question of low-energy supersymmetry.
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A ϑ-functions

In this appendix, we collect some relevant facts on the ϑ-functions. Our conventions are
based on [37] and [54]. One defines

ϑ
[
α
β

]
(z, τ) := Sβ Tα ϑ(z, τ) = e2π i αβ Tα Sβ ϑ(z, τ) , (A.1)

where [37, p. 4]
ϑ(z, τ) :=

∑
`∈Z

exp(i π `2 τ) exp(2πi ` z) (A.2)

with Im τ > 0, and [37, p. 6]

(Sβf)(z) := f(z + β) , (A.3a)

(Tαf)(z) := ei π α2 τ+2π i α z f(z + α τ) . (A.3b)

This immediately gives us (cf. [54, p. 214 f.])

ϑ
[
α
β

]
(z, τ) =

∞∑
`=−∞

eiπ (α+`)2 τ e2π i (α+`) (z+β) . (A.4)

For an integer n ∈ Z one has torus periodicities

ϑ
[
α
β

]
(z + n, τ) = e2π i nα ϑ

[
α
β

]
(z, τ) , (A.5a)

ϑ
[
α
β

]
(z + n τ, τ) = e−iπ n2 τ−2π i n (z+β) ϑ

[
α
β

]
(z, τ) . (A.5b)

– 30 –



J
H
E
P
0
5
(
2
0
2
1
)
0
7
8

Further, the ϑ-function have several periodicities in the characteristics α and β,

ϑ
[
α+1
β

]
(z, τ) = ϑ

[
α
β

]
(z, τ) , (A.6a)

ϑ
[
α
β+1

]
(z, τ) = e2π i α ϑ

[
α
β

]
(z, τ) . (A.6b)

The behavior under modular transformation is

ϑ
[
α
β

]
(z, τ + 1) = e−i π α (α+1) ϑ

[ α

β+α+ 1
2

]
(z, τ) , (A.7a)

ϑ
[
α
β

](
−z
τ
,−1

τ

)
=
√
−i τ e

2π i
(
z2
2τ +αβ

)
ϑ
[
−β
α

]
(z, τ) . (A.7b)

Another useful formula is

ϑ
[ 0
j
M

](
z,

τ

M

)
=

M−1∑
k=0

e2πijk/Mϑ

[
k
M

0

]
(Mz,Mτ) . (A.8)

B Torus integration

The torus is defined by two lattice vectors, which can be chosen as e1 = 2πR and e2 = 2πR τ ,
where the real, dimensionful quantity R sets the length of one lattice vector, and τ with
Im τ > 0 is the half-period ratio. In this basis, the torus metric reads

G = (2πR)2
(

1 Re τ
Re τ |τ |2

)
. (B.1)

We can define the fundamental domain of the torus as

T2 = {z ∈ C ; z = x e1 + y e2 with 0 ≤ x, y ≤ 1} . (B.2)

It is straightforward to verify that the Jacobian of the transformation (Re z, Im z) 7→ (x, y)
is given by (2πR)2 Im τ . Therefore, the integrals of an arbitrary function f(z) over the
fundamental domain are given by

∫
T2

d2z f(z) = (2πR)2 Im τ

1∫
0

dx
1∫

0

dy f(xe1 + ye2) . (B.3)

Let us now look at constant modes on the torus, or, equivalently integrate over the torus
T2 to determine its volume. We then have

vol(torus) =
∫
T2

d2z 1 = (2πR)2 Im τ =: A . (B.4)
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C Explicit verification of the boundary conditions for transformed wave
functions

C.1 S transformation

We now compute the S transformation, τ 7→ −1/τ (cf. eq. (4.3)), of eq. (2.1). We have

ψj,M
(
−z
τ
,−1

τ
, 0
)

=
(2M Im −1

τ

A2

)1/4
exp

(
iπM z

τ

Im z
τ

Im −1
τ

)
ϑ
[
j
M

0

](
− Mz

τ
,−M

τ

)

= N√
|τ |

exp
(

iπM z

τ

Im zτ̄

Im τ

)√
−i τ
M

e2πM i z
2

2τ ϑ
[ 0
j
M

](
z,

τ

M

)

= N√
|τ |

exp
(

iπM z

τ

Im zτ̄

Im τ

)√
−i τ
M

eiπM z2
τ

M−1∑
k=0

e2π i jk/M ϑ
[
k
M

0

]
(Mz,Mτ)

= e
iπ
4
√
M

(
− τ

|τ |

)1/2 M−1∑
k=0

e
2π ijk
M

[
N exp

( iπMz

τ

Im zτ̄

Im τ
+ iMπ

z2

τ

)
ϑ
[
k
M

0

]
(Mz,Mτ)

]

= ei π4
√
M

(
− τ

|τ |

)1/2 M−1∑
k=0

e
2π ijk
M N eiπMz Im z

Im τ ϑ
[
j
M

0

]
(Mz,Mτ) , (C.1)

where we used (2.2), (A.7b) and (A.8) in the first, second and third lines respectively. We
thus arrive at (C.2). Therefore, the S modular transformation of the zero modes is

ψj,M
(
−z
τ
,−1

τ
, 0
)

= ei π4
√
M

(
− τ

|τ |

)1/2 M−1∑
k=0

e2π ijk/M ψk,M (z, τ, 0) . (C.2)

It is straightforward to see that the wave function of eq. (C.2) satisfies the boundary
conditions of eqs. (4.27a) and (4.27b). Note that

ψj,M
(
− z
τ

+1,−1
τ
,0
)

=ψj,M
(
− (z−τ)

τ
,−1
τ
,0
)

(C.3)

= ei π4
√
M

(
− τ

|τ |

)1/2M−1∑
k=0

e
2π ijk
M ψk,M (z−τ,τ,0) = exp

(
− iπM Imzτ̄

Imτ

)
ψj,M

(
− z
τ
,−1
τ
,0
)

and

ψj,M
(
− z

τ
− 1
τ
,−1

τ
, 0
)

= ψj,M
(
− (z + 1)

τ
,−1

τ
, 0
)

(C.4)

= ei π4
√
M

(
− τ

|τ |

)1/2 M−1∑
k=0

e
2π ijk
M ψk,M (z + 1, τ, 0) = exp

( iπM Im z

Im τ

)
ψj,M

(
− z

τ
,−1

τ
, 0
)
.

Thus, from eqs. (C.3) and (C.4) we can see that the S transformed zero mode follows the
boundary conditions of eqs. (4.27a) and (4.27b) for both odd and even M .
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C.2 T transformation

Now, we compute the transformed wave function ψj,M (z, τ+1, 0) and check that it satisfies
both eq. (4.28a) and eq. (4.28b). Applying the T modular transformation in eq. (2.1) gives

ψj,M (z, τ + 1, 0) = N eiπMz Im z
Im τ ϑ

[
j
M

0

](
Mz,M(τ + 1), 0

)
= e−i πj

(
j
M

+1
)
N ei πMz Im z

Im τ ϑ

[
j
M

j+M
2

]
(Mz,Mτ)

= e−i πj
(
j
M

+1
)
N ei πMz Im z

Im τ e2π i j
M
jϑ

[
j
M
M
2

]
(Mz,Mτ)

= e−i πj
(
1− j

M

)
N ei πMz Im z

Im τ ϑ

[
j
M
M
2

]
(Mz,Mτ) , (C.5)

where we used (A.7a) and (A.6b) in the second and third line, respectively. Defining
Ñ := e−i πj

(
1− j

M

)
N we can thus write

ψj,M (z, τ + 1, 0) = Ñ ei πMz Im z
Im τ ϑ

[
j
M
M
2

]
(Mz,Mτ) . (C.6)

Now we check that eq. (C.6) satisfies boundary conditions given by eqs. (4.28a) and (4.28b).
The first boundary condition is satisfied as shifting z → z + 1 in eq. (C.6) gives

ψj,M (z + 1, τ + 1, 0) = Ñ ei πM(z+1) Im z
Im τ ϑ

[
j
M
M
2

]
(M(z + 1),Mτ)

= exp
(

i πM Im z

Im τ

)
Ñ ei πM(z+1) Im z

Im τ e2π iM j
M ϑ

[
j
M
M
2

]
(Mz,Mτ)

= exp
(

i πM Im z

Im τ

)
ψj,M (z, τ + 1, 0) , (C.7)

where we used eq. (A.5a) in the second line. For eq. (4.28b) we have

ψj,M (z+τ+1, τ+1,0) = Ñ e
i πM(z+τ+1)

Imτ
Im(z+τ+1)ϑ

[
j
M
M
2

]
(M(z+τ+1),Mτ)

= Ñ e
i πM
Imτ

[z Imz+(τ+1)Imz+z Im(τ+1)+(τ+1)Im(τ+1) e2π i j
M
Mϑ

[
j
M
M
2

]
(M(z+τ),Mτ)

= Ñ e
i πM
Imτ

[z Imz+(τ+1)Imz+z Im(τ+1)+(τ+1)Im(τ+1) e−π i τM−2π i (Mz+M
2 )ϑ

[
j
M
M
2

]
(Mz,Mτ)

= e
i πM
Imτ

[(τ+1)Imz+z Im(τ+1)+(τ+1)Im(τ+1)−τ Imτ−2z Imτ−Imτ ] Ñ e
i πM
Imτ

z Imzϑ

[
j
M
M
2

]
(Mz,Mτ)

= exp
( iπM

Imτ
Im(τ̄+1)z

)
ψj,M (z,τ+1,0) , (C.8)

where we have used eqs. (A.5a) and (A.5b) in the second and third line respectively. There-
fore, the transformed modular wave function given by eq. (C.6) follows the transformed
boundary conditions of eqs. (4.28a) and (4.28b) for even and odd M .

Let us now tackle the problem of expressing the T transformed wave functions in terms
of the original ones. As noted in section 4.4.1, for odd values of M it is not possible to
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express the T transformed wave functions in terms of the original ones because of (4.30).
At the level of the wave functions, one can refer to eq. (C.6) and see that if M is even,
then using (A.6b) confirms (4.31). However, if M is odd, in order to make use of (A.6b)
we need to shift the z coordinate as z 7→ z + ∆z with real ∆z. Using eq. (C.6) we have

ψj,M (z + ∆z, τ + 1, 0) = Ñ ei πM(z+∆z) Im z
Im τ ϑ

[
j
M
M
2

]
(M(z + ∆z),Mτ)

= Ñ ei πM∆z Im z
Im τ ei πMz Im z

Im τ ϑ
[
j
M

0

](
M

(
z + ∆z + 1

2

)
,Mτ

)
, (C.9)

where we have used (A.4) to rewrite the lower characteristic of the ϑ-function as a shift
in the z coordinate. Therefore, if we assume that ∆z is a half-integer number, we can
use (A.5a) which gives

ψj,M (z + ∆z, τ + 1, 0) = Ñ ei πM∆z Im z
Im τ ei πMz Im z

Im τ e2π ij( 1
2 +∆z)ϑ

[
j
M

0

]
(Mz,Mτ)

= ei πM∆z Im z
Im τ eπ ij( j

M
+2∆z)ψj,M (z, τ, 0). (C.10)

Note that in order to use (A.5a), M
(

1
2 + ∆z

)
needs to be an integer. Therefore, for odd

M , ∆z needs to be half-integer, whereas for even M both integer and half-integer ∆z are
valid choices. After a redefinition of z → z −∆z with some half-integer ∆z,

ψj,M (z, τ, 0) T7−−→ eiπM∆z Im z
Im τ eiπ j2

|M|+2iπj∆z
ψj,M (z −∆z, τ, 0) , (C.11)

and this is valid for both even and odd values of M .

D Symmetries between the Yukawa couplings

In this appendix we identify additional relations between the Yukawa couplings given in
eq. (3.30). Yukawa entries with different i, j and/or k are equal if the upper characteristic,

I ′ca i− I ′ab j + I ′ca (I ′ab)
φ(|I′bc|) (k − i− j)

λ
=: uijk , (D.1)

with I ′αβ = Iαβ/d, is the same. For instance, suppose i′ = i+r, j′ = j+s and k′ = k+r+s,
so that i′, j′ and k′ also satisfy the selection rule (cf. eq. (3.16)). Then, for values of r and
s satisfying

Ica r − Iab s = 0 , (D.2)

we find that uijk = ui′ j′ k′ , thus implying that Yijk = Yi′ j′ k′ . We know that Ica and Iab
are divisible by d = gcd

(
|Iab|, |Ica|, |Ibc|

)
(cf. eq. (3.12)), uijk has the form

uijk = α̂ijk
λ

(D.3)

with some integer α̂ijk given by eq. (6.2). Further, as a shift of uijk by 1 leaves the
ϑ-function in the Yukawa entry invariant (cf. eq. (A.6a)), there are at most λ distinct
entries, i.e.

uijk ∈ {0, 1/λ, . . . (λ− 1)/λ} . (D.4)
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Additionally, for vanishing Wilson lines, the ϑ-function takes the simple form (cf. eq. (A.4))

ϑ

[
α̂ijk
λ

0

]
(0, λ τ) =

∞∑
`=−∞

eiπ (α̂ijk/λ+`)2 λτ , (D.5)

which shows that

ϑ

[
− α̂ijk

λ

0

]
(0, λ τ) = ϑ

[
α̂ijk
λ

0

]
(0, λ τ) . (D.6)

Therefore, there are λ/2 − 1 additional relations between the Yukawa couplings, and we
have at most λ/2 + 1 distinct entries. These additional relations can manifest themselves
in different ways. For instance, if Iab = Ica, the overlap integral (3.2) becomes

Yijk = g σabc

∫
T2

d2z ψi,Iab(z, τ, ζ)ψj,Iab(z, τ, ζ)
(
ψk,Icb(z, τ, ζ)

)∗
. (D.7)

This equation is symmetric under i ↔ j, which implies that

Yijk = Yjik . (D.8)

As we discuss around eq. (4.66) in the main text, the i ↔ j flip can entail an outer
automorphism of the low-energy gauge symmetry.

E Modular transformations of Yukawa couplings

In this appendix we will show the different ways in which the Yukawa couplings obtained
from the overlap integrals (3.2) transform under modular transformations and how that
they indeed are modular forms according to eq. (4.12).

E.1 Transformation of the overlap integrals

Let us start by discussing how our dictionary (4.37b) between the wave functions with
torus parameter τ and an equivalent torus with parameter τ + 1 allows us to infer how
the three index Yukawa couplings Yijk transform. We start with the T transformation
where we use (4.37b) for the 2D wave functions. As we have discussed around (4.34), our
dictionary involves a shift of the z-coordinate, ∆z. For definiteness we use ∆z = 1

2 . Thus,
from eq. (3.2) we have

Yijk(τ+1) =
∫
T2

d2z

(
ρ(T )ψi,i′e

iπIab Imz
Imτ ψi

′,Iab
(
z− 1

2 , τ,0
))(

ρ(T )ψj,j′e
iπIca Imz

Imτ ψj
′,Ica

(
z− 1

2 , τ,0
))

·
(
ρ(T )ψk,k′e

iπIcb Imz
Imτ ψk

′,Icb
(
z− 1

2 , τ,0
))∗

=
∫
T2

d2z eiπ(Iab+Ica+Ibc) Imz
2 Imτ ρ(T )ψi,i′ρ(T )ψj,j′

(
ρ(T )ψk,k′

)∗

·ψi′,Iab
(
z− 1

2 , τ,0
)
ψj
′,Ica

(
z− 1

2 , τ,0
)(

ψk
′,Icb

(
z− 1

2 , τ,0
))∗

. (E.1)
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Using eq. (3.4), we find that,

Yijk(τ + 1) = ρ(T )ψi,i′ρ(T )ψj,j′
(
ρ(T )ψk,k′

)∗
·
∫
T2

d2z ψi
′,Iab

(
z − 1

2 , τ, 0
)
ψj
′,Ica

(
z − 1

2 , τ, 0
)(

ψk
′,Icb

(
z − 1

2 , τ, 0
))∗

. (E.2)

We can now define w := z − 1
2 . Then d2z = d2w, i.e. the integration measure for torus

coordinates and the domain of integration remains invariant. Thus we find that

Yijk(τ+1) = ρ(T )ψi,i′ρ(T )ψj,j′
(
ρ(T )ψk,k′

)∗∫
T2

d2wψi
′,Iab(w,τ,0)ψj′,Ica(w,τ,0)

(
ψk
′,Icb(w,τ,0)

)∗
= ρ(T )ψi,i′ρ(T )ψj,j′

(
ρ(T )ψk,k′

)∗
Yijk(τ)

= eiπ(i2/Iab+j2/Ica−k2/Icb+i+j−k)Yijk(τ) . (E.3)

Thus the z-dependent phase appearing in our dictionary for T transformation (4.36) cancels
out due to the condition (3.4).

For the S transformation of Yijk, we use eq. (4.37a), which gives

Yijk(−1/τ) =
∫
T2

d2z

(
−
(−τ
|τ |

) 1
2
ρ(S)ψi,i′ψ

i′,Iab(z, τ, 0)
)(
−
(−τ
|τ |

) 1
2
ρ(S)ψj,j′ψ

j′,Ica(z, τ, 0)
)

·
(
−
(−τ
|τ |

) 1
2
ρ(S)ψk,k′ψ

k′,Icb(z, τ, 0)
)∗

= −
(−τ
|τ |

) 1
2
ρ(S)ψi,i′ρ(S)ψj,j′

[
ρ(S)ψk,k′

]∗
Yi′j′k′

= −
(−τ
|τ |

) 1
2 −ei π4√
|IabIbcIbc|

Iab−1∑
i′=0

Ica−1∑
j′=0

Icb−1∑
k′=0

e
2π i
(
ii′
Iab

+ jj′
Ica

+ kk′
Ibc

)
Yi′j′k′ , (E.4)

where have used the fact that the automorphy factor and the ρ(S)ψ matrix do not depend
in the z coordinate, and then, can be taken out of the integral.

Eqs. (E.3) and (E.4) give the modular transformations of Yijk. They can be used to
infer the possible modular transformations of the 4D fields.

E.2 Modular transformation of the λ-plet of Yukawa couplings

The λ-plet of holomorphic Yukawa couplings (4.41), Yijk(τ) = ϑ
[
α̂ijk/λ

0

]
(0, λ τ), transforms

as a modular form of weight 1
2 . To see this, let us first investigate how Yα̂(τ), where

α̂ := α̂ijk ∈ Zλ, behaves under T . Obviously,

Yα̂(τ) T7−−→ Yα̂(τ) =
∞∑

`=−∞
exp

[
iπ
(
α̂

λ
+ `

)2
λ (τ + 1)

]
. (E.5)

The phase can be manipulated to give

iπ
(
α̂

λ
+ `

)2
λ (τ + 1) = iπ

(
α̂

λ
+ `

)2
λ τ + iπ (α̂+ λ `)2

λ
. (E.6)
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The second term can be rewritten as

iπ (α̂+ λ `)2

λ
= iπ α̂

2

λ
+ 2πi `+ iπ λ `2 . (E.7)

Only the first term on the right-hand side yields a nontrivial phase. The two others are
integer multiples of 2πi because λ is even. Therefore,

Yα̂(τ + 1) = eiπ α̂
2
λ Yα̂(τ) . (E.8)

Likewise, under S

Yα̂(τ) S7−−→ Yα̂(−1/τ) = ϑ
[
α̂/λ

0

](
0,−λ/τ

)
=: ϑ

[
α̂/λ

0

](
0,−1/t

)
(E.9)

where t := τ/λ. Then

Yα̂(−1/τ) =
√
−i t ϑ

[ 0
α̂/λ

](
0, t
)

=
√
−i τ√
λ

λ−1∑
β̂=0

e
2π i α̂ β̂
λ ϑ

[
β̂/λ

0

](
0, λ τ

)
(E.10)

= (−τ)
1
2

λ−1∑
β̂=0

e
π i
4
√
λ

e
2π i α̂ β̂
λ ϑ

[
β̂/λ

0

](
0, λ τ

)
= −(−τ)

1
2

λ−1∑
β̂=0

(
−e

π i
4
√
λ

)
e

2π i α̂ β̂
λ Y

β̂
(τ) .

Here we used eqs. (A.7b) and (A.8). This shows that the λ-plet of Yα̂(τ) picks up the
correct automorphy factors to be a modular form of weight 1

2 . Note that we choose the
minus sign in eq. (E.10), anticipating that these transformations comply with eq. (4.12),
for ϕ(S, τ) = −

√
−τ , and thus with eq. (4.13). Therefore, from eqs. (E.8) and (E.10) we

get the representations of the λ-plet of Yukawa couplings (4.43b), which we recast here

ρλ(S̃)
α̂β̂

= −eiπ/4
√
λ

exp
(

2πi α̂ β̂
λ

)
, (E.11a)

ρλ(T̃ )
α̂β̂

= exp
(

iπ α̂2

λ

)
δ
α̂β̂

. (E.11b)

Finally, although these matrices may be not be irreducible for some choice of Iαβ , in
section 4.5 we get the irreducible representation matrix in each case (cf. e.g. eqs. (4.63)
and (4.65)). Therefore, eq. (4.12) is satisfied and the Yukawa couplings given by eq. (3.2)
are modular forms of weight kY = 1

2 . Furthermore, as discussed in section 4.5, the repre-
sentation matrix will correspond to a representation of the metaplectic group Γ̃2λ, which
implies that the Yukawa couplings have level 2λ.
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