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Abstract

We study the modular symmetric standard-model effective field theory. We employ the stringy
Ansatz on coupling structure that 4-point couplings y® of matter fields are written by a
product of 3-point couplings y®) of matter fields, i.e., y®* = y®yB) . In this framework, we
discuss the flavor structure of bilinear fermion operators and 4-fermion operators, where the
holomorphic and anti-holomorphic modular forms appear. The bilinear operators with chirality
flip are related with the successful mass matrix of quarks and leptons. We find some relations
of the flavor changing transition at nearby fixed points 7 = i, w, 700, which are testable in
the future. As an application, we discuss the relations of the lepton flavor violation processes,
u— ey, 7 — ey and 7 — py. We predict BR(7 — pvy) > BR(1 — ey) > BR(u — e7), and
inputting the current upperbound of the branching ratio BR(u — ey) < 4.2 x 10713, we obtain
BR(T — puy) < 1.4x 107 and BR(7 — e7) < 1.4 x 107!, These predictions are different from
the ones of the U(2) flavor symmetry. We also study the flavor changing 4-quark operators in
the A4 modular symmetry of quarks. As a result, the minimal flavor violation could be realized
by taking relevant specific parameter sets of order one.
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1 Introduction

The Standard Model (SM) has been regarded as the low-energy limit of an full theory at the high
energy scale. After the first years of running of the LHC, no new physics (NP) has been discovered.
That is, there is a mass gap between the SM spectrum and these hypothetical additional degrees
of freedom such as new particles.

Describing possible physics beyond the SM in general terms gets increasingly important, and
the systematic study goes under the name of the SMEFT: the SM Effective Field Theory (EFT)
based on the SU(3). ® SU(2), ® U(1)y gauge symmetry, and the SM field content as dynamical
degrees of freedom below a cut-off scale p > G;l/ ®. Several years after the pioneering analysis
in Ref. [1], the first complete list of non-redundant SMEFT Lagrangian terms up to dimension-six
has been presented in Ref. [2].

When all the possible flavor structures are taken into account in absence of any flavor symmetry,
a large proliferation in the number of independent coefficients in the SMEFT occurs: there are
1350 CP-even and 1149 CP-odd independent coefficients for the dimension-six operators [3]. The
flavor symmetry is a challenging hypothesis to reduce the number of independent parameters of
the flavor sector. Above all, the flavor symmetries U(3) and U(2)® have been successfully applied
to the SMEFT [4]. The U(3)® flavor symmetry is the maximal flavor symmetry allowed by the
SM gauge sector, while U(2)° is the corresponding subgroup acting only on the first two (light)
families. The U(3)° allows us to apply the Minimal Flavor Violation (MFV) hypothesis [5, 6],
which is the most restrictive hypothesis consistent with the SMEFT, and suppress non-standard
contributions to flavor-violating observables [6]. In the U(2)° symmetry [7-9], it retains most of
the MFV virtues and allows us to have a much richer structure as far as the dynamics of third
family is concerned.

In the U(3)® and U(2)® flavor symmetric scenario, the Yukawa couplings are understood as
spurions (symmetry-breaking terms) which have non-trivial representations under the symmetry.
Assuming that flavor- and CP-violating effects in NP is also controlled by the Yukawa, the flavor
structure of higher-dimensional operators are expressed by the spurions. Then, by counting dif-
ferent order in the breaking terms of these symmetries, we can classify the number of independent
dimension-six operators, as studied in Ref. [4]. These flavor symmetries are not the only options
to efficiently suppress flavor-violating observables in the SMEFT, and the non-Abelian discrete
symmetry would be one of the alternative choice.

The non-Abelian discrete groups have been discussed to challenge the flavor problem of quarks
and leptons [10-19]. Indeed, supersymmetric (SUSY) modular invariant theories give us an attrac-
tive framework to address the flavor symmetry of quarks and leptons with non-Abelian discrete
groups [20]. In this approach, the quark and lepton mass matrices are written in terms of modular
forms which are holomorphic functions of the modulus 7. The arbitrary symmetry breaking sector
of the conventional models based on flavor symmetries is replaced by the moduli space, and then
Yukawa couplings are given by modular forms.

The well-known finite groups S3, A4, Sy and Aj are isomorphic to the finite modular groups
[y for N =2,3,4,5, respectively [21]. The lepton mass matrices have been given successfully in
terms of A4 modular forms [20]. Modular invariant flavor models have been also proposed on the
Iy >~ S5 [22], 'y >~ Sy [23] and I's ~ A5 [24]. Based on these modular forms, the flavor mixing of
quarks and leptons has been discussed intensively in these years. Phenomenological studies of the
lepton flavors have been done based on Ay [25-27], Sy [28-30] and Aj [31]. A clear prediction of the



neutrino mixing angles and the Dirac CP phase was given in the simple lepton mass matrices with
the A4 modular symmetry [26]. The Double Covering groups T’ [32,33] and S} [34, 35] were also
realized in the modular symmetry. Furthermore, phenomenological studies have been developed
in many works [36-101].

Superstring theory is a promising candidate for the unified theory including gravity. Various
string compactifications lead to four-dimensional low energy field theories with the specific struc-
ture where 4-point couplings yi(;%g of matter fields can be written by a product of 3-point couplings

y,jm of matter fields,

yukz Z yzgmymkev (1.1)

up to an overall factor, where the modes corresponding to m may be light or heavy modes.
Furthermore, n-point couplings y™ can also be written by products of 3-point couplings y®, i.e.,
y™ = (y3))"=2_ Thus, the symmetries in 3-point couplings are still symmetries even for higher-
dimensional operators, and the flavor structures of higher-dimensional operators are controlled by
3-point couplings. This structure in the string-derived low-energy effective field theory meets the
MFEYV hypothesis [102]. Note that the string EFTs satisfy the relation (1.1) at the compactification
scale or the string scale, but it holds at the low-energy scale. This is because new operators
appearing through the vacuum expectation value (VEV) of scalar fields and integrating out heavy
states keep the relation (1.1).

In addition, these couplings in the string-derived effective field theory depend on moduli, which
represent geometrical characters of string compact spaces such as size and shape. When we ig-
nore the dynamic of moduli fields, these moduli-dependent couplings behave as spurions. Then,
the geometrical symmetry, under which moduli transform non-trivially, would be important from
the viewpoint of the MFV, although Yukawa spurions transform (3,3,1,1,1), (3,1,3,1,1), and
(1,1,1,3,3) in the U(3)° = U3)q @ UBB)y @ U(3)p @ U(3), ® U(3)r flavor symmetric MFV
scenario, where {Q, U, D, L, E} denote the five independent types of the SM fermions. The U(2)°
flavor symmetric scenario can also be realized in string models due to the fact that matter Yukawa
couplings have rank 1 at the leading order [103]. The modular symmetry is the geometrical sym-
metry, which changes the basis of cycles of the torus T as well as the orbifold 72 /Z,.!. Moreover,
zero-modes transform non-trivially under the modular symmetry (see, e.g., for heterotic string
theory on orbifolds Ref. [105] and for magnetized brane models Ref. [106]). That is, the modular
symmetry corresponds to the flavor symmetry in the low-energy effective field theory. Yukawa
couplings as well as other couplings transform non-trivially under the modular symmetry, because
these couplings depend on the modulus. Calabi-Yau threefolds have many moduli, and their
geometrical symmetries are symplectic modular symmetries [107,108]. Their phenomenological
implications were studied in Refs. [109,110]. Hence, these observations strongly support that fla-
vor structures of higher-dimensional operators as well as Yukawa couplings in the string EFTs are
determined by the modular flavor symmetry.

A drawback of the MF'V hypothesis is that it does not allow us to define a clear power-counting
in the SMEFT. This is because one of the breaking term, namely Yukawa coupling Y;, is large.
It is therefore not obvious why one should not consider more powers of Y; in the counting of

'The possible discrete modular symmetries on higher-dimensional toroidal orbifolds were classified in the context
of Type IIB string theory [104].



independent operators. On the other hand, it defines a clear power counting in the modular
symmetry due to the modular weights.

In this paper, we study the SMEFT with the 'y modular flavor symmetry. The modular
flavor symmetry is regarded as a remnant of the geometrical symmetry of the extra-dimensional
space. Constraints on higher-dimensional operators only by I'y would be weak, in particular
for I'y singlets and many parameters would be allowed. Hence, we employ the relation (1.1) as
Ansatz in the SMEFT. Through this Ansatz, higher-dimensional operators are related with 3-point
couplings, although the m mode in Eq. (1.1) may be known or unknown.

We take the level 3 finite modular groups, I's for the flavor symmetry since the property of
Ay flavor symmetry has been well known [111-117]. Based on the tensor decomposition of A4
modular group, we discuss the bilinear and 4-fermion operators with flavor changing (FC) process
at nearby fixed points. As an application, we discuss the lepton flavor violation (LEFV).

The paper is organized as follows. In section 2, we review on the A, modular flavor symmetry
for flavors. In section 3, we discuss the 4-fermion operators of the SMEFT in A, modular symmetry.
In sections 4 and 5, we study the flavor structure of the bilinear fermion operators with chirality flip
and chirality conserve, respectively. In section 6, we discuss the 4-quark operator with AF = 2.
Section 7 is devoted to the summary. In Appendix A, we summarizes the SMEFT operators.
In Appendix B, we give a brief review on an explicit A4, modular flavor model. The S and ST
transformations of its mass matrix are given in Appendix C. In addition, the mass matrix at
nearby 7 = ¢ is given in Appendix D. In Appendix E, we present tensor products of A, including
modular forms. Appendix F summarizes briefly the U(2) flavor symmetry of the quark sector.

2 A, modular symmetry and flavor of quarks and leptons

In this section, we briefly review the models with A; modular symmetry.

2.1 Modular flavor symmetry

The modular group I is the group of linear fractional transformations ~ acting on the modulus 7,
belonging to the upper-half complex plane as:

, where a,b,c,d €Z and ad—bc=1, Im[r] >0, (2.1)

which is isomorphic to PSL(2,Z) = SL(2,7Z) /{1, —1} transformation. This modular transforma-

tion is generated by S and T,
1
ST — ——, T:Tm—71+1, (2.2)
T

which satisfy the following algebraic relations,
S?=1, (ST =1. (2.3)

We introduce the series of groups I'(V), called principal congruence subgroups, where N is the
level 1,2,3,.... These groups are defined by

P(N) = {(‘CL Z) € SL(2,7) . (Z Z) _ (é (1)) (modN)}. (2.4)



For N = 2, we define I'(2) = I'(2)/{I, —I}. Since the element —I does not belong to I'(N) for
N > 2, we have ['(N) = I'(N). The quotient groups defined as I'y = I'/T'(N) are finite modular
groups. In these finite groups I'y, TV = I is imposed. The groups I'y with N = 2,3,4,5 are
isomorphic to S3, Ay, Sy and As, respectively [21].

Modular forms f;(7) of weight k are the holomorphic functions of 7 and transform as

fi(r) — (em + d)* p()ii fi(7), €T, (2.5)

under the modular symmetry, where p(7y);; is a unitary matrix under I'y.
Under the modular transformation of Eq.(2.1), chiral superfields v; (i denotes flavors) with
weight —k transform as [118]

vy — (em +d)Fp(y)isth; - (2.6)

We study global SUSY models. The superpotential which is built from matter fields and
modular forms is assumed to be modular invariant, i.e., to have a vanishing modular weight.
For given modular forms, this can be achieved by assigning appropriate weights to the matter
superfields.

The kinetic terms are derived from a Kahler potential. The Kéhler potential of chiral matter
fields v; with the modular weight —k is given simply by

T Ll (2.7

where the superfield and its scalar component are denoted by the same letter, and 7 = 7* after
taking VEV of 7. The canonical form of the kinetic terms is obtained by changing the normal-
ization of parameters [26]. The general Kéhler potential consistent with the modular symmetry
possibly contains additional terms [119]. However, we consider only the simplest form of the
Kahler potential.

For 'y ~ A4, the dimension of the linear space My(I'(3)) of modular forms of weight & is
k+ 1 [120-122], i.e., there are three linearly independent modular forms of the lowest non-trivial
weight 2, which form a triplet of the A4 group. These modular forms have been explicitly given [20]
in the symmetric base of the A4 generators S and T for the triplet representation as shown in the
next subsection.

2.2 Modular forms

The holomorphic and anti-holomorphic modular forms with weight 2 compose the A, triplet as:

(2) () (2) (2)x )
Vai(r)= | Ya(r) | . YU(T) =YU(T) = | Y5(T) | (2.8)
Y3(7) Y5 ()
In the representation of the generators S and T for A, triplet:
1 -1 2 2 1 0 0
s=gl2 -1 2 T=[0w 0], (2.9)
2 2 -1 0 0 w?



where w = ¢/3™, modular forms are given explicitly in terms of the Dedekind eta function n(7)
and its derivative [20]:

Vi) = - (n’(7/3) N 77’(((7 +1/3) 't +2)/3) 2777’(37)) |

n(r/3)  n((r+1)/3) ~ n((r+2)/3)  n(37)

_ (' @/3) | Lt 1)/3) (7 +2)/3)
n0 = (e e e o) (210)
_ i @3)  n (T 1)/3) (4 2)/3)
50 = (e e o)
Those are also expressed in the ¢ expansions, ¢ = exp(2in7):
Yi(7) 1+ 12q + 36¢> + 12¢° + . ..
Yo(r) | = | =6¢"2(1+7q+8¢42+...) | . (2.11)
Ys(7) —18¢*3(1 42 +5¢* + ...)

2.3 Representation of down-type quarks and charged leptons

Assign the left-handed down-type quarks to A, triplets 3 and the three right-handed ones to Ay
three different singlets. Then, those are expressed as follows:

e\ [ o
DL = | SL s DL = bL s (dc, SC, bc) = (1, 1//, 1/), (dc, gc, bc) = (1, 1/, 1//) . (212)
bL SL

It is noticed that quarks of second and third families are exchanged each other in Dy. The weight
of Dy and Dy, —k; are assigned to —2 and 2, respectively. On the other hand, —k; = 0 for singlets
de, d°, etc..

The charged leptons are like down-type quarks as:

€r, er,
EL - KL ) EL - %L ; (6c> Mca Tc) = (]-7 1”7 1,) ) (éc> 77_0? :D“c) = (1> 1”7 1/) . (213)
TL Hr

The weight of Ey, and E;, —k;, are also —2 and and 2, respectively. On the other hand, —k; = 0
for e, e, etc..

Most of modular flavor models, which have been studied, are supersymmetric models. In the
following sections, we study models below the supersymmetry breaking scale. We assume that the
light modes are exactly the same as the SM with two doublet Higgs models.

3 SMEFT 4-fermion operators in A; modular symmetry

We write down 4-fermion operators as well as dipole operators in terms of modular forms Y (7).
We also follow the Ansatz (1.1) that those higher-dimensional operators are related with 3-point
couplings, e.g., Yukawa couplings with Higgs fields. Here, the higher-dimensional operators are
supposed to be generated by integrating out heavy superpartners, massive gauge bosons and

7



stringy modes. We have already many modular flavor symmetric models, which lead to realistic
quark and lepton mass matrices separately. However, when we use the common value of the
modulus 7 for both quark and lepton sectors, the models are severely constrained and very difficult
to realize all the experimental values of quark and lepton masses and their mixing angles at the
same time. In order to cover many modular flavor models, we assume that the A4 modular flavor
symmetry in the lepton sector is independent of the A4 symmetry in the quark sector, i.e., AY ®A§
symmetry. They have two independent moduli, 7, and 7, for the quark sector and the lepton sector,
respectively. Such a setup can be realized through the compactification, that the compact space
includes 72 x T2, and the flavor structure in the quark sector originates from one 72, while the
lepton flavor structure originates from the other 72. Indeed, a similar setup was studied e.g., in
Ref. [45]. Using this setup and Ansatz, we study their implications on flavor changing processes.
As examples, consider the semileptonic flavor changing neutral processes,

b— spp (see), b— dpp (dee), s — dpup (dee), (3.1)

which are caused by the flavor changing AF = 1 operator. Impose the modular A4 symmetry
on quarks and leptons, respectively, that is AY ® A4Q. The triplet modular forms with weight 2
are denoted as Y(7,) and Y (7.), which are different for quarks and charged leptons because T,
and 7, are different. In order to discuss relevant operators, we take a A, modular model, which
leads to the successful fermion mass matrices. Suppose that three left-handed quark and lepton
doublets are of a triplet of the A4 group. The three right-handed quarks and charged leptons are
different singlets of A;. On the other hand, the Higgs doublets are supposed to be singlets of
Ay. The generic assignments of representations and modular weights to the fields are presented in
Table 1, where right-handed up-type quarks are omitted since those are not necessary in following
discussions.

| 1 Q] (d% s 0) [ L] (e pu 1) [ Ha|Y(ry), Y(re) ]
SU@2) || 2 1 2 1 2 1
A 3| @, 1, 1) ]3] (1,17,1) ]| 1 3
k 21 (0,0,0) |2 (0,0,0) | 0 2

Table 1: The assignment of A, representations and weights k for down-type quarks, charged
leptons, down-type Higgs doublet and the modular forms.

We discuss the semileptonic 4-fermion operators, which are categorized as

[ELTEL][D.TDy gq ; éq)7

] ]:Q
| ERTER][DrI'Dg] : Qea,

[E.TEL][DrI'DR] : Qua, (3.2)
[ErTUER][DiI'Dr] : Qqe

|ELTER][DrI'DyL] = Quedq

where L and R denote the left-handed and the right-handed fields, and I' denotes a generic
combination of Dirac matrices, color and SU(2); generators, which play no role as far as the
flavor structure is concerned. Corresponding SMEFT operators () of which explicit expression are
shown in Appendix A, are also listed.



First of all, let us construct the modular Ay-invariant 4-fermion operators [ E,T Eg ][ DpI'Dy ]
by using the holomorphic and anti-holomorphic modular forms:

[ELFER][DRPDL] = [ELy*(Te)FER]l[JRPY(Tq)dL]1 s (33)

where the subscript 1 denotes the A4 trivial singlet. After the decomposition of A, tensor product,
we obtain coefficients for each operator, which are written explicitly in the following sections.
From the viewpoint of the Ansatz, y*) = y®y®) these [ ELTEr][ DrI'Dy] operators would be
constructed in terms of Yukawa couplings with the Higgs fields. Thus, we assume that these
operators include the same coefficients as the Yukawa couplings, i.e. mass matrices, as written
explicitly later.

Next, the A; modular-invariant semileptonic 4-fermion operators [ ExI'Ex][ DrI'Dg] can be
written by

3 3
[ERFER][DRFDR] = [ZT&' éiRFeiR] [Z’/’qi JiRFdiR s (34)

i=1 i=1

where r.; and r,; are arbitrary real constants. From the viewpoint of the Ansatz (1.1), y® =
y®y3) these operators would be constructed in terms of gauge couplings ¢ as y©® ~ ¢. However,
they do not lead to the FC processes. Similarly, for the other operators, one of possible modular
Ay-invariant operators in our Ansatz (1.1) would be the type like 4-fermion operators mediated by
gauge bosons. 2 However, they do not lead to the FC processes similar to the [ ExI'Er ][ DrI'Dx ]
operator. Operators including holomorphic and anti-holomorphic modular forms would lead to
the FC processes. Hence, another possibility for A, modular-invariant semileptonic 4-fermion
operators are constructed by using the holomorphic and anti-holomorphic modular forms:

[ELFEL][DLFDL] = [ELy*(fe)FY(Te)EL]1[DLy*<7:q)FY(Tq)DL]1, (35)

[ETEL)[DrI'Dr| = [ELY*(7)TY (1) Er |1 qui JiRFdiR] : (3.6)

[ERFER][DLFDL] =

Z TeiéiRreiR] [ DY (7)LY ()DL ], - (3.7)

€i=€ 1, T

After decomposition of A, tensor products, we will give coefficients explicitly in the following
sections. These operators could be consistent with the Ansatz, but the mode m in Eq. (1.1) is
unknown. Then, many free parameters, which are not related with couplings in the renormalizable
SM Lagrangian, appear in these operators. At any rate, these operators are A, modular invariant.
The above [ E;TEL][ DrI'Dg] and [ ERT'ER][ D T'Dy, | operators do not lead to the FC processes
in the quark sector and lepton sector, respectively. In the following sections, we concentrate on
these | ELVEg][ DrU'Dy ], [ ERTEL)[ DT D] and [ ELTEL)[ DL I'Dy, ] operators leading to the FC
processes as well as dipole operators. Moreover, 4-quark operators are also constructed in a similar
way.

2Note that our kinetic terms (2.7) for left-handed fermions are not canonical. They couple with gauge bosons
as ;A“[ELFEL]l and ;A“[DLFDL]L

(Te_%e)z (Tq_‘FQ)Q



4 Bilinear fermion operators [ DpI'D; | and [D;'Dp]|

The 4-fermion scalar operator [ Ef Eg|[ DrDy] does not appear at the tree level in the standard
model (SM). Indeed, it is not allowed by the exact U(3) flavor symmetry. On the other hand,
it appears in three-point couplings of two fermions and modular forms in the modular flavor
symmetry. Moreover, due to the modular weights, they define a clear power counting of modular
forms.

Since the 4-fermion operators are given by the products of bilinear fermion operators, interest-
ing features from Ansatz (1.1) appear in the bilinear fermion operators. For example, the 3-point
couplings are realized in terms of the modular forms typically in [ DI’ Dy, | operators.

In this section, we discuss the bilinear operators of quarks, [DpI'Dy] and [D;I'Dg], and
corresponding ones of charged leptons. Those correspond the SMEFT operators ) of which
explicit expression are shown in Appendix A as follows:

[D.TDg] : Qan, Qc, Qaw, Qus ,
[DRFDL] QdH>QG>Q W>QdB>
[ELTER] : Qert, Qew, Qep
[ERPEL] Q5H9Q6Wa Q

4.1 [DgI'Dr] and [D;I'Dg] bilinears in the flavor space

At first, let us begin with discussing [ DgI'Dy, | and [ DI’ D] operators in the flavor space. The
magnitudes of LR couplings are proportional to modular forms. We expect that these couplings
are the same ones as those in the quark and lepton mass matrices except their overall factors.
Then, we can decompose the operator in the base of Eq. (2.9) for S and T as:

[ Dal'Dy] = [Dal'Y (7,) Dy ]x =
[ d°T(Ya(ry)dr + Ya(ry)br + Ya(rg)sp)i + 85 5T (Ya(ry)sp + Ya(7y)br, + Ya(7y)dr )1
+ 77 6T (Ya(7)br + Ya(7g)sr + Ya(rg)dr)v]
[DuT'Dg] = [DLY*(r,)T Dy =
[aa dT (Y7 (1g)dr + Ys (74)br + Y5 (19)50)1 + BasT(Ys (74)50 + Y1 (79)br, + Y5 (7)dr)v
+7a UL (Y5 (7y)br, + Y1 (7) 51 + Y5 (7)d1)ar] (4.1)

where the subscript 1, 1, 1”7 denote the A, singlets, respectively. Magnitudes of «,, f5,, 7,, are
given in the quark and charged lepton mass matrices with o = ay, 85 = B4 and 7 = 4 following
the Ansatz Eq.(1.1) (For example, see Egs. (B.1) and (B.2) in Appendix B). These expressions
are written in the matrix representation as

B o a; 00 Yi(ry) Ys(ry) Ya(7y) dr
[DrI'Y (74)Dp]p = (d°,0°,50 [ 0 5 0 | | Ya(ry) Yil7g) Ys(m) | | sc ] . (4.2)
0 0 5 Ya(ry) Ya(ry) Yi(7) b,
B a 0 0 Yir(ry) Y5(ry) Y5(7) C_ZL
(DY (1)l Drli = (d% s 09 | 0 Ba O | | Y5'(7y) Yi'(7g) Y5'(7) | | bo (4.3)
0 0 v Yy (ry) Y5(ry) Yi(7g) 5L

10



It is useful to compare them with the down-type quark mass matrix M, in the assignment of
Table 1. The mass matrix is given in terms of weight 2 modular forms as:

ag 0 0 Yi(ry) Ya(ry) Ya(ry)
Mg=v4( 0 Bg O Ya(ry) Yi(ry) Ya(7y) ) (4.4)
0 0 ny Yi(ry) Ya(ry) Yi(7y) RL

where the VEV of the Higgs field H; is denoted by vy. Parameters oy, 84, 74 can be taken to be
real constants. We can easily obtain them from the mass matrix M;. The mass matrix is given
by the ¢°D; (¢¢ = d°, s° b°) operator while the operators RL and LR are given by ¢g°I'D; and
DiI'¢, respectively. The flavor structure of ¢°I'Dy, is obtained by the exchange of s¢ and b¢ in
q°Dy, with keeping coupling constants ; and 4. That is, the flavor structure of ¢°I' Dy, is given
by the exchange between the second and third rows in the mass matrix M, with the exchange of
B4 ¢+ Y4. On the other hand, the flavor structure of D;I'¢¢ is given by the exchange between the
second and third column in the mass matrix M ; with the exchange of §; <> 4.

For the charged lepton operators [ Ex['EL] and [ ELT'Er], we obtain the decompositions by

replacing 7,, aq, B4 and v with 7., ae, fe and 7. in Eq. (4.1). The A, flavor coefficients C}?L(E)

and Cfl({E) are given in Table 2 for relevant bilinear operators of down-type quarks and charged
leptons, where the overall strength of the NP effect is not included. 3

RL ERFbL dRFbL dRFSL [LRFTL éRFTL éRF,uL éRFeL ﬂRFML
LR | 5 Tb, | dilby, | dil'sy | wulre | elmy | elpg | eley | frlug
Cooff. | P Y1(Te) | @aYa(ry) | @aYa(ry) | BeYi(re) | aeYa(re) | e Ys(7e) | aeYi(7e) | Be Ya(Te)

Ya Y7 (7q) | 7a Y5 (14) | Pa Y3 (1g) || e Vi (7e) | 7 Y5 (1) | Be Y3 (Te) | e Yi'(7e) | Be Y5 (7e)

Table 2: Ay flavor coefficients of the bilinear operators of down-type quarks and charged leptons.

Therefore, the flavor structure of the these operators is predicted if the modulus 7, is fixed. It
is noticed that above operators are given in the flavor base. In order to move the mass eigenstate
of the left-handed quarks and leptons, we must fix the modulus 7,.. The value of 7, . depends
on models, for example, Egs. (B.1) and (B.2). The interesting value of 7,. is fixed points of the
modulus in the fundamental domain of SL(2,Z) since the moduli stabilization is realized in a
controlled way at nearby fixed points [123,124]. Furthermore, the fixed points are statistically
favored in the string landscape [125]. We discuss the phenomenology at nearby fixed points in the
next subsection.

4.2 Diagonal matrix MLME and MqTMq at fixed points

Residual symmetries arise whenever the VEV of the modulus 7 breaks the modular group I' only
partially. Here and in what follows, we denote 7 = 7,. unless we specify it. Fixed points of
modulus are the case. There are only 2 inequivalent finite points in the fundamental domain of T,
namely, 7 =i and 7 = w = —1/2+1i+/3/2. The first point is invariant under the S transformation
7 = —1/7. In the case of Ay symmetry, the subgroup Z35 = {I,S} is preserved at 7 = i. The
second point is the left cusp in the fundamental domain of the modular group, which is invariant

3The overall strength of the NP effect is omitted in coefficients of other Tables.
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under the ST transformation 7 = —1/(7+1). Indeed, Z5T = {I, ST, (ST)?} is one of subgroups of
Ay group. The right cusp at 7 = —w? = 1/2 +1i+/3/2 is related to 7 = w by the 1" transformation.
There is also infinite point 7 = ico, in which the subgroup ZI = {I,T,T?} of A4 is preserved. We
summarize at three cases of the transformation:

S invariant : 7 =1, ST invariant : 7 =w, T invariant : 7 = i00. (4.5)

If a residual symmetry of S and T in Ay is preserved in mass matrices of leptons and quarks,
we have commutation relations between the mass matrices and the generator G = S, T, ST as:

(M}, Mgy, G =0, (4.6)

where Mgy, denotes the mass matrix of charged leptons and quarks, Mg and M, (¢ = u, d).

Then the mass matrices M;M g and MM, could be diagonal in the diagonal basis of G at the
fixed points. Therefore, the hierarchical structures of flavor mixing are easily realized near those
fixed points.

4.2.1 Mass matrix and operators D;I'Dp, DpI'D; at the fixed point 7 =i

At 7 =i, holomorphic and anti-holomorphic modular forms of weight 2 are given as:

1 1
Y= =Yi(i) | 1-v3 |, Y1, =i) =Yi(i) | —2+V3 |,
—2+3 1-v3
1 1
Y(r.=i)=Yi(i)| 1-v3 |, Y(r.=1i)=Y(i) | 2+V3 ], (4.7)

—244/3 1-+v3

in the base of Eq.(2.9). At this fixed point, we transform the left-handed quarks and charged
lepton fields as:

D, — D} =Us Dy, Dy — Df = DU},

EL%EEEUsEL, EL%EEEELU;, (48)

where the unitary matrix Ug is

. 2 2 2
USZF V3+1l =2 V3-1], (4.9)
S\VB-1 -2 VB+1

(see Eq. (D.1) of Appendix D) . On the other hand, the right-handed quarks and charged lepton

fields are unchanged since they are A, singlets.
At 7, = i, under the transformation of Eq. (4.8), the down-type quark mass matrix is given as

12



(see in Appendix D)

L (0 3(V3—1)as —(3—V3)au
Ma = 5va | 0 —3(V3—=1)Bs —(3—3)ba )
0 0 23 =V3)9a/ 4,
i 0 i 0 i
MiMy=cvi |0 92— V3)(ai+5)  3(3-2V3)(a3 -5} . (410
0 3(3—2V3)(a;—67) 3(2—V3)(ai+6i+43)/ ;.

where dg = (6 — 3v3)Y1(i)%aq, Ba = (6 — 3v/3)Yi(i)28s and 44 = (6 — 3v/3)Yi(i)>y4 and 7, is
supposed to be much larger than a4 and (.

Since two eigenvalues of S are degenerate such as (1,—1,—1), there is still a freedom of the
2-3 family rotation. Therefore, MgMd could be diagonal after the small 2-3 family rotation of
O(a%/~2, B2/32). The charged lepton mass matrix is the same one in Eq. (4.10) by replacing the
subscript d with e.

Let us consider the bilinear operators of the subsection 4.1 in the diagonal base of the generator
S. The A, triplet left-handed fields are transformed as in Eq. (4.8). Putting the modular forms
of Eq. (4.7) into the coefficients of Table 2, we can predict the flavor structure of the FC bilinear
operators in the new base of S. Those coefficients are listed in Table 3 at 7 = 7. The left-handed
fields are not yet the mass eigenstate, but close to it. We should move the left-handed fields to
the mass eigenstate by the small rotation in the flavor space.

4.2.2 Mass eigenstate at nearby 7 =1

In order to get the observed fermion masses and CKM elements, the modulus 7 is deviated from
the fixed points 7 = 7. Indeed, the successful quark mass matrices have been obtained at nearby
T =1 [47]. By using a small dimensionless parameter €, we put the modulus value as 7 =i + e.
Then, approximate behaviors of the ratios of modular forms are [71]:

Yz(T)N € — Y?’(T)N €) (— 6216’\“ 1€
Yl(T)_(l+ D) (1 —V3), Yl(T)_(l_l_ 2) (—2+V3), « S~ 2.05ic. (4.11)

These approximate forms are agreement with exact numerical values within 0.1 % for |¢| < 0.05.
Since the modulus 7 is different ones for the quark and lepton sectors each other, we use the
notation €/ for the quark sector and €/ for the lepton sector hereafter.

The quark mass matrix is diagonalized by the transformation which is shown in Appendix D:

Dy, — Dy = UL UL(90°)Us D, Dy — D = Dy, ULU15(90°)Upna

(4.12)
where
1 sdye™md () 1 O(e?)
Ung =~ | —sdye=tma 1 sh | = | O@)) 1 O | . (4.13)
572593 —s5 1 0(532) O(ef) 1
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In these transformations, U},(90°) denotes an extra rotation of 90° between the first and
second families. It is required to realize the hierarchy of three CKM mixing angles simply. Owing
to UL (90°), the mixing angle s{, between the first and third families is negligibly small. Details
are presented in Eq.(D.4) of Appendix D. In the quark sector, s%, may be expressed in terms of
CKM elements. Since Vogy = anuUmd, where U,,, is the mixing matrix of the up-type quark
mass matrix, s{, is approximately the ratio of CKM elements |V;q/V;,| if the mixing angle s% is

also negligibly small as well as s¢;. Then, we have
sdyeimi ~ 1 (4.14)

In the mass eigenstate, A4 flavor coefficients of quark bilinear operators in Eq. (4.1) and Table
2 are given in terms of mixing angles s{,, s and €] at 7, = i + ¢} as well as the case at 7, = i as
seen in Table 3. Due to the extra rotation of the left-handed quarks U;5(90°) of Eq. (4.12), the
magnitudes of coefficients between 7, = ¢ and 7, = i 4 € are exchanged with respect to d;, and s,
(dy, and 5;) in Table 3.

5pIb, drl'b; drl's;
K 5.Tby drThy, diTsp
. (3 - v3)Ba —3 (83— V3)a 0
' -3 (V3 =13 0 0
. (3~ V3)hu —3B-V3las | 13(VB—1)st, + (3 v3)sty +2(1 - V)ed]
—3 (V3-1)(3sf, — \/—523 +26)% | — 3 (V3-1)3, O(e1)Ba

Table 3: Ay flavor coefficients of the FC quark bilinear operators in Y;(i) unit at 7, = i and
Ty =1+€.

The mixing angles are s, = O(0.1), s43 = O(ef) and s5; = O(€}) as seen in Appendix D. It is
remarked that the ratio between the b — s and b — d transition is

1 ég [dplb]" ] ( d 1 4, 2 ) [d Ty ]
—_ 879 — —=8o0q + —€ T, 4.15
2 3, [sal0] P33 [5.I0 ] 1)

where the superscript m of the left-handed quarks denotes the mass eigenstate of the transforma-
tion in Eq. (4.12). The magnitude of this ratio depends on the detail of the model, especially, the
up-type quark sector. For example, we obtained the best fit parameters:

Y _qa5x10°2, 24340, (4.16)
Vd Ba
in the model of Appendix B [71]. Then, d b transition is the dominant among others as seen in
Table 3. The 5.b% transition is smaller of one order than the JLb?g transition. Both JRSE” and
d 1% transitions are considerably suppressed compared with Jng.
For charged leptons e, u and 7, the transformation is somewhat different from the down-type
quark sector in Eq. (4.12). The charged lepton mass matrix is diagonalized by the transformation
which is also shown in Appendix D:

E, = Er'=UL UsE,, E,—E"=FE,UlUp,., (4.17)
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where

L sty sty 1 00.1) O(e])
Une~=|—s55 1 0] ~|0(0.1) 1 0 : (4.18)
i, 0 1) \ogeh o1

Indeed, the numerical fit was succeeded as shown in Appendix D [77]. In these transformations, an
extra rotation of U],(90°) is not required in the transformation of Eq. (4.17) because the observed
lepton mixing angles are quite large. The large mixing angles are realized in the neutrino mass
matrix of Appendix B.

In the mass eigenstate, the A4 coefficients of charged lepton bilinear operators are given in
terms of mixing angles s{,, s{; and €] at 7. = 7+ € in Table 4. These coefficients are different from
the quark ones in Table 3.

- arl'T, erl'ty erlu;
‘ prl'Ty ety erlup
R - _
; (3—V3)8. —5 (3 —V3)a. 0
_% (\/g - 1)5/@ 0 0
3 1 v e e ~
i+ € (33 y \/3)5@~ —3B-Via 3(V3—1) [3s, — 2¢{] G
—3 (V3= 1% | 5 (V3 — 1)Bst, +v3sfy — 20)7, | (1= V3) (V3siy +6f) fic

Table 4: A, flavor coefficients of the FC lepton bilinear operators in Yi(7) unit at 7. = ¢ and
Te =1+ €.

4.3 Diagonal bases of ST for quarks
4.3.1 Atrt=w

At 7 = w, as presented in Eq. (4.5), holomorphic and anti-holomorphic modular forms are given
as:

YO (r, = w) = Yi(w) : YO (r, =w) =Y(w) [ -Lw]| . (4.19)

& wim =

1
w
The left-handed quark fields are transformed as:

DL%DETEUSTZ'DL, DL%DETEDLU;TZ-, (420)

where Ugp; is presented in Eq. (C.7) in Appendix C.2. It is noticed there are independent 6
unitary transformation Ugp; to diagonalize MgMd. At this stage, we cannot fix Ugp; among six
ones. Once the up-type quark mass matrix is given to reproduce the CKM matrix, Ugy; is fixed.

Putting modular forms of Eq. (4.19) into coefficients of bilinear operators in Table 2, we obtain
coefficients of FC bilinear operators in the diagonal base of ST. We summarize them for each
Ust;. They correspond to the mass matrix as discussed below Eq. (4.4).
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+ §RF6€T C{RbeT C{RFSET
My MaMa s.T6T | duTHT | dyTsir
0 0 way 20 0 3
- - 0 Swa 0
Usri | Sva | —w?8s 0 0 |, J03[0 42 0 0 fgw; 0
0 44 0 0 0 a2 2
0 0 way 20 0 .
- ~ 0 2wa 0
Usra | Sva | 0 —w?8s 0 |, 203(0 B2 0 g 20d 345
4 0 0 0 0 @& 2 217d
0 wafd O g O O 3~ 3 ~
USTg %Ud —w2ﬁd 0 0 5 %Uﬁ 0 6&3 0 Egd _;307 2&604[1
0 0 A 0 0 73 .
wig 0 0 a 0 o0 . . 0
Usta | 3va| 0 0 —w?By|, 03[0 43 0 0 0 0
0 4 0 0 0 B3
whg 0 0 a; 0 0 35 0 0
Usrs [ 2va| 0 —w?B; 0], 2030 B2 0 _%wd~ 0 0
0 0 A 0 0 53) | 2
0 way 0 720 0 3,
~ ~ 0 0 SWar
Usts | 3va | 0 0 —w?By], Su3|0 a&i 0 0 0 2§B~d
a0 0 0 0 B 2

Table 5: Down-type quark mass matrices and A, flavor coefficients of the FC quark bilinear
operators in Y;(w) unit for each Ugp; at 7, = w.

4.3.2 Mass eigenstate at nearby 7 = w

In order to get the observed fermion masses and CKM elements, the modulus 7 is deviated from
the fixed points 7 = w. By using a small dimensionless parameter e, we put the modulus value
as 7 = i + €. Then, approximate behaviors of the ratios of modular forms are given in Ref. [71].
Small deviation of 7 like 7 = w + € leads to the approximate behavior of the ratios of modular
forms:

Y5(7) Y3(7) 1, 1 ,
~ 1 ~ __ 1 ~ —ea~217€. 4.21
Yi(r) w(l+e), Yi(r) 2w (1+e€), € 262 1€ ( )

These approximate forms are agreement with exact numerical values within a few % for |e| < 0.05.
As a representative, we show the M ;Md including corrections up to O(e) for the case of Ugry
in Table 5:

~2 _2~2|€q 0
T 9 2 2~g q 37% ! 2 221,49 *
MdeZZUdP _§7d|€1‘ 2:7d §ﬁ@|€1‘ P, (4.22)
gﬁ?ﬂe(ﬂ 621

where ag = Yi(w)ag, fa = Yi(w)Bs and 44 = Yi(w)ya, and O(B2 e, a2 €l), terms are neglected.
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The phase matrix P is

e 0 0
P=[0 ¢€e" 0], n=arge; . (4.23)
0 0 1

The mass matrix M ; M, is diagonalized as:

UL P*MIM,PU,, = diag (m2, m?, m?) (4.24)
where we have up to O(]€}]):
1 sty Sis L =2/3lef| O(€fP)
Upa = —s, 1 st | ~ | 2/3€] 1 2/3l€d | . (4.25)
51895 — sty —sg3 1 O(lef?)  —2/3¢]] 1

Here, the 1-3 mixing angle s{; negligibly small. The magnitude of s%, is also approximately the
ratio of CKM elements |V;4/ Vi, if the mixing angle s% is also negligibly small as well as s¢;. For
other cases of Ugp; in Table 5, the mixing matrix U,,q is the same one as in Eq. (4.25).
The mass eigenstate is realized by the transformation:
dL — d? = UTdUSTZ‘ dL, d_L — d_T = d_L U;TiUmd . (426)

m

In Table 6, A4 flavor coefficients of the FC operators are summarized.

ERFbZ"” CéRFb? CéRFS?
ELFbT}? dLFbT}? dLF(San
T/aad 3 = 3 o
_ - = (3545 — 2€1) B4 2Wdy —SWSG3 0l
Usti (0la > va > Ba 2 (35 - 257 2 5
T I P o R - 7
~ 5 ~ —Elﬁd §wdd _EW 3823~— 261 Qq
Usra (G > Ba > 7a) — 3w 5 (3s%5 — 2¢})7a 554
~ 353 Swsla, Swayg
U ~ ~ 2Pd 27023 2 -
st3 (a > da > fa) —2ws{)7a —3wy O(€}) By
3 .d v 3.0st 4
5 - - 259384 €W Sws{y0g
U > vq >« 2723 - - 2 5
574 (Ba > 7a d) 1w(3s95 — 2€;)74 O(3)wq —1%w(3§‘f2 +2€}) B4
5 33 O(2)way sw(3sYy + 2€1)dy
U ~ ~ a7d 1 ~ 2 12 10
sl fa> ) | S5, | wsh 26| —ad
5 . - O(e2)B4 L(3sd, + 2€1)dy Swdy
U > Ay S>> 1 A 2 23* N 27
576 (B4 4> 7a) %wsggw — Wy %Bd

Table 6: A, flavor coefficients of the FC quark bilinear operators in Y;(w) unit for each Ugp; in
the mass eigenstate at nearby 7, = w.
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4.4 Diagonal bases of T' for quarks
4.4.1 At 7 =100

At 7 = ioco as presented in Eq. (4.5), holomorphic and anti-holomorphic modular forms are given
as:

Y3 (7, = ico) = Y (7, = ico) = (4.27)

o O =
o O =

Since the generator 7' is already diagonal in Eq. (2.9), the unitary matrix to transform Dy is
the unit matrix. Then,

DL_>DL> DL—)DL. (428)

The down-type quark mass matrix is simply given as:

ag 0 0 ai 0 0
Md = Uq 0 ﬁd 0 s M[}LMd = Uﬁ 0 662[ 0 s (429)
0 0 )/, 0 0

where Y7 (ioc0) = 1 is taken.
At 7, = 100, Ay flavor coefficients of the relevant operators are summarized in Table 7.

T = 100 Bd 0 0
“ Yd 0 0
: (1 — 5830 + $6%) B4 —d0ay sl aq
Ty — 100 .
! Vd —(s, +0")74 | O(})Ba

Table 7: A4 flavor coefficients of the FC quark bilinear operators at 7, = too and toward 7, = io0.

4.4.2 Mass eigenstate towards 7, = 700

Taking leading terms of Eq. (2.11), we can express modular forms approximately as:

wl=

2 2 i —
€3 }/*3(7_) ~ —18]93 €3, p= e27rzRo7—7 ce=e 2m Im 7

(4.30)

=

Vi(r) = 1+ 12pe,  Ya(r) = —6p
where Im 7 > 1. Then, the down-type quark mass matrix

T , i  B26% aié
MiMg= | g6 B ader| (431)
agdt i g
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where 0 = —6p% €s.
Taking account of the quark mass hierarchy, that is 73 > ﬁqz > ag, the mass matrix MgMd is
rewritten as:

ag  fglsl 0
MiMg = viP | B30l B3 ol | P, (4.32)
0 ~aldl i
where O(a2d) is neglected and
e 0 0
P=|0 e 0], n=argd". (4.33)
0 0 1
Then, the mass matrix is diagonalized as:
UL P*MIM,PU,,q = diag (m2, m?, m?), (4.34)
where we have up to O(|d]):
1 sty st 1 0] 0@
Unnd = —s, 1 s~ -5 1 0] . (4.35)
513893 — 513 —s55 1 0(0%) |9 1

Here, the 1-3 mixing angle s, is negligibly small. The mixing angle s, is also approximately the
ratio of CKM elements |V;4/Vj,| if the mixing angle s is also negligibly small as well as s¢;.
The mass eigenstate of the down-type quarks is obtained by the transformation:

dy = dr=Ur dp, dp = dp =dpUpg . (4.36)

Then, towards 7, = i0c0, Ay flavor coefficients of the FC operators are obtained. We summarize
them in Table 7. Since 74 > 54 > a4, the [S 'bg| transition is much larger than others.

4.5 Bilinear FC operators in U(2) flavor symmetry

As well known, the U(2) flavor symmetry is a powerful hypothesis to reduce the number of indepen-
dent parameters of the quark sector. Indeed, the flavor symmetries U(2)° have been successfully
applied to the SMEFT [4]. Let us compare our predictions with ones of U(2)° flavor symmetry.
The down-type quark transitions with chirality flip allowed by different U(2) breaking terms are
summarized in Table 8, where we follow the result of Table 4 in Ref. [4]. Details of parameters
are given as presented in Appendix F. The magnitudes of parameters are

sa=0(107",  =0010"", §=0(107?), §=0(107?), (4.37)

and others are of O(1).

Those results are compared with our ones at 7 = ¢ + € of Table 3, at 7 = w + € of Table 6
and towards 7 = oo of Table 7. In U(2) flavor symmetry, the [S,bg| transition is much larger
than other ones as seen in Table 8. The [dgsy] transition is suppressed of 107°. These results
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s —d b— s b—d
RL | (p15ady)*|drsc] | (o1640a)*[5rb1L] | (01€4540)*[dRDL]
ER —plsdéd[JLsR] ﬁ1€q[§LbR] -

Table 8: Left-right fermion bilinears allowed by different U(2) breaking terms. The €, d4, ¢/, stand
for an order of spurion, s4 is a mixing angle and py, o1, 81 are independent coefficients. The detail
definition of the parameters are presented in Appendix F.

are contrast to our ones. For example, the Jng transition is the dominant one in our case of
Table 3. The .0} transition is one order suppressed. Taking numerical values in Eq, (4.16) and
el = 0(0.1), it is found that dgs} and dps7 transitions are suppressed of O(1073) and O(107?),
respectively as seen in Table 3.

Thus, the predictions of A; modular symmetry are considerably different from ones of U(2).
This difference comes from the flavor structure of the right-handed fermions. In our framework,
the right-handed fermions are assigned to be A, singlets contrast to the left-handed ones of the
Ay triplet typically, that is, the flavor structure is drastically different from the left-handed one.
On the other hand, both left-handed and right-handed ones are singlets (3rd family) and doublets
(1st and 2nd families) in the framework of U(2)° symmetry. Then, operators RL and LR have
the typical flavor structures like CKM, respectively.

4.6 Application to the lepton flavor violation

As well known, the LFV such as the yu — ey decay is suppressed enough in the SM, and is a good
probe to discover the NP. If the flavor structure of NP is ruled with the A; modular symmetry,
we can expect the correlation among decays of u — ey, 7 — py and 7 — ey.

For p — ey, the relevant effective Lagrangian which is valid below some scale A with my, >
A > my, is given as [126,127]

Log = %(C}?LO?{L + OF0%) + hee. (4.38)
with the dipole operators O%, = em,,(éro™” ur)F,, and O%y = em,, (e o ug)F,,, while C#, and
Cfi, are the dimensionless Wilson coefficients. Here, we consider tree-level matching between the
SMEFT and this effective Lagrangian. Then, O%, matches to the SMEFT operators Q.y and Q.
(see Table 12 in Appendix A). The matching relation for C'%, is given as the linear combination of
Cow and C\p, which are Wilson coefficients of the SMEFT operators. Since both C,y and C,.p are
proportional to the coefficients in Table 9, we can simply take C%%, to be equal to the coefficients
in Table 9 apart from the absolute values.
At the tree level, the Lagrangian in Eq. (4.38) results in the branching ratio

— Oémi di |2 di |2
BR(: — e7) = (IO + o) (439)
“w

where I, is the width of the muon and_a is the electromagnetic fine-structure constant. The
flavor structure of the dipole operators [ Ero*” EF,, | and [ E 0" EgF), | in the flavor space are
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Te 1% — ey T — Yy T — ey
i+e | 3(vV3=1)[3s7, — 2¢f]dc [ero jur] (3 = V/3)Be[irc*" 7L] —5[3 = V3lac[erat 7]
(1—V3) (VBsSy +€§) Belero pnr] | —3 (V3= DAelino7r] | 3 (V3 —1)(3s5, + V3553 — 2€1)7e[ero" 7a]
w+e SwsSydc[erat i) 3553 Bc[iro™ 1] 3w (373 + 2e1)dc[ero™ 1]
Usra —3 (35 + 261 Be[eLo™ ig] 3w(3555 — 2€7)Te[fiL o™ TR] —5ws§y (3533 — 2¢i)7e (€L TR]
— 100 s§oae[€Ro™ g Beliirot” 71] —daclerot L]
307 (2575 — 6%)Belero™ ur] Yelfiro" TR — (812 + 6")veler " 1r]

Table 9: Coefficients of the charged lepton FC bilinear operators at nearby fixed points, where
Ve > A, 56, Be > ¥, > a, and V. > [, > a, for nearby 7. = i, w and ioco, respectively.

presented in Table 2. Based on those results, we can calculate Wilson coefficients at nearby fixed

points of the modulus 7., where the mass eigenstates are reproduced. For the decay processes

W — ey, T — py and T — ey, they are summarized in Table 9, where the case of Ugr, is chosen

for 7. = w + € as a representative.

Let us consider the case of at nearby 7, = i in Table 9 since the successful lepton mass matrix
has been reproduced [77], where the best fit point is given by the parameters:

. de ) ﬁe

T, = —0.080 4+ 1.007 7, — =6.82x107%, —

Ve

=1.02 x 1073, (4.40)

That is 3. > a. > f.. Since the Wilson coefficients are proportional to the coefficients in Table
9, O%, operator dominates the decay amplitude for g — ey. On the other hand, 0%, operator
dominates the decay amplitude for 7 — pvy and 7 — ev. Then, we predict

BR(7 — py) > BR(7 — ey) > BR(u — ev). (4.41)
Those ratios are:
BR(T — e7v) :
e U VA ~ 1
BR(r — u7) (s§ ) + O(sfyle1]) = 107
BR(u — ) (T, ) @\ 2 B
BR(r = ) = ) 1(s1 i —< )] ~3x1 4.42
BR(7 — 17) T, [(512)” + O(sizlen])] 5 3x 107, (4.42)

where s{, = 0.1 is put as seen in Appendix D. Inputting the current upperbound of the branching
ratio g — ey, BR(p — ey) < 4.2 x 1071 [128], we obtain BR(7 — uvy) < 1.4 x 1079 and
BR(7 — e) < 1.4x 107!, These current experimental upper bounds are 3.3x 107 and 4.4x 1075,
respectively [129]. Therefore, the search for the 7 — p7y decay is important.

We also consider another case of at nearby 7. = 700 in Table 9 although a successful lepton
mass matrices have not been constructed. Due to the charged lepton mass hierarchy, we have
Be/ve 2= m,/m,. Tt is found that 0%, operators dominate the decay amplitude for each process
of u — ey, 7 — py and 7 — ey. We predict BR(7 — ey)/BR(T — uy) is of order O(6?), where
§is ©(0.01 — 0.1), and BR(x — ey)/BR(1 — p) is of order O(d*m? /m7). Thus, we obtain the
same relation of the branching ratios in Eq. (4.41).
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Let us compare above predictions with ones of U(2)° flavor symmetry. The chirality-flipped
¢; — {;y transitions are summarized in Table 10, where we follow the result of Table 4 in Ref. [4].
Magnitudes of parameters are given as presented in Appendix F,

se=0(107Y), e =0(107h), 5o = O(1072), 5L =0(107%), (4.43)

and others are of O(1). As seen in Table 10, O%, operator dominates the decay amplitude for
p — ey and 7 — py while O%, operator dominates the decay amplitude for 7 — ey. Then, we
predict

BR(7 — uy) > BR(p — ey) > BR(7 — 7). (4.44)

This relation is completely different from both predictions of at nearby 7 = ¢ and towards 7 = i 00
in the A, modular symmetry.

W —r ey T — Wy T — ey

RL | (prse0.)*[ero™ ur) | (o1€8e)* [iro™™ 7] | (o1€080,) [ero™ 71

LR | —p18:0.[erot ug] Bréo|fi,o™ TR -

Table 10: Left-right fermion bilinears allowed by different U(2) breaking terms. The €, d, 0, stand
for an order of spurion, s, is a mixing angle and p;, oy, 31 are independent coefficients. The detail
definition of the parameters are presented in Appendix F.

5 Bilinear fermion operators [D;I'D;] and [ETE}]

In order to study the semileptonic operators [EEFEL][DLFDL ], which dominates b — sjiu, etc.
transitions, we discuss the bilinear operators [ D, I'Dy | and [E I'E]. Corresponding SMEFT
operators () including fermion bilinear are

— 1 3
[DLPDL] : QSFJZP QS’—[?I )
[ETEL]: Q%) Q% . (5.1)

5.1 [D;I'Dy] and [E;TE.] in flavor space

At first, we construct the A, invariant bilinear quark operator D;I'D;,. As presented in Appendix
E, the A, invariant bilinear quark operator is obtained by the two type of combinations.

(Y*Dp)11a7 @ (YDp)1,1017 [(Y*DL)3s,3a ® (Y DL)3s3a)1,17,17 - (5.2)
The singlets combination gives three A, invariant bilinear quark operators as

(Y*DL)l’y‘u(YDL)l y (Y*DL)lf’y‘u(YDL)lu y (Y*DL)lw’}/u(YDL)lf . (53)
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On the other hand, the triplets combination gives four A, invariant bilinear quark operators as

(Y*DI'Y Dp)1ss) = (Y Dp)3aI'(Y Dr)ser + (Y*Dp)352l(YDp)sss + (Y* D1 )3T (Y Dp)aso

(Y*DTY Dp)1(aa) = (Y*DL)3atl'(YDr)sar + (Y*Dpr)3a2l (YD1 )sa3 + (Y*D1)3030(Y Dy )sa2
(Y*DI'Y Dp)1(sa) = (Y*Dp)3s1D(Y Dp)sar + (Y*Dp)3s2l'(Y Dp)sas + (YD )3s30 (Y Dy )32
(Y*D IY Dp)1(as) = (Y*Dr)sar (Y Dp)ss1 + (Y*Dp)3a2l(Y D) s 4+ (YD1 )303T (Y D)0 -

(5.4)
Finally, we have the A, invariant bilinear quark operator, which is expressed as:
DLFDL = Sq1 (Y*DL)lF(YDL)l -+ Sq2 (Y*DL)y/F(YDL)lf + S¢3 (Y*DL)yF(YDL)lw

+ tqss (Y*DLPYDL)I(S,S) + tqaa (Y*DLFYDL)I(a,a) + tqsa (Y*DLFYDL)I(s,a) + tqas (Y*DLFYDL)I(a,S) .
(5.5)

Here, s4(i = 1,2,3) and ¢, etc., are arbitrary constants. For the lepton sector, we have similar
forms as:

ELFEL = Se1 (Y*EL)lF(YEL)l -+ Se2 (Y*EL)y/F(YEL)ll + Se3 (Y*EL)llr(YEL)lw
+ tess (Y*ELFYEL>1(S,S) + teaa (Y*ELFYEL)I(a,a) + tesa (Y*ELFYEL>1(s,a) + teas (Y*ELFYEL)I(a,S) .

(5.6)
Since both DL%DL and EL%EL are Hermitian, we have parameter relations as:
Imsg =0, sp3= 522 ; lgsa = t;a87 Imse, =0, Se3 =85, lesa="lrgs- (5.7)

By using Eqs. (5.5) and (5.6), we can calculate the bilinear operators [ D, I'Dy ] and [ E,TEp].

The A4 flavor coefficients of the relevant operators are summarized in the base of Eq. (2.9) for
S and T in Table 11, where coefficients of fir iy, and érey, are presented for the lepton sector since
we focus on b — sfiu, etc. transitions.

Operator Ay coefficient

[55.Tb1] 2 [4(9543 — 2tgss — 3tgsa) Yo Y1 + (365q1 + Atgss + Ygaa — 6(tgas + tgsa))Ys Yo + 4(9sq2 — 2tq1 — 3t3) Y7 Ya]
[drTbr] 2 [4(951 — 2tgss + 3tgsa) Y] Yo + 4(95g2 — 2tgss + 3tgas) Y5 Vs + (36543 + 4tgss + Ygaa + 6(tgas + tgsa)) Yy V1]
[drTsp] 2 [(365¢2 + Atgss + Itgaa — 6(tgas + tgsa)) Yo V1 + 2(—95¢3 + 2tgss + Btgas) Y5 Ya + (36541 — 8tgss — 12tgsa) Y Y3 ]

[ﬂLFNL ] % [(365&2 + 4tess — teaa + 6(teas - 6tesa))Y1*Y1 + 4(9551 + 4dtess )YQ*YQ + (36561 + 4te1 — Yteaa — (6teas - 6tesa))Y3*Y3]

[ELFeL] Tlﬁ [4(9861 + 4tel)Y1*Y1 + (36563 + 4tess - gteaa - 6(teas — tesa))Yz*YZ + (365&3 + 4tess — gteaa + 6(teas - tesa))YS*YB}

Table 11: A4 flavor coefficients of the FC bilinear operators for arbitrary 7.

5.2 Diagonal base of S for both quarks and leptons
5.2.1 Semileptonic operator at 7 =1

In order to move the diagonal base of S for both quark Dy, and lepton Ep, we transform the quark
and lepton fields like Eqgs. (4.8) and (4.9). Furthermore, we put 7 = i for modular forms as in Eq.
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(4.7). Then, A, triplet left-handed fields are transformed as in Eq. (4.8):
D,—D;=UsD,, D,—D;=D,U,, E,—E =UsE,, E,— E;=EUL, (58)

where Ug is presented in Eq. (4.9) and

d? e7

s_ | 48 s_ |8
Dy =15z Ep = wt| - (5.9)

bS 7_S

L L

Then, we have relevant semileptonic operators
Carala®TBL ], (5.10)

where «, [ denote d, s, b, e, u, 7. Coefficients of Table 11 are transformed to simple ones as:

Cop = %Yl(z')2 (2 — V3) (541 + Sg2 + 4543 — tqm} ,

Clhur = GV [ (2= VB) G195 + ]

Crar = 52~ VBYI(0)? (tyes — Btyue),

CS,, = %Yl(i)2 :(3 — 2v/3) (351 — 3542 + 2tq5a)} ,

O = 5400 [ (3~ 2VB) (5 — 35 — 20|

CiLbL = C5L5L =0,

CS = %(2 — V3)Y1(1)3(95e1 + 95en + Atess)

Cller = %(2 — V/3)Y1(i)* (4tess — Bteaa) - (5.11)

In this base of quarks and leptons, the off diagonal elements of the mass matrix (M, ;Md) LL
vanish or are tiny under the condition 74 > &y, B4 as seen in Eq. (4.10). We also expect that
C3.,; and C;; ; are suppressed. Therefore, we impose the constraints of parameters in Eq. (5.11)
as:

35¢1 — 3842 + 2ty =0, Retysa =0, (5.12)

Next, we shift 7, = i to 7, = i + € and transform D;, — D7 = UL UL (90°)Us Dy, as well as in
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Eq. (4.12), we obtain

1
Cii tbr, =Y1(i ) 5(\/§ —2)[3(sq1 + 52 + 4843) — 4tq88]sg3 - 3(\/§ —2)(sq1 — sg2)e1
+3(2V3 — 3) (541 + 542 — 2543)€} |
w1 .
it =Vi(0" [{ V3= 23000 + 0+ 4500) = gl + 305 = (s s)es +0) | (=

_I._
—N

3(v/3 — 2)(s — sp)er + (3 - 2v3)(3 qaa+4tqss>ei}s§3},

, 3
CZ?L@L :Yl(z)2 {_5(\/5 - 2)[3(5q1 + Sq2) + 4tqaa]56112 + 3(\/§ - 2)(Sql - Sq2)€1
1
+ 6(3 — 2V/3) (Bt gaa + Atgss)el]| (5.13)

where s{, is redefined to be complex one including a phase as seen in Eq. (4.14), and sd, is real.

For the coefficients of charged leptons, we transform E;, — ET* = UL Us Ej, as well as in Eq.
(4.12), we obtain

1 .
CEE};L — _(2 - \/3)1/1(2)2(9361 + 9S00 + 4tess) ) CELW;L =

2 (2 - \/g)}/i(i)2(4tess - Bteaa) .

(5.14)

NN

Thus, C2/%;, is comparable to C57"; unless specific relations are set.
It is found that there is no relation among three coefficients of quarks because of many param-
eters. As well known, the U(2) flavor symmetry predicts [4]

Cifn d td
~ gl =t 5.15
ST T >19)
where Eq.(4.14) is taken account. This relation could be reproduced if we impose following
relations in addition to ones in Eq. (5.12)

Sq1 = S¢2, 3tqaa + 4tq58 = 0, (516)
which lead to t,s = ts, = 0 and s, = Sp2 = 543 finally. We arrive at
1 .
CsLbL 5 (\/§ —2)(98q1 — tqss)sgng(z)z )
CdLbL = 812CsLbL 1 (7 )27
3 .
Cily = 2(2 — V/3)(65g1 + tgaa) 55, Y1 (i) (5.17)
In addition, imposing s, = 0, we obtain
Ciftr d _ Vi
C’;SLSL 2 V;s

where C9, ~ C9 ., is given in Eq.(5.11). This relation is also predicted in the U(2) flavor
symmetry. Thus, a simple setup of parameters gives well known relations of the coefficients in the
U(2) symmetry. However, we have no principle to choose such a parameter set at this stage unless
an additional symmetry is put.
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5.3 Diagonal bases of ST for quarks

We consider the case of the diagonal ST" only for quarks because the successful lepton mass
matrices are realized at nearby 7. = i. The A4 triplet left-handed fields are transformed as in Eq.
(4.20):

Dy, — DT =Ugpyy D, Dy — DT =D, UL, (5.19)

where Ugr; is presented in Eq. (C.7) and

dST

L
DT =37 | . (5.20)
byT

As a representative, we discuss the case of Ugpy, which is shown explicitly in Eq. (C.7) of
Appendix C.2. The down-type quark mass matrix is given in Table 5. Then, we have relevant
semileptonic operators

Catprla™ BT, (5.21)

where «, 3 denote d, s, b. Putting 7, = w, those coefficients are given as:

1
Cotyr = Y1(w)? 4(95q2 + 4tgss)
1
C'SLSL Yl(w) 1_6 (36Sq3 + 4455 — Ygaa + 6lgas — 6tqsa) ,
1
CdeL Yl( ) 16 (363q1 + 4tqss - 9tqaa - 6tqa$ + 6tqsa) ’
CsLbL 5LTbL = dLsL =0. (5.22)

Thus, the flavor changing operators vanish.
Next step, we shift 7, = w to 7, = w + € and transform d;, — d* = UL ,Ugrs d;, and obtain

3 1
CoLm — Y (w)? { T 54 (12549 + 4t gss + Btgaa — 12543 — 2tgas + 2tysa) — 66{(95"2 — 2tyss + 3tqas)] ,

3 1
CﬁLT;gL =Y (w ) 312 [1—6533 (12540 4 4t yss + 3tgaa — 12543 — 2t gas + 2t4sa) — 66’{(9sq2 — 255 + thas)}

1 2 1

+ 24Y1( w)?(ep + g\61\2)(za(3sql + 4t gss + Igaa — 6tgas — Olgsa) — 6312(@6’{333(95(,3 — 2t yss + 3tysa) 5
1 1

CEm = Yy (w)? {Z 5%y [9541 — 9543 + 3tysa — 3tgas] — 5 €5(9543 — 2t gss + thsa)} . (5.23)

In order to obtain the U(2) symmetry like relation in Eq. (5.15),

m 12 7 v :
Cf[?;L V;s
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we impose relations of parameters:
9543 — 2tgss + 3tgsa = 0, 36541 + 4tgss + Mgaa — 6tgas — 6lgsa = 0. (5.25)

Putting them into C5I™ in Eq. (5.23), we obtain

1
cgtm — Zyl(wf 5%y (9541 — 9543 + 3tysa — 3tgas) - (5.26)

In addition, imposing t,, = t,, = 0, we obtain

Ci ;

LsL _ .d _ "t

o = 512 = 7 (5.27)
sLsL s

where C9Im ~ S is given in Eq.(5.22). This relation is also predicted in the U(2) flavor
symmetry.
5.4 Diagonal bases of T for quarks

Let us consider the case of the diagonal 7" only for quarks. In the diagonal base of T' of Eq. (2.9),
the mass matrix MM, is given at 7, = ico as:

2

e

o ol
oo

0
MO = MIM, = v] B2 , (5.28)
0

7.

N

where Y7 (ico) = 1 is taken. Mixing angles appear through the finite effect of Im [7].
Since the base of Eq.(2.9) is already the diagonal base of T, the transformation is trivial as
seen in Eq. (4.28). Then, we have

DI =Dp=|st]. (5.29)

Therefore, the relevant bilinear operators are given in subsection 5.1 for the diagonal case of T
Then, we have relevant semileptonic operators
CgLﬁL[O_‘Trﬁg] , (5.30)

where «, § denote d, s, b. Those coefficients are given at 7 = ioco as:

1

cl,, = % (36543 + 4lyss — Myaa — Olgas + 6tgsa )
1

cl ., = % (36542 + 4t yss — Vgaa + 6tgas — 6tysa )
1

CngL =9 (9541 + 4tyss )

OsTLbL = Cc:lFLbL = Cc:lFLsL =0. (5-31)
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It is noticed that the flavor changing operators vanish at 7 = ic0.
Next step, we include the finite effect of the modular forms and transform d; — d7* = U~ dy,
as given in Eq. (4.36) and obtain

1 1
cim. =3 5% (3842 — 3543 + tgas — tgsa) + §(5*(95qg — Btysa — 2tgss) s

1 1 »
Cdst 3 5?2533 (3542 — 3563 + tgas — tgsa) — §sc1l25 (9543 — Btgsa — 2gss)
1 1
+ §5(9sq1 + 3tysa — tgss)) + %6 —532(36542 + 4t yss + Mgaa — Olgas — Olysa)
1 1
CdLsL 5?2 (8q1 — Sq2 + gtqss + thaa + gtqsa - thaS)
. 1 1 1 1
+ 0 (SqQ + §tqss + thaa — atqsa — atqas> . (532)
In order to obtain the U(2) symmetry like relation
OdLbL d i
= =5 = =, (5.33)
C'sLbL 2 ‘/ts
we impose relations of parameters
qss = 9Sq1 + 3tqsa, tq[m = —4(Sq1 + 3Sq2) (534)
with all real parameters. Then, we have a reasonable result for C1m,
Calsr, = 5% (3sq1 — 28q2 + lgsa) , (5.35)

which is proportional to s¢,.
In addition, imposing t,, = tss = 0, which give s;; = 0, we obtain

CdLsL _ d __ tz (536)

= TS12 7 T
C LsL V;s

s

which is also predicted in the U(2) flavor symmetry.

5.5 AF =1 semileptonic operators in A ® AY symmetry

Let us discuss the semileptonic flavor changing neutral processes,
b— spu (see), b— dpp (dee), s — dpup (dee), (5.37)

which are caused by the flavor changing AF = 1 operators of [EL%EL] [DL%DL].

Suppose the A, modular symmetry on quarks and leptons, respectively, that is AF ®A8 Then,
those operators are given simply by the products of bilinear fermion operators; We can predict
the correlations among processes in Eq. (5.37) by using the results of the previous subsections.

The b, — sp, by, — dr and s;, — dj, transitions have been discussed in subsections 5.2, 5.3
and 5.4. The transition ratio of b — sée to b — s iy is given by the ratio of C9", to C°m Lyl
which are presented in Eq. (5.14). Since C2™, is comparable to CuLuL’ the b — s ée process is not
suppressed compared with b — s fip. Since the A, modular symmetry controls the ﬂavor structure
of NP in our framework, the investigation of the ratio of B — K®) iy to B — K®eée provides

an important test. Also B — fip and B — ée are interesting processes because those include
[ELER] [DRDL] operator.
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6 4-quark operator with AF =2 in A, symmetry

Now we discuss the left-handed 4-quark operator of which corresponding SMEFT operators () are
given as

[DLFDL][DLFDL] Qqq ’Q

In the modular symmetry, the A, flavor coefficient of the 4-quark operator LLLL is not given
by the products of coefficients of the bilinear quark operators. Therefore, we discuss the 4-quark
operators directly, which are obtained by extracting the A, singlet component from

[ DY (7)Y (7)) D[ Dy (Y (7)Y (7)) D1 ] (6.1)
This is expressed by three parts:
{[Deru (Y (7)Y (7)) D ][ Doy (Y (7)Y (7)) D]}, = 4 Q2 + Q3 (6.2)

where €)1, )5 and 23 are decomposed as:

B ]
( 179 (Y D)1 & (DY )17, (Y D)1 & (DY) vy (Y D)y ]
(DLY*)17u(Y D)y ® (DY )1yu(Y D)y © (DY )10y, (Y Dy )]
(DY )17,(YDp) 1 & (DY *) 107, (Y D)y @ (DY ™)1y, (Y D)y

Oy = Z (DLY*)sz‘%(YDL)sj [ Z (DLY*)sz"Vu(YDL)?)j']

LD i,jzs,a - @i/,jlzs,a

+ 1 > (DLY)su(Y Dy

) (DLY*)3i'7u(YDL)3j'] :
1//

LD i, j=s,a 11 Loi,j'=s,a
Qg = Z [ Z (DLY*)3Z’)/”(YDL)3]] [ Z (DLY*)3i’7p(YDL)3j’] . (63)
& I,J=s,a LP1i,j=s,a 37 L& j'=s,a 37)1

As seen in Eq. (6.3), €, € and 23 have 18 terms, 32 terms and 64 terms, respectively. Finally,
we have 114 terms in this decompositions (see also Appendix E).

We find that the MFV cannot be reproduced if all terms contribute to the FC processes.
Therefore, we present three cases, in which a specific parameter set dominates the 4-quark operator
with AF = 2.

6.1 4-quark operator with AF' =2 at nearby 7, =1

As far as ()3 and 23 dominate the FC processes, the MFV cannot be reproduced without fine
tuning of parameters. As a simple example, if the following terms dominate the FC processes;

Sle[(l?LY*)lfw(YDL)l] [(D_LY*)P%(YDL)F]
+8Quy[(DrY ™) vy, (Y D)1 | [(DLY ™)1y, (Y Dp)ir] (6.4)
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where 501, and sgi, are complex parameters, we obtain simple results

CsLbLsLbL = (4\/5 7)3/1(1)2(
CdLdeLbL = (4\/7 - 7)Y, (1)2(

CdLsLdLsL -

— 6V/3€ishy + €7) (51 + 4sq1y)

s ) (9535 — 6V/3eis4s + €:) (squa + 4squy)
—4(4V3 — T)Y1(i)2 (%)% €1 [* (010 + 43q1y) |

(6.5)

where C2fp; p 15 the coefficient of the operator [(5.7,b1)(5.7,b1)], and so on. Then, we have a
typical relation of the MFV:

‘ngngLbL ’ — (s1)? = ‘_ i ’ (6.6)
Clorsior " Vil
where Eq. (4.14) is put.
6.2 4-quark operator with Al' =2 at nearby 7, = w
As a simple example, if the following terms dominate the FC processes
s@uz[(DLYy (1) vy (Yo(m) Do) v] [(DLY (7))107u(Ye(T) Dr)v] (6.7)
where s, is a complex parameter, we obtain simple results
Cans, = 15 Yi () Bst — 260 s
Ciltana, = (51 19614( P(3shy — 261
Citstarsy = (55)° 16Y1( w)?[3s53 — 2€i|*squ. - (6.8)
These give the MFV like relation in Eq. (6.6)
6.3 4-quark operator with AF' = 2 towards 7, = ic0
As a simple example, if the following terms dominate the FC processes
5011 (DLY,; (1)1 (Yo(T) D)1 [(DLY, (7)) 17 (Yo () DL ) 1] (6.9)
where s, is the same one in Eq. (6.7), we obtain simple results

Cllperor = (55 + 5*)252912 )
Cifirarer = (552)%(s35 + 5*)25*le ;
CdLsLdLsL (512) |323 + 6*|4SQ12 (6.10)
These also give MFV like relation in Eq. (6.6)

30



7 Summary

We have studied the modular symmetric standard-model effective field theory. We have employed
the stringy Ansatz on the coupling structure that 4-point couplings y* of matter fields are written
by a product of 3-point couplings y® of matter fields, i.e., y® = y®y®) In this framework, we
have discussed the flavor structure of bilinear fermion operators and 4-fermion operators.

In order to cover many modular flavor models, we take a setup that the A; modular flavor
symmetry in the lepton sector is independent of the A, symmetry in the quark sector, i.e., AY (X)Ai2
symmetry. They have two independent moduli, 7, and 7, for the quark sector and the lepton sector,
respectively. Moreover, we take the holomorphic and anti-holomorphic modular forms with weight
2, which couples to quarks and leptons.

From the viewpoint of the Ansatz y® = y®y® the A, modular-invariant semileptonic 4-
fermion operator [ ExI'Eg][ DrI'Dg | does not lead to the FC processes since this operator would
be constructed in terms of gauge couplings g as y® ~ g. On the other hand, FC bilinear operators
with chirality flip are related with mass matrices of quarks and leptons. Then, we have obtained
the non-trivial relations of the FC transitions at nearby fixed points 7 = 7, w,i00, which are
testable in the future.

As an application, we have discussed the LFV processes, © — ey, 7 — ey and 7 — uy. We
have estimated the branching ratios by using A, flavor coefficients at nearby 7. = ¢ in Table 9
since the successful lepton mass matrix has been obtained there. We have predicted BR(7 —
wy) > BR(t — evy) > BR(p — ev), and inputting the current upperbound of the branching
ratio BR(u — ey) < 4.2 x 10713, we have obtained BR(7 — ) < 1.4 x 107 and BR(7 — e7) <
1.4 x 1071, Therefore, the search for the 7 — vy decay is important to test the A4 modular
symmetry. These predictions are different from the ones of the U(2) flavor symmetry. We also
have studied the flavor changing 4-quark operators in the A, modular symmetry of quarks. Then,
the MFV could be realized by taking relevant specific parameter sets of order one.

The flavor symmetry is a useful way for a systematic NP analysis of the SMEFT. The finite
modular group is one of the attractive choice for the flavor symmetry, and the characteristic
predictions are derived. This application on the SMEFT would be a first step of a systematic
analysis for the modular symmetric model, connecting quark and lepton flavor observables.
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Appendix

A

SMEFT operators

Class 5—7: Fermion Bilinears

(LR
5: 2H3+ h.c. 6: V2XH+ h.c.
(le) | Qenr  (HTH)(lpe,H) | Qew (Lot e )T HW],
QB (Lpot¥e,)HB,,,
(qu) | Quar  (HTH)(Gu,H) | Quc ((ij“"TAur)lfIGﬁV
Quw ((jpa“"ur)TIf{Wlf,,
Qun ((7,,(7“’”11,,V)HB#,,
(qd) | Qaw  (H'H)(gpd, H) | Quc  (@0"T*d.)HG],
Qaw  (gpo"d,) T HW],
Q4B (gpotd,)H B,
7 2H?D
(LL) (7R) (RR)
lepton (U (HY D H) (") QHe (HTi?HH)(ép’y“er)
§;> (H'i DL H) (6,700,
quark | Q%) (H'iD ,H)(@"a) | Qua (HTiD,LH)(ﬂpv“ur) Qrua + hee.  i(H D, H)(wyn"d,)
O B @' ) | Qra (D ) dytdr)
Class 8: Fermion Quadrilinears
(LL)(LL) (RR)(RR) (LL)(RR)
semileptonic QE;) ([pﬁ/ﬂh)((j_w”qt) Qeu (epyuer)(syHuy) Qru (pr,,ﬁr)(’s'y”ut)
QL Ot )@ a) | Qe (@puer)(dsytdy) Qea (Lpvulr) (dsy'dy)
Qqe (@pVudr)(€syer)
bquark | QL) (@ma)@" ) | Quu () (@aug) o (@) (@ ue)
0 @)@ ') | Qui (dyyds)(drydy) (@ TA) @ T u,)
Q@) dard) | Q@)
Q(fd) (ap /MT ur)( “TAdIV) Q;d) (qp'YuTAqT)(d /“TAdL)
dlepton | Qu (Eprule) (€s70e) | Qee (epruer)(Esyer) Qe (Lpylr)(Esv*er)
(LR)(RL) + h.c. (LR)(LR) + h.c.
semi-leptonic | Qedq (Z{;e,,v)((fsqtj) Qéi;u (fglp,)ejk((jfut)
4-quark Quuna (@ur)en(dtdy)
QW (@T u,)ej(ETAdy)
ngu (3; uveT)Elk(quWuL)

Table 12: List of all fermionic SMEFT operators in the Warsaw basis [2]. The division in classes is
adopted from Ref. [3]. The p,r,s,t are flavor index, and j, k stand for SU(2) index. The operator
classes 1-4 without fermion fields are irrelevant in this paper, and not listed here.
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B A model of mass matrices in the A; modular symmetry

We present a viable model for quarks [71]. Suppose that three left-handed quark doublets are of
a triplet of the A4 group. The three right-handed quarks are three different singlets of A;. On
the other hand, the Higgs doublets are supposed to be singlets of A4. The generic assignments
of representations and modular weights to the minimal supersymmetric standard model (MSSM)
fields are presented in Table 13, where weight 2 and 6 modular forms are presented.

| [ (@, s ) [ (e ) [H [ v v

3

SU?2) | 2 1 1 2 1

A |3 @, 11y @17, 1) 1 3
k 21 (0,0,0 | (444 0| 2 6 6

Table 13: An example of assignments of weights k for quarks and modular forms.

Then, up-type M, and down-type M, quark mass matrices are given, respectively as:

a, 0 0 Y1(6) Y3(6) }/*2(6) a0 0 Yll(ﬁ) Y}:(G) YZI(G)
M, = v, 0 B, O )/'2(6) )/'1(6) }/'3(6) +10 B8 0 }/’2(6) Y, (6) Y:),(G)
6 6 6 / (6 (6 (6

I 0 0 v Yg,() Yz() Yl() 0 0 ~ Yg( Yz() Y1( o

w0 0\ (YO 7O 3O
v | 0 B 0|V VO v
00 %) \7® 7O 7O
ag 0 0 Yi Y3 Y
Mg=wv4 0 Bg O Yo Vi Y3 ; (B.1)
0 0 v/ \Ys Yo V)

RL

RL

where V¥ = V9 + g;v;% with g1 = ol /ow, guz = B/Bus gus = Vi/7u and g; = al/a,. The
VEV of the Higgs field H, is denoted by v,. Parameters oy, 3, 7, can be taken to be real, on the
other hand, ¢,1, gu2, guz and g, are complex parameters.

For the lepton sector, we also present mass matrices of a successful model [77], where the
neutrino mass matrix is given in terms of weight 4 modular forms by using Weinberg operator.

The assignments of representations and modular weights to the lepton fields are presented in Table
14.

L] e [ m, [v® v
SU@2) || 2 1 2 1
A I3l @ 1) 1| 3 {311}
k|2 (0,00 | 0] 2 4

Table 14: Representations and weights k for MSSM fields and modular forms of weight 2 and 4.
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The charged lepton mass matrix and neutrino ones are given as:

a 0 0 i V3 Y,
Mg=vq| 0 Be O Yo V1 Y3 ;
0 0 7%/ \¥Ys Ya 11
L[/ 2v® _y® _y®
My(r) =2 || =y 2 v + gy

_}/2(4) _}/’1(4) 2}/})(4)

RL

v 4
+ g5 Yl(,)

OO =
_ O O
O = O
_ O O
O = O

1

0 . (B.2)
0

respectively, where a., 8. and 7. are real parameters and g}, g5 are supposed to be real.

C Unitary transformation of S and ST and mass matrix

The mass matrix is transformed by the unitary transformation, which transforms the generator S
and ST. We discuss details at the fixed points 7 =7 and 7 = w.

C.1 Diagonal base of S for A, triplet

The generators of A4 group for the triplet are:

o O

1
2 -1 2|, T=|o , (C.1)
0

o & o
&

where w = €57 for a triplet. The eigenvalues of S is (1, —1,—1). This is the diagonal base of T
In order to present the mass matrices in the diagonal base of S, we move to the diagonal base
of S as follows:

-10 0 1 0 0 -1 0 0
U SUL, =10 1 0|, UspxSUL=|0 -1 0|, UsSUL=|0 -1 0],
0 0 —1 0 0 -1 0 0 1
(C.2)
where
2 1 1
* —% % 100 010 100
Us=P | 7% & | P=(010], R=[100|, P=(001
1 1
0 -% % 001 00 1 010
(C.3)

Then, the generator 7" is not anymore diagonal. However, the eigenvalue —1 of S is degenerated,
there is a freedom of the rotation between corresponding rows and between columns.
As seen in subsection C.3, the Dirac mass matrix Mgy, is transformed as:

Mpy, = Mg U}, (C.4)
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If there is a residual symmetry of A, in the Dirac mass matrix, Z5 = {I, S}, Wthh is realized at
the fixed point 7 =i as presented in Eq. 4.5, the generator S commutes with M RLM RL,

W}y My, S| = 0. (C.5)

Therefore, the mass matrix could be diagonal in the diagonal base of S.

C.2 Diagonal bases of ST and T for A, triplet

We can move ST to the diagonal base by the six-type unitary transformations Vsr as follows:

w2 0 0
Usri STU o =P | 0w 0| P, (C.6)
0 01
where
L 2P 2wl 001 001 010
Usti=3P | —w* 2w 2], Pi=(0 1 0], P=[100), B=|00 1],
Ww?  —w 2 100 010 100
(C.7)

and P;(i = 1,2, 3) are given in Eq. (C.3). The order of eigenvalues of ST depends on P;,. We have
eigenvalues {w?, w, 1} for Py, {w, w? 1} for Py, {w?, 1, w} for Py, {1, w, w?} for P, {1, w? w} for
P5 and {w, 1, w?} for Ps, respectively. Thus, there are independent six unitary transformations
to move ST" to the diagonal base.

As seen in subsection C.3, the Dirac mass matrix Mgy, is transformed as:

Mgy, = Mg UL, . (C.8)

If there exists the residual symmetries of the A, group Z3* = {I, ST, (ST)?} which is realized at
the fixed point 7 = w as presented in Eq. (4.5), we have

[M;LMRL, ST] ~0, (C.9)

which leads to the diagonal M;LM rr because ST has three different eigenvalues.
On the other hand, the generator T is already diagonal in the original base of Eq.(C.1). If
there exists the residual symmetries of the A, group Z1 = {I,T,T?}, which is realized at 7 = ico,

M}, Mg, T| =0, (C.10)

which also gives the diagonal M}T{LM RL-
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C.3 Mass matrix in the new bases of generators S and ST
Define the new basis of generators, G (G = 5,ST) by a unitary transformation U as:

G=UGU", (C.11)

where G, G and U are 3 x 3 matrices. Since the A, triplet transforms under the unitary transfor-
mation as:

aq a1 . [45]
a| = Glay| =UGU |ay| . (C.12)
as as as

3 3 3

Thus, in the new basis, the A, triplet transforms as:

aq a1
dg e dg , (Cl?))
as 3 as 3

where
ay a1
&2 =U a9 . (C14)
as a3

3 3

~

Let us rewrite the Dirac mass matrix Mgy, in the new base () of the triplet left-handed fields.
Denoting L and L to be triplets of the left-handed fields in the base of G and G, respectively, and
R to be right-handed singlets, the Dirac mass matrix is written as:

RMp L = RMp UL, (C.15)
where
L=U'L. (C.16)
Then, the Dirac mass matrix My, in the new base is given as:

Mg = Mg Ut (C.17)

D Mass matrix at nearby 7 =1

Both down-type quark mass matrix of Eq. (B.1) and the charged lepton mass matrix of Eq. (B.2)
are given in terms of weight 2 modular forms.

Perform the unitary transformation of Dy — UgDy, where Ug = Us3(15°)Uss (see Appendix
C.3)

1 0 0 1 2 2 2
Us = Us3(—15°)Ugy = [ 0 cos15° sin15° | Ugy = V3+1l -2 V3-1|. (D.1)

0 —sinl15° cos1h° 2v/3 V3—1 =2 V3+1
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Then, the down-type quark mass matrix at 7 = ¢ in Eq. (B.1) is simply given as:

L (0 3(V3-Das —(3-+v3)ay
My = P 0 —3(v3 - 1) —(3—/3)84 ;
0 0 23—=V3)34/
t 12 . N 0 <2 32
MMy = 5V 0 9(2 = V3)(aj + 561) 3(3 - 2\/5)(0@_ Bi) ) (D.2)
33 —2v3)(a3 - B7) 32— V3)(ai+ b +437)/ .,

where dg = (6 —3v/3)Y1(i)ayg, Bd? (6—3v/3)Y1(i)B4 and 74 = (6 —3v/3)Y1(i)y4 and 7, is supposed
to be much larger than &y and ;. The rotation Usz(—15°) realizes that the (3,3) entry is much
large than other entries. Since two eigenvalues of S are degenerate such as (1, —1,—1), there is
still a freedom of the 2-3 family rotation. Therefore, M ; My, could be diagonal after the small 2-3
family rotation of O(a2/42, 32/42). The charged lepton mass matrix is the same one in Eq. (D.2)
by replacing the subscript d with e.

Since the quark and lepton mass matrices cannot reproduce the observed CKM and PMNS
matrices at fixed points as discussed in Ref. [71]. Therefore, the deviations from the fixed points
are required to realize observed masses and mixing angles.

Let us consider the small deviation from 7 = ¢. By using the approximate modular forms of
weight 2 at 7 = i + €, we present M;Md including of order e. By the unitary transformation
Dy — UuUgs Dy, where Uiy is the first-second family exchange,

Upy = (D.3)

O = O
o O =
_ O O

the mass matrix of Eq. (D.2) is modified as:

(2 - V3)(a; + 57) 3(V3 —2)(a; — Ff)a 53— 2f)(~ 53)
3(V3—2)(a3 — et 22— V3)(3 + a3+ B)leal” (3 -2v3)(23] — aj — Ff)ei
%( —2V3)(ad — 1) (3-2v3)(29] —ai — B 5(2—V3)(49] + 543 + 5(d) |
D.4

9
T 2 2

where 73 > o2 (% is taken and e; = 2¢; in Eq.(4.11) is put. The extra transformation Uy is
performed to keep the hierarchy among matrix elements (3,3) > (2,3) > (1, 3) because the CKM
mixing angles are hierarchical.

Then, we can estimate the mixing matrix Uy, of order O(e;) to diagonarize M ;Md:

1 slem 0
T T o 2,2 2 ~ d ,—i d
Ul M MyU,q = diag(m3, m2, m3), Una =~ | —sbe™™ 1 sd |, (D.5)
d od —i d
S1a893¢” " —sy3 1

where 7 = 2arg [e;]. The mixing angle s is of order O(e;). On the other hand, s¢, depends on
a2/32, B2/42 and €. In the numerical fit, s¢, ~ 0.1 has been obtained [47].

On the other hand, the transformation of the charged leptons is still £y, — UsE}, where Uy
of Eq. (D.3) does not appear because the large mixing angle between the second and third families
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is reproduced in the neutrino mass matrix under this transformation, which is preferable for the
lepton mixing matrix. Then, at 7 =i + ¢, we have

22— VB)(32 + a2 + FA)|al* 3(vV3-2)(a2 - B2 (3—2v3)(272 — a2 — B}

MfMp =~ vj 3(v3 —2)(a2 - f2)e 22— V3)(a2+ 72 S3-2v3)(a? - p2)
(3—2V3)(272 — a2 — %)er  3(3—2V3)(aZ— %) 32— V3)(432 +aZ + B?)
(D.6)

where 72 > o2, 3% is taken and €3 = 2¢; in Eq. (4.11) is put. It is remarked that the phase of ¢
can be removed. That is a real matrix. Since a?/72 and %/~? are smaller than 1073, it is noticed
that this matrix is a rank one matrix in the limit of o? = 32 = 0. Taking relevant value of a2 /42,
$%/~4% and |e;|, desired lepton masses could be obtained.

The mixing matrix U,,. to diagonarize M;M ok

L siy i3
Ul eMEMpU,e = diag(m?2, m?, m?), Une= | =55, 1 0], (D.7)
where s¢, is of order O(|e;|). On the other hand, s¢, depends on G2/32, 52/ and |e;|. In the
numerical fit, s{, ~ 0.1 has been obtained [77].

E Decomposition of products of triplets

We take the generators of A, group for the triplet as follows:

1 -1 2 2 1 0 O
S=g12 -1 2, T=(0w 0], (B.1)
2 2 -1 0 0 w?
where w = ¢'5™ for a triplet. In this base, the multiplication rule is
aq bl
a9 & bg = (a1b1 + agbg + a3b2)1 D (a3b3 + albg + &261)1/
as 3 b3 3
@D (CLng + a1b3 -+ a3b1)1,,
2@1()1 — a2b3 — agbg agbg — a3b2
D 5 | 2a3b3 — arby — azby | D - | arby — azby )
2@2()2 — albg — agbl 3 a3b1 — a1b3 3
1p1=1, 1Vel=1, 1l"'=1, 1l"=1, (E.2)
where
TN) =w, T(1") = w? (E.3)
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More details are shown in the review [11,12].
By using these multiplication rules, we have

(YDp)1 = Yidps + Yadsr + Yadar
(YDp)y = Yadsp, + Yiday, + Yady

(YDp)1r = Yadap + Yidsp + Ysdy g, (E4)
(YDp)sa 1 2Yidy, — Yadsr, — Yadyy,
(YDL)ss=| (YDp)ss2 | = 3 2Ysdsr, — Yidar — Yodi, , (E.5)
(Y Dr)ass 2Yodor — Yidsp — Yadir ) 5
(YDp)sa1 1 Yodsr, — Yaday,
(YDp)sa= | (YDp)sa2 | = 3 Yidar, — Yaodi g, ; (E.6)
(Y Dy )sa3 Yasdip —Yadsr ) 5,

where the A, triplets Y3 and D3 are abbreviated as Y and Dy, respectively.

The similar formulae are obtained forYk*chL , but it is noticed that the exchange between 1’ and
1”7, and the second entry and third one in the triplet representation, respectively, through their
complex conjugates. That is:

(Y*Dp)y = Yidy + Y5'd§ + Yydy
(Y*Dyp)1r = Y5'dy + Yi'dy + Yydy

(Y*Dp)v = Yo'dy +Y{'dy +Ysdy (E.7)
B (Y*Dyr)3a 1 2Vy'dy, — Yy'ds, — Yi'dyy
(Y*Dpr)ss = | (Y"Dr)ss2 | = 3 2Y5'dyp — Yi'dsp — Ys'dig ; (E.8)
(Y*Dr)ss3 2Y5dy, — Yi'dop — Y5'dur ) 5,
B (Y*Dy)3a 1 Vy'dsp, — Yi'dyy,
(Y*Dr)sa= | (Y'dr)za2 | = 3 Y5'dip — Yi'dsp : (E.9)
(Y*Dr)3a3 Yidor = Y5din ) 5,

By using these decompositions, we can calculate the product of following triplets:

_ 1 Q(Y*QL>331(YDL>331 - (Y*QL>3S2(YDL)3S3 - (Y*QL)3S3(YDL)3S2
[(Y*Dr)3s ® (Y Dp)ss]3s = 3 2(Y*Dpr)3s3(Y Dp)zs3 — (Y*Dr)3a (Y Dp)szs2 — (Y*Dp)3s2(Y DL)za |
Q(Y*DL>231(YDL>231 - (Y*DL>331(YDL)3S3 - (Y*DL)3S3(YDL)351
_ 1 (Y*QL>3S2(YDL)3S3 - (Y*QL)3S3(YDL)3S2
[(Y*Dr)as @ (Y DpL)ss]za = 3 (Y*Dr)3s1 (Y Dr)zs2 — (Y Dpr)3s2(Y Dr)3s1
(Y*Dp)3s3(YDp)ss1 — (Y*Dpr)sa1 (Y Dr)ss3
(E.10)

Other six decompositions [(Y*_DL)35®(YDL)33]3S, [(Y*DL)§a®(YDL)3s]3s, [(Y*Dp)3a®(Y Dp.)3a)3s,
[(Y*Dp)3s®(Y Dr)salsa, [(Y*Dr)3a®(Y Dp)ss)sa and [(Y*Dp)3a®(Y D1 )3alsa are written similarly.
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F U(2) flavor symmetry

The U(2)° flavor symmetry is the subgroup of U(3)® and distinguishes the first two families of
fermions from the third one [7-9]. The flavor symmetry is decomposed as
U2 =U2),0U_2)ooU2)rUR)y2U>2)p . (F.1)
Under this symmetry, the first two families transform as doublets of the U(2) subgroups, whereas
third family ones as a singlet. Then, the third-family Yukawa couplings are allowed by the sym-
metry, and it provides a natural explanation of why third-family Yukawa couplings are large. A
minimal set of U(2)° breaking terms (spurions) which reproduce the observed SM flavor parame-
ters, without tuning and with minimal size for the breaking terms, is given by [7]
Ve~ (2,1,1,1,1) Ve~ (1,2,1,1,1)

A~ (2,1,2,1,1) . Ay~ (1,2,1,2,1),  Ay~(1,2,1,1,2) , (F.2)
where V,, are complex two-vectors and A., 4 are complex 2 X 2 matrices. In terms of these
spurions, the 3 x 3 Yukawa matrices can be decomposed as

A, x.V, A, xV, Ay V.
Y;i:yT<0 16)3 Yu:yt<0 th)a Yd:yb<0d blq)? (Fg)

where vy, and ., are free complex parameters, expected to be of order O(1). Using the residual
U(2)® invariance, we can transform the spurions to the following explicit form (see Ref. [4])

5 0 o, 0 50 8 0
_ Lidg — T e . u _ st d
Vi) = €0 <€q(l)), A, = O] (0 5@), A, Uu<0 5u), A Ud<0 5d) (F4)

where O and U represent 2 x 2 orthogonal and complex unitary matrices, respectively

Oe _ ( Ce Se) ’ Uq _ ( Cq_ia Sq@ q) 7 (F5)
—Se Ce —Sq€ a Cq

with s; = sinf; and ¢; = cosb;. The ¢ and 55/) are small positive real parameters controlling the
overall size of the spurions. From the observed hierarchies of the Yukawa couplings, it is expected
that they have following order relation

I1>6>0,>06>0 (F.6)

where
e = Oy |Vis|) = O(107! ,52-:0(%,%,%):010—2 ,5;:0(3’—“,@,%):010—3 F.7
(me Visl) = O(1077) w0 U (1079) " o (107°)(F.7)

In terms of the spurion expressions discussed above, we can classify the number of independent
operators in the SMEFT with a U(2)® flavor symmetry. Following the complete classification in
Ref. [4], we focus on the chirality-flipped d; — d; and ¢; — /; transitions in this paper. Here,
we classify the operators up to O(V3, AV) ~ O(1073), given the size of the spurions in Eq. (F.7).
The b; — b; transition allowed by different U(2) breaking terms are summarized in Table 8, where
we follow the result of Table 4 in Ref. [4]. The case of ¢; — {; transition is given in the same way,
and is summarised in Table 10. We denote with latin (greek) letters the real (complex) couplings
appearing in hermitian (non-hermitian) structures. Terms with the same number of spurions are
denoted by the same latin or greek letter with different subscript.
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