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Abstract

We study the modular symmetry in 72 and orbifold comfactifications with magnetic fluxes.
There are | M| zero-modes on T2 with the magnetic flux M. Their wavefunctions as well as
massive modes behave as modular forms of weight 1/2 and represent the double covering
group of I' = SL(2,Z), T = 5'\1/}(2, Z). BEach wavefunction on T2 with the magnetic flux M
transforms under I'(2|M|), which is the normal subgroup of SL(2,Z). Then, | M| zero-modes
are representations of the quotient group 1~“’2‘ M = I'/T(2|M]). We also study the modular
symmetry on twisted and shifted orbifolds 7%/Zy. Wavefunctions are decomposed into
smaller representations by eigenvalues of twist and shift. They provide us with reduction of
reducible representations on 72.
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1 Introduction

The standard model (SM) is now well established. However, the origin of the flavor structure of
quarks and leptons is still one of the mysteries of the SM. Various studies have been carried out
to understand the flavor structure. One of the interesting approaches is to impose some non-
Abelian discrete flavor symmetries [IH9] on the flavors of quarks and leptons. Various discrete
symmetries such as Sy, Ay, A(3BN?), A(6N?) are used. Then, these flavor symmetries are
broken by vacuum expectation values (VEVSs) of gauge singlet scalars, the so-called flavons in
order to realize the masses and the mixing angles of quarks and leptons. However, a complicated
vacuum alignment is required.

Superstring theory predicts six-dimensional (6D) compact space in addition to our four-
dimensional (4D) space-time. Such a compact space may provide us with origins of non-
Abelian discrete flavor symmetries. (See, e.g. [10,I1].) In particular, the torus as well as
orbifolds has the modular symmetry as geometrical symmetry. Zero-modes transform under
the modular symmetry. That is, the modular symmetry is a flavor symmetry in a sense. This
transformation behavior has been studied in magnetized D-brane models [12HI5] and heterotic
orbifold models [I6H20]. (See also [21H23].) However, the modular flavor symmetry is different
from the conventional flavor symmetries. Yukawa couplings as well as higher order couplings
are not singlets, but transform under the modular symmetry.

Interestingly, the modular symmetry includes the finite modular groups I'y for N =2, 3,4, 5,
which are isomorphic to S3, A4, Ss, As [24], respectively. Recently inspired by these aspects,
a new bottom-up approach of flavor models has been studied extensively [25H41]. In those
models, some finite modular groups are applied as the flavor symmetries. Furthermore, it is
notable that the Yukawa couplings are functions of the modulus 7, which describes the shape
of the compact space, and are assigned to modular forms, which transform non-trivially under
the modular transformations. The flavor modular symmetry can be broken by the VEV of the
modulus 7 without flavons.

As mentioned above, the modular symmetry is quite important from both top-down and
bottom-up approaches. That could become a bridge to connect high and low energy scales.
Our purpose of this paper is to study the modular symmetry in more detail. We study how
wavefunctions on 7 with magnetic flux transform under the modular symmetry. Furthermore,
we also study twisted and shifted orbifolds. Orbifold twist and shift decompose wavefunctions
by their eigenvalues. That provides us with reduction of reducible representations. Also, it pro-
vides us with a new approach to construct three-generation models from the phenomenological
viewpoint.

This paper is organized as follows. In section 2l we briefly review the modular symmetry
on T? and modular forms. After reviewing 72 with magnetic flux in section B.1, we study the
modular symmetry on the magnetized 72 in section B.2l We find that the wavefunctions on the
magnetized T are transformed under the modular transformations like modular forms of weight
1/2 for T'(2|M|). We also study the modular symmetry on various magnetized T2 /Zy orbifolds



in sections @Gl In section @ we study that on the T2/Zy twisted orbifolds. In section B, we
study that on the 7?%/Zy shifted orbifolds. Furthermore, in section [6, we study that on the
T?/Zy twisted and shifted orbifolds. In those sections, we find that the modular symmetry
remains on the T?/Z, twisted orbifold and the "full” shifted T?/Zy orbifolds. In particular,
the full 72/Z, shifted orbifold is consistent with the 7%/Z, twisted orbifold. Section [0 is
the conclusion. Appendix [Al shows the extension for the generalized C'P symmetry with the
modular symmetry on the magnetized T2. Appendix [Blshows the detail calculation of discussion
in section3.2 Appendix[Clshows examples of the magnetized T?/Z, twisted and shifted orbifold
models.

2 Modular symmetry and modular forms

In this section, we briefly review the modular symmetry on 72 and the modular forms. (See
e.g [42H45]. See also [34].) First, we review the modular symmetry on T2, The torus 772
can be constructed as division of the complex plane C by a two-dimensional (2D) lattice A,
i.e. T? ~ C/A. The lattice A is spanned by two lattice vectors e; (i = 1,2). We denote the
complex coordinate of C as u and that of the 7% as z = u/e;. We also introduce the complex
modulus parameter 7 = ey/e; (Im7 > 0). However, there is some ambiguity in choice of the
lattice vectors. The lattice spanned by the following lattice vectors € (i = 1,2),

Q) (@0 (e) ) (v ) conez =T, (1)
(61) (c d) (el) <c d)

is the same lattice spanned by the lattice vectors e; (i = 1,2). Under the above SL(2,Z)
transformation, the coordinate of 72 and the modulus are transformed as

U , u z
: E_—> = — = — 2
VA e N ey er+d (2)
e , e ar+b
i el T e, cr+d )

This is the modular transformation. The group I' = SL(2,7Z) is generated by two generators,

(4 0D

They satisfy the following algebraic relation,

S?=-1, S*=(ST)’=1 (5)
Under S and T, the coordinate of 72 and the modulus, (z,7), are transformed as
z 1
S:(z,7)— <—;,—;), T:(z,7) = (2,7 +1). (6)

IThey satisfy (ST1)3 = -1, (ST-1)5 =1.



Note that —L: (z,7) — (—z, 7).
Next, we review the modular forms. The principal congruence subgroup of level N, I'(N)
is the normal subgroup of I' defined by

e ={n= (4 3)erl(l 5)=() 3) moam}, 7)

where we have ['(1) ~ I'". The modular forms f(7) of weight k& for I'(N) are holomorphic
functions of 7 which transform as

re) = r s, n= (4 L) ere, )

Here, k is an integer while k is even for N = 1,2 because of —I € I'(N). The above modular
forms of weight k for I'(N) transform as

Far) = er+ fof@), 2= (2 ) e, )

under I" transformation, where p is a unitary representation of the quotient group I'y, = I'/T'(IV).
Thus, the representation of Iy, p, satisfies the following relations,

p(S)' = [p(S)p(T)P = p(T)" =1, p(S)*p(T) = p(T)p(S)*. (10)
Note that since the relation (—1)%p(—I) = I should be satisfied, it is required that p(—I) = I
(p(=I) = —I) when k is even (odd). Consequently, when k is even, p becomes a representation

of 'y = T'/T(N), where we define I' = I'/{%I} and T'(N) = I'(N)/{£l} (N = 1,2) while
I' =T(N) (N > 2). As mentioned in section [l I'y are isomorphic to I'y ~ S3, I's =~ Ay,
'y ~ S,, and I's ~ As. Furthermore, we define the automorphy factor as

J(p7) = (er + d)f, 5 = (‘C‘ Z) er, (1)

which satisfies

Jk(%%ﬂ') = Jk(%,%(T))Jk(%,T)a Y,72 €. (12)

In the next section, we study the modular symmetry for wavefunctions on the magnetized
T2. In the following analysis, we extend the above discussion on modular forms.
3 Modular symmetry in the magnetized 77 model

We consider ten-dimensional NV = 1 supersymmetric Yang-Mills theory, as an effective field
theory of magnetized D-brane models of superstring theory, compactified on T2 x T? x T? with
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non-vanishing magnetic fluxes. Magnetic fluxes induce degenerate zero-modes corresponding
to flavors of quarks and leptons as well as massive modes. In particular, we focus on one 72
with a magnetic flux, and start with 6D theory. In this case, the wavefunction of the fermion
on 6D space-time, A\(X), is decomposed into the wavefunction on 4D space-time, ¥ (), and
the wavefunction on T2, 97 (2) as follows,

ZZW ) ® Y3 (2), (13)

where we chose 17 (z) as the eigenstate of the 2D Dirac operator i [), as

i Pan(2) = mathy, (). (14)

Here, we denote the n-th excited and j-th degenerate wavefunction as v/, and also we denote
the coordinates of 6D space-time, 4D space-time, and 7?2 as X, z, and z, respectively. Then,
the 6D action for massless fermion A(X) is reduced to 4D action as

S = / A" XN(X)i PeM(X)

= [ae X ([ Ekeute)) e ps mike) (15)

m,n j.k

In this section, we study the modular symmetry for the wavefunctions on the magnetized 72.

3.1 Wavefunctions on magnetized 7>

First, we briefly review the wavefunctions on 7% ~ C/A with U(1) magnetic ﬂuxH [46]. The
metric on T2 is given by

1
ds® = 2, d="dz", b= |e|? <? 5) | (16)
2
The U(1) magnetic flux on T2,
M
F="""0:A dz, (17)
mr
should satisfy the quantization condition,
/ F=2tM, M e€Z. (18)
T2

2The following analysis in this paper can be applied for U(N) magnetic fluxes.



It is induced from the following vector potential,

A=A, dz+ Azdz

mT(z +()dz (19)

where ( is a Wilson line. The above vector potential satisfies the following boundary conditions,

Alz+1)=A(2) +d (%Imz) = A(2) + dxi1(2), (20)
Alz+71)=A(2) +d (%Irm-z) = A(z) + dxa(2), (21)

which correspond to U(1) gauge transformation.
Then, the wavefunctions on the 72 with the above gauge background satisfy the following
boundary conditions,

ey gulCaxs)

Yz + 1) = M@ (2) = ™ T yh(2), (22)
Pz 7) = 2Dp(2) = T g z), (23)

where we consider the unit U(1) charge, ¢ = 1. Note that the quantization condition M €
Z originates from the above boundary conditions. The zero-mode wavefunction of the two-
dimensional spinor with charge ¢ = 1,

vy (VY (2) M\ — oy~ M(,
W0 = () e =), 21

is obtained by solving the zero-mode Dirac equation,

(YD, +~" D) (2) = 0, (25)

1 /0 2 . 1 /0 0
z_ S — 26

satisfying {7*,7*} = 2h**, and we denote the covariant derivative as D, = 0, — iA, (D; =
0: —iA;). From Eq. (26), each component of Eq. (25)) is described by

where 7*,v* are written by

Dl () = 2D (2) =0, (27)
_iDYM(z) = ?DZ@D]_”(Z) 0. (28)
1



When the magnetic flux M is positive, ¥ (2) and ¥="(2) = ¢} (2) have |M| number of
degenerate zero-modes described by

1/4 .
gﬁlM\(z’T) _ (%) em|M\(z+<)% ZeiﬂM\T(ﬁ—i—l) 27rz\M|(z+C)(ﬁ ) (29)

A2
leZ
MY o=z [
:<F IOy | I (|02, M),

with Vj € Zjy = {0,1,2,...,|M| — 1}, where A = |e;|*Im7 is the area of 77 and ¢ denotes the
Jacobi theta function defined as

9 {Z} (% 7_) _ Z ewi(a+l)27—€27ri(a+l)(u+b). (3())
I€Z

Similarly, when M is negative, 1 (2) has | M| degenerate zero-modes, whose wavefuctions are
the same as the above. Thus, we can realize a chiral theory.
Furthermore, the wavefunctions of the n-th excited-modes [47], whose squared masses are

2 — 4mMy  can be described by

m, = A

GMI(z, 7) :% ()" 9™z, ) (31)

n 1/4
L (LN IMNT g
Vnl \V2 A?
» Z6m|M\r(‘%ﬂ+l)2e2m’|M\(z+<)(ﬁ+l)Hn ( o M{Tmr (Imiz +9) n ‘]{4‘ n l)) ’

mr
I€Z

where we use the creation and annihilation operators,

47T|M =\ TP (32)
which satisfy [a,a'] = 1, and H, () is the Hermite function. We note that the wavefunctions
in Egs. (29) and (B1]) are normahzed by

/T2 dzdz) ‘M|( JOEMI(2) = (2Im7) 7268, 16 - (33)
From Eqs. (83]) and (&), we can obtain the following 4D kinetic terms,
oo |M|-1 M | M
s far 3 S @

which means that the wavefunctions on the 4D space-time, WL,\MI (x), have modular weight —k =
—1/2. Thus, the modular symmetry in the 4D low-energy effective field theory is determined
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by behaviors of wavefunctions on the magnetized T2. In the next section, we study the modular
symmetry on the magnetized T2. Before ending this section, we also note that the wavefunctions
in Egs. (29) and (B1]) satisfy the following relation,

O i Gk (35)

3.2 Modular symmetry in the magnetized 72 model

Here, we study how the fields on the magnetized T? are transformed under the modular trans-
formation, Eq. (@l).

The transformation of the Wilson line ( is the same as the coordinate z, i.e. I' 3 v:( —
¢/(et+d). The fields F in Eq. (I7) and A in Eq. (I9) are modular invariant. The equations of
motions for Y™ (z) with any excited-modes, including zero-modes, are also modular invariant.
On the other hand, while the boundary conditions for ™ (2) in Egs. (22) and (23)) are consistent
with the S transformation, they are consistent with the 7" transformation only if M is even. In
general, the boundary conditions are consistent with the modular transformation in Eqs. (2I)
and (3) only if M is even or both ab and cd are even, where a, b, ¢, d are elements of v € I'; 5 C I
(See Ref. [15].) Here, we focus on the models with M=even.

The wavefunctions of the n-th excited-modes in Eq. ([BII), including the zero-modes in
Eq. (29), are transformed as

[M[-1
. . 1 . 1 .k
S W{lM‘ 2,T) — f{‘Ml <_Ev__) = (-1)"? 6W4762mm¢5’|m 2 T), 36
) g (2 T) = o e G (86)
.42 .
T: ¢£L"M|(z, T) = @Dﬁ;"M'(z,T +1) = em\M\@bfl"Ml(z,T), (37)

under the modular transformation, Eq. (@). Note that the creation operator is modular invariant
and commutative with the above coefficients. Thus, the wavefunctions transform like modular
forms of weight 1/2. It is consistent with Eq. ([B4). Modular forms of weight 1/2 are relevant
to the double covering group of I' = SL(2,7Z), I = SL(2,7Z). (See e.g. [A4,4851].) The double
covering group [ = ﬁ@, Z) is defined by

fz{[fy,e]hel“, ee{£1}}. (38)
The multiplication of arbitrary two elements, [y1, €1], [y2, €2] € f, is defined by

[717 61] [727 62] = [71727 A(717 72)6162]7 (39>

where A(71,72) is called Kubota’s twisted 2-cocycle [50] for I', defined as follows. We first
introduce Kubota’s function y : I' — Z, defined by

n={ 5 7o (40)



We also introduce the Hirbert symbol, defined by

-1, (a<0andb<0)
1, (otherwise)

(@00 = {
Then, A(v1,72) is defined by

Ay, 72) = (X(%%) X(%%)) . (42)

(41)

x(m) T x(2)

Actually, it satisfies the following cocycle relation,

A(”Yh 72)14(71727 73) = A(%a 7273)14(727 73)- (43)

Here, we set

I=[1], S=][s1], T=][T,1]. (44)

They satisfy the following algebraic relations,

S?=[-I1=2, S*=(OTP=[1,-1=2% 8=(T°=[1=I=2" (45)
Note that inverses of S , T, 7 are written by
STt=[s"11), T '=[1""'1, Z=I[-1-1] (46)

Hereafter, we often denote an element of f, [, €], as 7, where 7 is, in general, independent of
.

Due to the above extension by € € {£1}, the definition of the automorphy factor in Eq.(II))
is also extended by € € {£1} as follows,

~ _ » a b ~
T = ddalyr) = e+, ke 7= [y= (0 0).]en an

where we take (—1)¥/2 = ¢=™/2_ From Eqs. (IZ) and BJ), Eq. @) satisfies the following
relation,
jkpﬁﬁzﬁ) = (A(%ﬁz))k ﬂ/z(%ﬁz(ﬂ)ﬂ/z(%ﬁ), "= [71>€1]ﬁz = [72>€2] € f, (48)

where the extension by € € {£1} does not affect the modular transformation, i.e. 7(z,7) =
v(z,7). It allows us to study modular forms of weight k/2, where k is integer. Considering the
above extension, the wavefunctions on the magnetized 72 transform as

|M|-1
qp%"M‘ﬁ(z,T)) = Jio(7,7) Z P(?)jkws"m(zﬂ')v yel, (49)
k=0
~ . 1 ik ~ iwi
p(S)jk = €ZW/4W€2 M, p(T)je = €7 Moy, (50)



under the modular transformation. Note that Z(z,7) = (—z,7) and Z2(z,7) = (2,7) require
Jiy2(Z,7)p(Z) = Snj—ji and Jyo(Z2%,7)p(Z)? = §; 1, respectively. Actually, we can check that
the following relations,

. t§dzﬁ)=i€§pﬁ)=—% Mzbkzp@ﬁw=ﬁwym, (51)
Tia(Z2,7) = Ja(5%7) = Jiao((STY m) = =1, p(2)5 = p(S)je = [p(S)p(T) = = s,

(52)

Ta(Zh7) = J12(S%,7) = Jip2((ST)®,7) = 1 p(Z) i = p(S)5i = [p(S)p(T)]5s, = b1, (53)

<71/2(Tna7_) =1, Vn S Z> p(f)il‘k]m = Y5k (54)

p(Z)”p(f) = p(f)p(?)”’ n=123, (55>

are satisﬁedﬁ. Therefore, the wavefunctions on the magnetized T transform under the modular
transformation like modular forms of weight 1/2 for I'(2|M]) [, which is the normal subgroup
of I', defined as

T(2|M|) = {[h,e] € T|h € T(2|M]), e = 1}. (57)

Then p is a unitary representation of the quotient group 1:’2| M = r / f(2|M |). That is, the group
generated by p is homomorphic with fl?\ M|
For example, when M = 2, the S and T transformations are represented as

3= (0 1) = (5 Y. (58

They generate the group G? whose order is 96, and it is isomorphic to

G2~ T x Z,. (59)

When M =4, the S and T transformations are represented as

11 1 1 1 0 0 0
R R B R )
1 —i =1 i 0 0 0 €™/
They generate the group G*, whose order is 384, and it is isomorphic to
G* ~ A(48) x Zs. (61)
3The following relations are also satisfied
p(S)p(T) e = i1t js ()T 5 = =81, [(S)p(T) ' = S (56)

ccording to Ref. , ST 1) — , 7)) can be split on since c 4Z.
1A di Ref SL(2,7Z SL(2,7Z b 1 I'e|\M 2|M| € 47
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In Appendix [Al we study the extension for the generalized C'P symmetry with the modular
symmetry on the magnetized T2

So far, we have considered the Wilson line ¢, which transforms as ( — (/(¢t +d). In
that case, the modular transformation is restrictive due to the consistency with the boundary
conditions for ¢ (2). Before ending this section, we comment about another possibility. In
particular, if a Wilson line ¢ is also changed to ¢ + 1, which is the gauge transformation,
simultaneously with the T transformation, the boundary conditions for 1*(z) are consistent
with the modular transformation even if M is odd, although the equations of motions for 1™ (z)
are modified. In this case, the zero-mode wavefunction for j after the 7" transformation can be
expanded by the all excited-mode wavefunctions for 5 before the T" transformation as follows,

T:gy™M e+ ) =™z + ¢+ 1,7+ 1)

= (—1)e \M\e Qlffzf ( i/ M') WMz 4 ¢ T), (62)

where we use the following the generating function of the Hermite function,

e VA = Z H,,( (63)

The detail calculation is shown in Appendix [Bl Similarly, the n-th excited-mode wavefunction
for j after the T' transformation can be also expanded by the all excited-mode wavefunctions
for j before the T transformation.

In this section, we have discussed the modular symmetry on magnetized 7. In the following
sections, we study the modular symmetry on various magnetized T?/Zy orbifolds.

4 Modular symmetry in magnetized T°/Zy twisted orb-
ifold models

In this section, we study the modular symmetry of the wavefunctions on the magnetized T2 /Zy
twisted orbifolds [12L52H54]. Here and hereafter, we often omit the KK index n, because each
KK level satisfies the same relations in what follows. For simplicity, we do not introduce non-
vanishing discrete Wilson lines, although we can discuss models with non-vanishing Wilson
lines similarly. The T?/Zy twisted orbifold can be obtained by further identifying the points
on T? ~ C/A which are rotated by o = e>™*/N.Vk ¢ Zy = {0,1,2,..., N — 1}. That is
the Zy twist, i.e. (ak)™ = 1. Hence, a lattice point, except for the origin, should move to
another lattice point after any Zy twist. It allows only if N = 2, 3,4,6. Moreover, the modulus
T = ey/e; should be fixed to be 7 = ay = >™/N for N = 3,4,6, although any 7 is allowed
for N = 2. It means that only ST,S,ST~! transformations of the modular transformations
are consistent for N = 3,4, 6, respectively, while there remains the full modular symmetry for
N =2.
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The wavefunction on the magnetized T?/Zy twisted orbifold, wj M

T /Z}V,L(z) must satisfy the

following boundary condition,

¢TL]>Q7’L (aNZ) - O‘NwTL]yZ‘m (Z>, m € Zy. (64)

Hence, such wavefunctions can be written by linear combinations of wavefunctions on the
magnetized T? as

YA (2) = N S o) k), (65)

where N} is the normalization factor determined by remaining Eq. (83). Furthermore, wj Ml (ak 2)

satisfies the same equation of motion as w |M] ( ). In addition, if wj M (a k z) also satisfies the

same boundary condition as W ‘M|( ), W |M‘(a %z) can be expanded by the same excited-mode
M

of ¢3! (2).

First, we consider the magnetized T?/Z, twisted orbifold. In this case, since the wavefunc-
tion wﬁj‘m(agzﬁ) satisﬁes the same boundary conditions, Eqs. (22) and (23), W{'M‘(aﬂj)
can be expressed by v™(z, 7), i.e. Eq. (B5). Therefore, the wavefunction on the magnetized
1%/ Z twisted orbifold basis, ¢ /Z‘m( ), can be written by linear combinations of wavefunctions
on the magnetized T2 basis, ¢ Mi(2), as

|M|—1
¢;l|2]yz‘gb (Zv T) = N2t Z (6j,k + <_1)m5|M\—],k) ¢§7JM‘(Z7 T)v (66>
k=0

where the normalization factor N is determined by N} = 1,1/2, and 1/v/2 for j = 0,|M]|/2, and

the others, respectively. Note that there are no Zs-odd modes, WleMz‘l( T), for j =0, |M|/2.
2

When M is even, the numbers of Zs-even (m = 0) and -odd (m = 1) modes are (|M|/2+ 1)

and (|M|/2 —1), respectlvelyl On the T?/Z, twisted orbifold basis, Eq. (50) is deformed by

= i 2 . — iwi

preyzg(S) e = ™/ NG cos(2mjk/|MI),  proyzg(T)jk = €7 V1654, (67)
Q im 21 . . o iﬂ'i

Pr2 /73 (S)jk =t —— sin(2mjk/| M), P27} (T)jk =e oy, (68)

VIM]|

where we need to multiply pr2 79 (S) further by 1/v/2 when j or k is 0 or |M|/2. The above
deformations induce deformation of the relation in Eq. (BI)) as

pTQ/ZgL(Z)jk = pTQ/ZQ”(S)?k - (—1)mi5j7k, (69)

*When M is odd, the numbers of Zs-even and Zp-odd modes are ((|[M| — 1)/2 + 1) and ((|[M| — 1)/2),
respectively.
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while the other relations are the same as the T2 basis. Thus, the representations on the 72 /Z,
twisted orbifold basis satisfy the same algebraic relations as that on the 7" basis, although the
dimensions of the representations are different. For example, when M = 4, the wavefunctions
on the T?/Z, twisted orbifold basis are expressed as

0,4
wT2/Zg (Z7 T) ?ﬂ%(% T)
1,4
W) | = [ 5 (WG + ebin) | (170)
,lvbj%;l/zg (Za 7_) w%;l(z7 T)
1
w;f/Z%(Z>T) = E (@D;ﬁ(zﬂ-) —’QD;JSL(Z,T)) : (71)
The representations of the S and T transformations for the Zs-even modes are expressed as
it 1 V2 o1 1 0 0
ﬂT?/Zg(S) = 9 V2 0 -2, Pr2/79 (T)=10 em/to0 |, (72)
1 =2 1 0 0 -1

which are the generators of the group G§. The group G§ has the order 384 and is isomorphic
to

Gy~ A(48) x Zs, (73)

which is the same as the group on 72 in Eq.(GI)). The above wavefunctions in Eq. (Z0) corre-
spond to a triplet under G§ ~ A(48) x Zg. The representations of the S and T transformations
for the Zs-odd mode, on the other hand, are expressed as

pT?/Z%(S ) = 63m/47 P12zl (T) = em/4a (74)
which are the generators of the group G. The group G is nothing but
Gl ~ Zs, (75)

which is a subgroup of G§ ~ A(48) x Zs. The above representation in Eq. (1)) is a representation
of this Zg symmetry and it also corresponds to a singlet under Gg§ ~ A(48) x Zs.

Thus, the T?/Z, twisted orbifold is consistent with the modular symmetry. Furthermore,
the wavefuncitons on T are decomposed into smaller representations by Z, eigenvalues, even
and odd, that is, the 7% /Z, twisted orbifold basis. For smaller |M|, this basis of wavefunctions
provide us with irreducible representations of fl?\ M| = I'/T(2|M]). For larger | M|, wavefunctions
on the T?/Z, twisted orbifold basis could be decomposed further. We will study it in section [

Next, we comment about the other magnetized T?/Zy twisted orbifolds. In the case
of T?/7Z,, since the wavefunction W{'M‘(aiz,azl) satisfies the same boundary condition as
1/1%’|M‘(z,oz4), ¢£’|M‘(a§z,o¢4) can be expanded by 1/1%’|M‘(z,oz4). Actually, it can be done by
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considering S transformation for ™ (z ay4) [12]. Therefore, the wavefunction on the mag-
netized 1?/7Z, twisted orbifold basis, wTQ /Zm(z), can be expanded by linear combinations of

wavefunctions on the magnetized T basis, sz ‘(z), as

M
w’;“Q/ZLm (Z a4)

|M] -1 —itm/2
NS ((5j7k+(—1)m5|M_j,k)+ c \/W( 2 4 (—1)me” 2%)) M (2 ay). (76)
k=0

On the T?/Z4 twisted orbifold basis, the representation of S transformation is diagonalized as

preyzp (S)jx = €A™ 4. (77)
That is the Zg symmetry.

In the case of T?/Zy for N = 3,6, however, the wavefunction w%"m(alfvz,a]\;) satisfies
the same boundary condition as 7™ (z ay) only if M is even. Thus, when M is even,
wﬁM‘(aﬁvz,aN) can be expanded by wﬁM‘(z,aN). Actually, it can be done by considering
ST, ST~ transformations for wﬁM‘(z,aN); N = 3,6, respectively [12]. Therefore, the wave-

function on the magnetized T?/Zy; N = 3,6 twisted orbifold base, @Dgg‘z]}@m (z), can be expanded

by linear combinations of wavefunctions on the magnetized T2 basis, 1/1] |M‘(z), as

Vs (2, )

|M] -1 2mim/3
e . L . . .42 ik
At —im/12 2mi i —2mim/3 iw /12 —im i —2miph k,| M|
= M} (m— (emim/ 1262 i MR g g 2mim/3 i/ 126 R M>) UMz, ),

k=0 | M|
(78)
M
w%‘?/z'm(z )
|M|—1
S (RIS NN
k=0
—imm/3 o ' o .
€ ((6””262“%;6_”];; + e—inm/i’,e—in/mew%e%z%)
| M|
i J : 2 . . . i2 . g
_ (_l)m(eiw/l2e—27rz‘%‘e—z7r% + 6—z7rm/3e—7,7r/1267,7r§we—27r7,%;)))wk IM‘(Z,O((;). (79)

On the T?/Zs twisted orbifold base, the representation of ST transformation is diagonalized as
pr2jay (ST ji = €3 (X7 3)ms 4. (80)

That is the Zg symmetry. On the T?/Zg twisted orbifold base, the representation of ST 1
transformation is diagonalized as

pTQ/Zén(gf_l)jk = eiﬂ—/ﬁ(eiﬂ/:s)m 5,k (81)

13



That is the Z;5 symmetry. Thus, there remain Z,y symmetries in p(7) on the magnetized Zy
twisted orbifolds for N = 3,4,6. Remaining p(vy) represent a spinor representation under Zy
twist. Obviously, p(7) on the T? and Z, bases also correspond to spinor representations under
the 2D (discrete) rotation.

5 Modular symmetry in magnetized 7°/Zy shifted orb-
ifold models

In this section, we study the modular symmetry for the wavefunctions on the magnetized
T?/Zy shifted orbifolds [55]. The T?/Zy shifted orbifold can be obtained by further identifying
the points on T2 ~ C/A which are shifted by kel = k(m + n7)/N:"k?mn € Zy =
{0,1,2,..., N — 1}. Then, the wavefunctions on the T?/Zy shifted orbifold have to also satisfy
the following boundary condition,

Imé(m ")

(2+¢)

) in|M|| —N———"
(m7n) o iX(m,n)(z) j,‘M| o 27rif/N ( Im-r
(z4ey ") = aye™ TQ/Z‘;V(z)—e e

;| M|

T2/75%,

;Lf‘fggv (2), (82)

with ¢ € Zy, which is consistent with the boundary condition for z — z +m + n7, in addition
to Egs. 22) and (23). Furthermore, these boundary conditions constrain the magnetic flux
M to be M = Nt,t € Z. The above wavefunction can be written by linear combinations of
wavefunctions on the magnetized T2 as

N-1
_ i (mn) mn
YL (2) = N D0 (ad) He B O e, (83)
k=0

where N3 is the normalization factor determined by remaining Eq. (IBZ{I) Furthermore, since
=i (Z’T)w;LM‘ (z—l—k‘e N ) satisfies the same equation of motion as w ( ) and also satisfies
the same boundary condition as sz (z), one can expand e~ X mn)(” w] |M‘(z + k:eSQ”’")) by
the same excited-mode of W MI(2). Then, the wavefunction on the magnetized T2/Zy shifted

orbifold, W M| (2), can be expanded by linear combinations of wavefunctions on the magnetized

T2/74,
72, 43 (2), as
N-1
M s —2mik(f—mj —iT —k)mn j+kn|t],|M
w;L/Zje( ) =N% o~ 2mik(t—myj)/N ,—irk(N k) \t|/N¢$ [¢],] I(z’T% (84)

e
i

0

which can be obtained from Eqs. 29) and (BI)) directly. The normalization factor N3 is
determined as N3 = 1/v/N for n # 0 or N = 1/N for n = 0.

We discuss the modular symmetry on the magnetized T?/Zy shifted orbifolds. There is
the modular symmetry on the T?/Zy shifted orbifold only if the points on T2 ~ C/A which
are shifted by e\ = (m + n7)/N:"m,"n € Zy are further identified. Hereafter, we call
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this T2 /Zy shifted orbifold the full 7%/Zy shifted orbifold. The full T?/Zy shifted orbifold
with magnetic flux M corresponds to 7% ~ C/A’, A’ = A/N with magnetic flux M/N?. The
boundary conditions for the wavefunctions on the magnetized full 72/Zy shifted orbifold are
written by,

1,0 Z (1, )
w] |/z(51 52)( + e( )) Zl XN w] I/Z(ll 52)( ) (85)
(0, 1)

M 0,1 N M
Ve (2 + ) = e OURI L (2). (86)
The above boundary conditions are consistent with Eqs. (Iﬂl), 23), and [B2) for m," n € Zy,
where we denote ¢ in Eq. (82) as £(™") determined by £(™™ = m/f; + nfy (mod N ) From the
above boundary conditions, we obtaln s = M/N? € Z. The eigenfunctions for ¥ e ")_shifts
which satisfy the above boundary conditions are expressed as

Tz/Z(fl A2) Tz/Z(fl A2)

N-1
gl (zr) = M) = %Ze 2rikta/NyJHNIHIM ) (87)

M:N28, SGZ, j:NT+£1 GZNM, T’GZM, 61,62 EZN,

where we note that ¢; = j (mod N). Furthermore, when we consider s=even, the boundary
conditions, Egs. (85) and (8d), are consistent with the modular transformation. On this full
T?/Zy shifted orbifold basis, Eq. (B0) is deformed as

\I';Ls/‘z%l,@( H(z7) = Jp@, 7 Izl NZI /?TQ/Z(h ) (V) rer (1,010,000 |/§§/,Z/2)(z,7), (88)
—0 ¢, t)=
for ¥ € T, where
Prsiin (Do tromyer ) = i7r/4ﬁe27ri(%+7’) (i\llr—i_r,)/Sl(séz,é’l(SN—Zh(’z; (89)
P2z t2) (T)rr’,(él,éz)(é’l ) = e”(%“)z/'s‘ér,w&l 00,0101 (90)

The above deformations induce the deformation of the relation in Eq. (&1I) as

_ 2 _ 2mily/N;
Pr2 g (D) (en,02)(08) = Pra ) () 01,00y 0,8) = €

05| —r—1,1ON—t, £, ON—t5,01,-
(91)

We should modify several terms in the following particular case. Since N — ¢; = ¢; (mod N)
is satisfied when ¢; = 0 or N = 2, d|5—,—1,» should be modified into d|5—,,» when ¢; = 0 or
Ojs|—r—,.» when N = 2. Furthermore, when r = 0 in addition to {; = 0 or N = 2, e*™*2/N does
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not appear even if /5 # 0. Note that Eq. (@) leads to the following relatiorﬂ,

i —r—1,|s]|
VRN ) (—2,T) = e2mia/N gl e Nt (2, 7). (92)
T2/nglv 2) ) T2/zgv 1 2) \<

The other relations except for Eq. ([@1I) are the same as the T2 basis, where we note that the
representation of TV transformation is diagonalized. However, the Zy-shift invariant modes
on the full 7?%/Zy shifted orbifold, i.e. (¢1,¢5) = (0,0), in particular, correspond to the modes
on the T?/N ~ T? with magnetic flux s = M/N? € 2Z. In other words, the Zy-shift invariant
modes behave like modular forms for I'(2|M|/N2), while the other modes correspond to modular
forms for I'(2|M]).

6 Modular symmetry in magnetized 7°/Zy twisted and
shifted orbifold models

In this section, we study the modular symmetry for the wavefunctions on the magnetized T2 /Zy
twisted and shifted orbifolds. The modular symmetry remains on the T?%/Z, twisted orbifold.
In order for the T?/Z, twisted orbifold to be consistent with the full 7%/Zy shifted orbifold,
the following condition should be also satisfied,

N — 6172 = 6172 (mod N), (93)

for Y0, 5 € Zy._ Therefore, the only full 7?/Z, shifted orbifold is consistent with the 72/Z,
twisted orbifoldEI. The wavefunctions on the magnetized T?/Z, twisted and shifted orbifold are
expressed as

o 9 s m s|—r—Lu,]s s 2r+01 4]s 2r+-01+2|s|,4]s
AT, (fo S (gl ) v (%Jzﬁn' (1) \)

TQ/Zém;Zl T2/Zyl TZ/ZglleQ)
— At (w;7"2+51,4\s| I (_1)z2+m¢;(2\s|—r—£1)+51,4|s\ i (_1>£2w;gs\+r)+£1,4|s\ I (_1)mw;g2\s|—r—£1)+21,4|s\> ’
sel, re Z%—H—fﬂ m, by, by € Lo, (94)

where At is the normalization factor determined by remaining Eq. [B3). Note that (bY =
0y + ¢y (mod 2). The numbers of the degenerate modes for (m; /¢y, ¢3) = (0;0,0),(1;0,0) are

6The following calculation is useful to confirm Eq. (02,
. 2 . 2 _ r s 2 s
e*Qﬂzkfg/Nq/}:(rJ;[T'f'fl)"'ko‘;N Is\(_z) :ef2mkl2/N¢,1]Y2 [s|=((Nr+£1)+kN|s|),N~| I(z)
_ e2m’€2/Ne—2m'(N—k—1)(N—ég)/NU);{;’(M*7“71)+N7£1)+(N7k71)N\s|)7N2s(Z)

; —onik' e} Nr'+00)+k N|s|),N?
:eQTrle/Ne 2mik EQ/Nw;QT ) [s]) ‘SI(Z)

"The other T?/Zy twisted orbifolds with N = 3,4,6, on the other hand, are not consistent with any full
T?/Zy shifted orbifolds since they require ¢1 = £5.
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(|M]/8+41),(|M]|/8 —1), respectively, while the numbers of the degenerate modes for the other
(m; €1, 0y) are |M|/8, where M € 8Z. On this T?/Z, twisted and shifted orbifold basis, Eqgs. (89)
and ([@0) as well as Eq. (B0) are deformed as

, 2
Pra g0t (S e ayep ) = €7 —= cos (2m(02/2 +1)(01/2 + 1) /|3]) G106, 5, (95)

Vsl

~ . 0 2
Pz g0t (T (e,02) 0, 0) = 6”(W1+T> I8 G0y 01 Ots—t 01 (96)
pTQ/Zél;fl,Zg) (§)7’7’l7(£17£2)(€/17€/2) = 6m/4 \/7 SlIl 27‘(‘ €1/2 + T) (6/ /2 +r )/‘SD 552 o 551 o, (97)
o asyin Do gy = ¢ )18, b0, 080y, (98)

They satisfy the same relations as the T%/Z, twisted orbifold basis. In particular, the Zo-shift
invariant modes, i.e. (m;f,f) = (m;0,0), correspond to the modes on the (T?/N)/Z, ~
T? |Zy twisted orbifold with magnetic flux s = M/4 € 2Z. For example, when M = 8 (s =
2), the Zy-shift invariant wavefunctions on the 7?/Z, twisted and shifted orbifold basis are

expressed as

0,2
\I]{;/Z;o;o,o) ( (’QD + ¢ )> , (99>

72270 V2 (72 + V)

and the S and T transformations for Eq. ([@9) are the same as Eq. (58)). When M = 16 (s =
4), the Zo-shift invariant wavefunctions on the 7?/Z, twisted and shifted orbifold basis are

expressed as

0,4
\I’Tz/zgo;o,o) (wgzl(i + ¢8 16)

1,4
\I’TQ/ZS);O,()) = % (¢2 ,16 _'_ wﬁ ,16 + ¢10 ,16 + ¢14 16) 7 (100)

4 16 12,16
\I';’j/z(o;om (¢ + )
2
1,4 2,16 6,16 10,16 14,16
\I]TQ/ZS);O,O) = (@D ¢T2 + ’(/JTz - ’(/JTQ ) , (1()1)

and the representations of the S and 7' transformations are the same as Eqs. ([[2)) and (74).
We express the all wavefunctions on the T?/Z, twisted and shifted orbifold base for M = 8,16
and the representations of the S and T transformations for them in Appendix

As aresult, when M = 0 (mod 8), both the Z, twist and the full Z, shift are consistent with
the modular symmetry. The wavefunctions can be decomposed into smaller representations by
their eigenvalues. Thus, a combination between the Zs twist and the full Z, shift provides
us with a reduction of reducible representations towards irreducible representations fél M =

I/T(2|M)).
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7 Conclusion

We have studied the modular symmetry of wavefunctions on the magnetized T? ~ C/A. When
the magnetic flux M is even, the wavefunctions behave as modular forms of weight 1/2 and
represent the double covering group of I' = SL(2,7Z), I = 5”1(2, 7). Each wavefunction on 7%
with the magnetic flux M transforms under I'(2|M|). Then, | M| zero-modes as well as massive
modes are representations of the quotient group fél M = I/T(2|M]).

If we change the Wilson line ( — ¢ + 1 simultaneously with the 7" transformation of the
modular transformations, 7% with any magnetic flux M is consistent with the modular trans-
formations. However, the zero-mode wavefunctions after the 7' transformation are expanded
by the all excited-mode wavefunctions before the T" transformation.

We have also studied the modular symmetry for the wavefunctions on various magnetized
T?/Zy orbifolds. The T?/Zy twisted orbifold can be constructed for N = 2,3, 4,6. However,
the modulus 7 = ey/e; is fixed as 7 = /N for N = 3,4,6 while any 7 is allowed for
N = 2. It means that the only ST, S, ST~ transformations of the modular transformations
remain for N = 3,4, 6, respectively. They correspond to Zsy symmetries. On the other hand,
there remains the full modular symmetry for N = 2. The representations of the modular
transformations on the 12 /Z, twisted orbifold basis satisfy the same algebraic relations as the
representations on the 7 basis. However, the representations on the T basis are decomposed
into smaller representations on the T?/Z, twisted orbifold basis.

In order for the T?/Zy shifted orbifold to be consistent with the modular transformations,
all Zy-shifted points should be identified, where we call it the full T2 /Zy shifted orbifold. The
full 72/Zy shifted orbifold with the magnetic flux M corresponds to 7% ~ C/A/, A" = A/N
with the magnetic flux s = M/N? € 27Z. In particular, the Zy-shift invariant modes correspond
to the modes on T?/N ~ T?. Therefore, the Zy-shift invariant modes behave like modular
forms for I'(2|M|/N?), while the other modes behave as modular forms for I'(2|M]|).

Furthermore, the only full 72 /Zs shifted orbifold is consistent with the 72/Z, twisted orb-
ifold. On that T?/Z, twisted and shifted orbifold, the Z,-shift invariant modes correspond to
the modes on the (T?/N)/Z, twisted orbifold with the magnetic flux s = M /4 € 27Z.

The wavefunctions on 72 are decomposed into smaller representations by the Z, twist and
shift. They provide us with a reduction of representations towards irreducible representations.
Also, the combination of the Z, twist and shift provides us with a new approach to realize three
generations from the phenomenological viewpoints [1. It is interesting to study three-generation
models by a combination of Z, twist and shift. We would study elsewhere.
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Appendix

A Extension for generalized C' P symmetry with the mod-
ular symmetry on the magnetized 77

Here, we study the extension for generalized C'P symmetry with the modular transformations
on the magnetized 1 H The CP transformation for the modulus 7 is defined as CP : 7 — —7,
where it remains Im(—7) > 0. It is derived from

or (@) ()0 ) ()

L u cp_ v u
CcP =
L= C2 cp_ € _ € _ _

The C'P matrix in Eq. (I02) satisfies the following relations,
CP*=1, (CP)S(CP)'=s5"' (CcP)T(CP)*'=T"". (105)

When we also consider the above C'P transformation in addition to the modular transforma-
tions, the modular group I' = SL(2,Z) is extended to I'* = SL(2,Z) x Z§¥ ~ GL(2,Z). Under

b
the extended modular transformation by ~* = (a d) € I'", (z,7) transforms as
c

z ar+b d tv* =1
Vi — | lE ) e = (106)
(m‘-—l—d’ 07_'+d) ) (det7 = _1)

where the above in Eq. (I06) is just modular transformation and the below in Eq. (I06)) contains
odd numbers of C'P transformation. It leads to redefine the automorphy factor as

. o[ (et+d)F,  (dety* =1) . [a b .
Tl 7) = { (T +d)*, (dety* = —1) ’ T (c d) < (107)

where it satisfies Eq. (I2). Note that 7* does not mean the complex conjugate of « but an
element of I'*.

9See [19,[33] for the relation between the modular symmetry and CP symmetry. See also Ref. [58] and
references therein for C'P in superstring theory.
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In order to see how the wavefunctions on the magnetized 72 transform under the extended
modular transformation by ~* € I'*, furthermore, we consider the double covering group of
I ~GL(2,Z), I'* ~ GL(2,7Z), similar to Eq. (88)). Note that only Eq. ([#2]) is redefined as

- . o (X(1s) x(is)
AV, 75) = (detyy, dety. ( . - - . 108
(01,7) = (dety 2 x(v7) T x(73)det; (108)

(See Ref. [49].) In particular, we set
CP =[CP,1]. (109)
Then, Egs. (I09), (#4)), and (46) lead to the following relations,
(CPP=[,-1]=2° (CP)'=M1=1=2" (CP)'=[(CP)",~1],
(CP)S(CP)™ =[S 1]=5", (CPYT(CP)"'=[T"'1]=T", (110)
in addition to Eq. ([@3]). The automorphy factor is the same as Eq. ([47) and satisfies Eq. (4g]),

where we should apply Eqgs. (I07) and (I08).
Here, we study the C'P transformation of the fields on the magnetized 72. In addition to

Eqgs. (I03)) and (I04), it is also needed that the magnetic flux M is flipped as
CP:M — —M. (111)
In this case, any field in section [3.1] after the C'P transformation corresponds to the complex
conjugate of the field. In particular, the wavefunctions of the n-th excited-modes in Eq. (31]),
including the zero-modes in Eq. [29]), transform as
CP: M (z,7) = M=z, —7) = 2™ (2, 7), (112)

under the C'P transformation. Considering Eqs. ([@9) and (II2]), we can obtain the following
form,

[M]-1 -
UMICP(2,7) = 112(CP,7) D p(CP)jutbn™ (2, 7), (113)
k=0
Jip(CP,7) =(=1)"? = ™2 = —i, p(CP)ji = 6. (114)

We can also check the following relations,
Lp(CPYhr) == (-2 = =72 =i, p(CP)j;! = —idy. (115)
From Egs. (II4), (I13), and (B0), we can obtain the following relations,
122, 7) = 1p((CPY7) = =1, p(Z) = p(CP)* =~y (116)
L2 1) = hp((CP)' 1) = =1, p(Z)! = p(CP)! = b, (117)
J2(CP)S(CP) ™ 1) = 1ip(87 1), [(CP)p(S)p(CP)- ]Jk = p(S);1, (118)
T2 (CPYT(CP) 1) = Dua(T 1), [(CP)(T)p(CP) i = pl(T);1, (119)
which are the representations of Eq. (II0). Then, p becomes the representation of f‘v*;| =
/T (2[M]).
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B Modular transformation with gauge transformation
Here, we derive Eq. (62)),

T W‘M'(Hc =™+, +1)

_ <%) i M | (44 1) I 2R Zem\Ml(rH)(‘%ﬂﬂ)ze2m|M\(z+<)(ﬁ+l)
A2

leZ

1/4 _ . .
= (~1)% zw‘];‘ % I M (24¢) THEES) Z€i7r|M\(Iml(rfljo+U€7‘+l)eiw|M\T(ﬁ+l)2€2m‘\M|(z+C)(‘]{7‘+l)
A2

leZ

2 a1 a1
— (—1)2e S - 2 et}
(=1) ¢ ;n! ! 8ImT A?
. mi(z > J 2 y ] I ]
" e”'M‘(Z*C)I (+0) ZeuﬂM\T(W-H) 62m|M\(z+C)(W+l)H ( 2| M|Tmr (1211i +|jﬁ|+l))

leZz
— (1pehne gl,:aZ\r< M) Mz +,7) 20

where we use the following the generating function of the Hermite function,

eV = N7 () (121)
n.
n=0

C Examples of the T?/Z, twisted and shifted orbifold
base

Here, we express examples of the wavefunctions on the T /Z, twisted and shifted orbifold basis
and the representations of the S and T transformations for them. In particular, we show them
for M = 8 and 16.

When M = 8 (s = 2), the wavefunctions on the T?/Z, twisted and shifted orbifold basis
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are expressed as

0,2
’ 1 0,8 4,8
TZ/Z;O*O’O) _ V2 (¢T2 + 'Qsz) 199
1,2 1 2,8 6,8\ | » (122)
Tz/Zgo%Oy()) V2 (sz + sz)
02 s .
oo 2 (00 - k)
, 1,8 3,8 5,8 7.8
\IIT2/Z§°?1’O) - % (Qﬁ% + 1@; + wg«% + w%) ; (123)
072 = 9 O ’ ;
T2/Z;0;1’1) 2 (¢T2 wTZ ,QDTQ _I_ sz )
\110,2 4 2 65
gZ/ZgLO’D % (sz - ¢T2)
) 1,8 3,8 5,8 7.8
\IITz/Z(O;l,O) = % (wTQ - ¢T2 + wTQ - ¢T2) . (124)
02 (LS 4 38 _ syt
Tz/Zéo;l,l) 2 (lpT2 T2 sz T2)

The representations of the S and T" transformations for Eq. (I22)) are expressed as

- i /4 "
e 1 1 10
pTz/Zgo;o,o)(S) = —\/§ (1 _1) » Pra2yz 000 (T) = (O Z) ’ (125)

which are the same as Eq. (B8). The representations of the S and T transformations for
Egs. (I23) and (I24) are expressed as

010 1 0 0
/)TQ/Zgo;zl,ZQ)(S) =™ 1 0 0 , pTQ/Zgo;zl,zg)(T) =10 0 eim/8 7 (126)
0 0 1 0 eiﬂ/g 0
and
_ 010 o fi0 0
/)TQ/ZS;ZMQ)(S) =™ (1 0 0 , pTQ/ZéMl,Q)(T) =0 0o e8], (127)
0 0 1 0 eiﬂ/g 0
respectively.

When M = 16 (s = 4), the wavefunctions on the T?/Z, twisted and shifted orbifold basis
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are expressed as

0,4

722000 wo 16 TPS 16)
2
1,4 1 (2, 16 6,16 10,16 14,16
\DTz/Z(o;o,o) Y (@D ‘I’ w 4 16+ w 12 16+ w ) ) (128)
2.4
\DTZ/Z(O 0,0) (¢ + 77D )
0,4
T2/70°0" (IDO 16 ws 16
1,4
(050,1) 102, 162 6,16 10,16 14,16
7272 3 (v 10 _ gl0ns | 140y
’ 1,16 7 16, 916 {5.16
T2/Z50;1’0) — (¢ + TP + ¢ + ¢ ) (129)
gl . (¢3 16 ws 16 11 16 13 16) ,
e (¢1 16 ID? 16 9 16, 15 16)
{Z/ng’l) (¢3 16 ¢5 16 11 16 13 16)
T2/Z;0;1,1)
1
1,4 _ 2,16 6,16 10,16 14,16
\I]TQ/Zéo;o,o) - 5 (¢ ¢ + ¢ ¢ ) ) (130)
0,4
72/728500 L (216 | 1,616 10,16 14,16
o L (2 + 020 - 9l3° — 4™
Tz/Zél;O,l) (w4 ,16 1/}12 16)
0.4 (111.0) 1 ( e 16 7 16, 9 16 _ )15 16)
T2/Z2 o _ 2 (131)
1,4 1 ( 316 516 +¢11 16 13 16) .
T2/Z(1:’170) 2
od 2 l( 116 716 916 1516)
2 (LLD) 2
T2/2§ i 3 16 5 16 11 16 13 16
1,4 P ( )
TQ/Zélql,l)

The representations of the S and T transformations for Eqs. (I29) and (I31) are expressed as

_ i/ 1 V2 1 N 1 0 0
pT2/Z§O;O'O) (S) = 9 \/5 0 _\/§ ) pTz/Zéo;o,o) (T) =[0 e™* 0 , (132)
1 V2 1 0 0 -1

which are the same as Eq. (72)), and

pT2/Z;0?0’0) (S) =

L pra oo (T) = €711, (133)

which are the same as Eq. ((4]), respectively. The representations of the S and 7" transformations
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for Eqgs. (I29) and ([I31]) are expressed as

0 0 1/vV2 1/V2 0 0
0 0 1/vV2 —1/V2 0 0
~ . 1/vV2 1/V2 0 0 0 0
‘ _ im/4
Pra g (S) = 1/V2 —1/vV2 0 0 0 0 ’
0 0 0 0 cos(m/8)  sin(m/8)
0 0 0 0 sin(m/8) —cos(m/8)
1 0 0 0 0 0
0 ™t 0 0 0
~ 0 0 0 0 /16
pTz/Zéo;zl,zz)(T): 0 0 0 0 0 Gim/16; | (134)
0 0 em6 9 0 0
0 0 0 ™16 0
and
0 0 1/vV2 1/V2 0 0
0 0 1/vV2 —1/V2 0 0
o | 1V2 V20 0 0 0
‘ _ im/4
Prapgrene(9) =005 a1 s o 0 0 0 !
0 0 0 0 sin(w/8)  cos(m/8)
0 0 0 0 cos(m/8) —sin(w/8)
ei/4 0 0 0 0
0 -1 0 0 0 0
~ 0 0 0 0 7169
pTWZé”l”“’”(T): 0 0 0 0 0 em/16; [ (135)
0 0 em™/6 0 0
0 0 0 /16 0
respectively.
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