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Abstract

The formalism of non-holomorphic modular flavor symmetry is developed, and the
Yukawa couplings are level N polyharmonic Maafl forms satisfying the Laplacian
condition. We find that the integer (even) weight polyharmonic Maafl forms
of level N can be decomposed into multiplets of the finite modular group I'y
(C'x). The original modular invariance approach is extended by the presence of
negative weight polyharmonic Maafl forms. The non-holomorphic modular flavor
symmetry can be consistently combined with the generalized CP symmetry. We
present three example models for lepton sector based on the I's = A, modular
symmetry, the charged lepton masses and the neutrino oscillation data can be
accommodated very well, and the predictions for the leptonic CP violation phases
and the effective Majorana neutrino mass are studied.
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1 Introduction and motivation

It is well-established that the standard model (SM) of particle physics has successfully de-
scribed the electromagnetic, strong and weak forces in Nature. It can explain almost all
experimental results and it has passed through precision tests of many experiments. Now
we have a very good understanding for the structure of the SM gauge sector. However, a
fundamental understanding for the structure of the flavor sector, which contains the dom-
inant fraction of the SM parameters, is still absent. The experimentally measured masses
and mixing parameters of quarks and leptons provide a clue for new physics beyond standard
model (SM). Motivated by the large lepton mixing angles, the non-Abelian discrete flavor
symmetry has been extensively utilized to explain the lepton mixing patterns observed by
neutrino oscillation experiments. The discrete flavor symmetry group should generally be
broken along different directions in flavor space in the neutrino and charged lepton sectors,
and the mismatch in the breaking of the flavor symmetry group gives rise to certain lepton
mixing patterns, see Refs. [I—1] for recent reviews. The dynamics breaking the flavor symme-
try typically requires additional degree of freedom, additional symmetry and introduce more
free parameters so that and resulting models are quite complicated and the predictive power
of flavor symmetry is reduced.

The modular invariance as flavor symmetry was suggested to avoid the ad hoc flavor sym-
metry breaking sector [5]. In the simplest modular invariant models, the vacuum expectation
value (VEV) of the complex modulus 7 is the unique source of flavor symmetry breaking, and
flavons in traditional flavor symmetry models are unnecessary so that the complications of
vacuum alignment is evaded'. The approach of modular flavor symmetry has been intensively
studied from both bottom-up and top-down perspectives in the past few years, see Refs. [6,7]
for recent review and an extensive list of papers on modular symmetry therein. The modular
flavor symmetry replies on the level N modular forms which are holomorphic functions of
7 and can be arranged into multiplets of the inhomogeneous (or homogeneous) finite mod-
ular groups I'y (or I'y). The matter fields are assumed to transform in representations of
I'y (or I'y) up to the automorphy factor. So far the modular symmetry is implemented
in the framework of global (or rigid) supersymmetry (SUSY), thus the superpotential is a
holomorphic function. As a consequence, modular invariance fixes the Yukawa couplings and
fermion mass matrices to be modular forms of level N. Here the holomorphicity protected
by SUSY plays a crucial role to enhances the predictive power of modular invariance. It is
notable that the modular invariance allows to predict the masses and flavor mixing of both
quarks and leptons in terms of a small number of free parameters. All three charged lepton
masses, three neutrino masses, three lepton mixing angles and three CP violation phases
for Majorana neutrinos can be described in terms of only 6 real parameters in the minimal
phenomenologically viable model based on modular symmetry [3,9], and extension to quark
sector requires 8 additional parameters [9].

SUSY is a well-motivated candidate for physics beyond SM, the experimental data from
flavor physics, high-precision electroweak observables and astrophysics impose strong con-

!The dynamical determination of the VEV of 7 is still elusive. In the bottom-up models with modular
flavor symmetry, the VEV of 7 is usually treated as a random complex parameter freely varying in the
fundamental domain to optimize the agreement between the model predictions and the experimental data.



straints on the allowed SUSY parameter space. However, the signature of low energy SUSY
has not been experimentally observed [10], and we still don’t know whether and how SUSY
is realized in Nature. Hence it is intriguing to implement the modular invariance without
SUSY. Moreover, it was claimed that the low energy SUSY possibly is not required for the
Yukawa couplings to be modular forms [11,12], and the amount of supersymemtry preserved
at low energies depends on the geometrical details of the compactification. It was suggested
that the framework of automorphic forms provides a non-supersymmetric realization of the
modular flavor symmetry [13], the assumption of holomorphicity is replaced by the Laplacian
condition. For the case of single complex modulus, the automorphic forms coincide with the
harmonic Maafl forms which are non-holomorphic modular functions satisfying the Laplacian
equation.

From the view of top-down, the coefficients of the effective interactions in the low energy
expansion of the four-supergraviton amplitude are non-holomorphic automorphic functions
which satisfy Laplacian eigenvalue equations [11-22]. Moreover, the coefficient functions
in the low energy expansion of string theory compactified on higher dimensional torus are
generally automorphic functions invariant under the corresponding duality group [19]. The
holomorphic part of the automorphic form is the so-called mock modular form, and it could
be related to the degeneracies of quantum black holes in string theories [23].

This motivates us to discuss the non-holomorphic modular flavor symmetry in the frame-
work of harmonic Maafl forms which have both holomorphic and non-holomorphic parts,
modular invariance constrains the Yukawa couplings to be harmonic Maaf§ forms of level N.
Imposing moderate growth condition, we consider the so-called polyharmonic Maafl forms
of level N which span a linear space of finite dimension. Hence the Yukawa interactions
are restricted and a number of fermion mass terms are allowed. Furthermore, we find that
the integer weight polyharmonic Maafl forms of level N can be decomposed into multiplets
of the homogeneous finite modular group I'y up to the automorphy factor, and the even
weight polyharmonic Maafl forms of level N can be arranged into multiplets of the inhomo-
geneous finite modular group I'y. Here I"y (or I'y) plays the role of flavor symmetry, and
the transformation properties of matter fields are characterized by the modular weights and
transformations under Iy (or I'y). The non-holomorphic modular flavor symmetry extends
the original modular invariance approach due to the presence of negative weight polyharmonic
Maaf} forms, while the weight of modular form must be non-negative.

The remaining of this paper is organized as follows. We give an introduction to the
automorphic form and harmonic Maaf8 form in section 2. We show that the (even) integer
weight polyharmonic Maafl forms at level N can be arranged into multiplets of (I'y) I'y, and
their explicit expressions can be obtained from the known modular forms. The formalism
of the non-holomorphic modular flavor symmetry is presented in section 3. For illustration,
the formalism is applied to the lepton sector and three benchmark models based on the
A4 modular symmetry are given in section 4, two models for Majorana neutrinos and one
for Dirac neutrinos. Section 5 is devoted to the summary and discussions. The Fourier
expansion of a polyharmonic Maafl form of weight k and level N is presented in Appendix A.
The D operator and & operator and their action on the polyharmonic Maafl form are given
in Appendix B. We provide the multiplets of even weight polyharmonic Maafl forms at levels
N =2,3,4,5 in Appendix C.



2 Automorphic forms and harmonic Maaf} forms

The special linear group SL(2, R) is the group of the 2 x 2 real matrices with unit determinant:

SL(2,R) = @ b ad —bc=1, a,b,c,d R } . (2.1)

c d

The elements of SL(2,R) act on the complex upper half-plane H = {7 € C|Im7 > 0} by
Mobius transformation:

,  g= b € SL(2,R). (2.2)
c d

One sees that the known SO(2) group is a compact subgroup of SL(2,R), the coset decom-
position of SL(2,R) with respect to SO(2) implies that a generic element of SL(2,R) can be
decomposed as [7]

VI SNV s, (2.3)
0 1y
with
=[50 7s0) 500 (2.4)
sinf cos@

The self dual modulus 79 = i is invariant under the action of SO(2), and a generic modulus
T = x + 1y can always be related to 79 by a SL(2,R) transformation

VI N (2.5)
0 1/vy

Hence the modulus 7 can be parameterized as the coset space SL(2,R)/SO(2). In the same
manner, SL(2,R) and SO(2) are generalized to a Lie group G and its compact subgroup
K, thus single complex modulus is naturally generalized to high dimensional moduli space
descried by the coset G/K [13]. The modular invariance would require the Yukawa couplings
to be certain modular functions Y'(7) which is closely related to the automorphic forms. For
the case with single modulus, Y'(7) should fulfill the following conditions [13]:

gTo =

Y(ym) =7 (v, 1Y (1), v €Ga, (2.6a)
AY(1)=0, (2.6b)



where j(v,7) = ¢ + d is the automorphy factor, k is the modular weight, G, is a discrete
subgroup of G, and A} is the weight k hyperbolic Laplacian operator”

0? 0? . 0 o, 5, 0 0 0
Ar =y’ (m+m)+@k9 (%*a—y) =W kg (27)

The modular function Y (7) satisfying Eq. (2.6b) is generally a non-holomorphic function of 7
although any holomorphic function is the solution of Eq. (2.6b). Hence the Yukawa couplings
could have non-holomorphic part if Supersymmetry is not imposed. Moreover, the modular
function Y (7) should fulfill suitable growth conditions [24,25]. In the present work, we are
concerned with the polyharmonic Maafl forms, the moderate growth condition is

Y(r)=0(y") asy — +oo, uniformly in x (2.8)

for some «a, and similar condition holds at all cusps of G4 [26]. In the present work, we
shall be concerned with the case of G4 = I'(IV) which is the so-called principal congruence
subgroup of level N defined as

PNy =3 [P°) esp@2)a—1=d=1=b=c=0 (mod N) (2.9)

cd

with N = 1,2,3,... being a positive integer. It is a normal subgroup of SL(2,Z), in
particularly the element TV € I'(N). The modularity condition in Eq. (2.6a) implies
Y(7+N) =Y(7). Asshown in Appendix A, after taking into account the harmonic condition
of Eq. (2.6b), the Fourier expansion of Y (7) is determined to be:

Y(1)= Z ct(n)g" +c (0)y'* + Z (1 —k,—47ny)q", q=e*™" .(2.10)

nelz ne £2\{0}

If k = 1, the term y'~* should be replaced by Iny. Here I'(s, 2) is the incomplete gamma
function given by [27]

+oo
['(s,2) = j e "l dt. (2.11)

The incomplete gamma function have the asymptotic behavior for z € R,
[(s,2) ~2°te™ as |z = +oo. (2.12)
Moreover, integration by parts gives the following recurssion formula

D(s+1,2) =sl(s,2)+2°€e* (2.13)

2Equivalently A, can be compactly written as follow,

Ay =—4y* 0, y* 0=



Furthermore, the growth condition in Eq. (2.8) restricts the range of values of n, i.e.
ct(n)=0, ¢ (-n)=0, for n<0. (2.14)

Consequently the Fourier expansion of a level N and weight k polyharmonic Maafl form is
of the following form

Y(1)= Z c(n)g" + ¢ (0)y' " + Z ¢ (n)[(1 — k,—4mny)q" . (2.15)
nE%Z nE%Z
n>0 n<0

Notice that the terms proportional to ¢=(0) and ¢~ (n) are non-holomorphic, and they are
vanishing for the holomorphic modular form. Obviously the level N and weight & modular
forms are polyharmonic Maafl forms, nevertheless polyharmonic Maafl forms contain more
modular functions than the modular forms. It is known that the product of two modular
forms of level N and weights k, k' is a modular form of level N and weight k + &’. However,
the product of two polyharmonic Maafl forms of level N and weights k, k' generally is not a
polyharmonic Maafl form of level N and weight k + £/, because the harmonic condition could
be spoiled for k, k' < 0. R

It is known that the modified weight 2 Eisenstein series Fy(7) is a polyharmonic Maafl

form of SL(2, Z) and Es(7) is defined as [23)],

-~ 3 3 -
Ey(1)=FEy(1)——=1———24 o1(n)q", 2.16

o) = Ealr) = =1 0> (2.16)

where Fy(7) = 124377 01(n)q" is the weight 2 Eisenstein series and o1(n) = 3_,, d is the
sum of the divisors of n. Obviously Eg(r) is a non-holomorphic function of the modulus 7.

Due to the presence of the term ——, the modularity condition of Eq. (2.6a) is satisfied, i.e.
my

Ey(y7) = (c7 + d)*Ey(7) for any v € SL(2,Z). Consequently E5(7) is also a polyharmonic

Maaf} form of weight 2 and any positive level V.

2.1 Decomposition of polyharmonic Maaf3 forms

The polyharmonic Maafl forms of integer weight k£ and level N span a linear space whose
dimension is denoted as dim PH(I'(N)). One could choose a set of linearly independent
basis denoted as fi(7) with i = 1,2,...,dim PHi(I'(N)). We shall demonstrate that f;(7)
can be arranged into irreducible multiplets of the finite modular group Iy = SL(2,Z)/T'(N)
for general integer k and multiplets of I'y = SL(2,Z)/ £ I'(N) for even modular weight k.
For a generic element v € SL(2,Z), we construct the following modular function

Fp (1) = (er +d) " fi(v7) = i7" (v, 1) fily). (2.17)

It is straightforward to check that the harmonic condition AgFj,(7) = 0 is fulfilled. Under
the action of any modular transformation g € I'(N), we have

Fi(97) = 577, 97) fi(vgr) = 57" (v, 97) fi(vgy ") = 5 (9, 7) Fir (7)), (2.18)



where we have used the fact that the element ygy~! belongs to I'(N), because I'(N) is a
normal subgroup of SL(2,Z). Therefore F;,(7) are also polyharmonic Maaf forms of level N
and weight £, and they are linear combinations of f; as follows,

Fi (1) = pij(7) f5(7) (2.19)

which gives

fityr) = (er + ) pis(0) f(7) - (2.20)
It is straightforwardly to check that p forms a linear representation of SL(2,Z), and the
following relation is satisfied,

p(11y2) = p(11)p(2) - (2.21)

Furthermore, f;(7) are polyharmonic Maafl forms of level N and weight k, by definition they
should fulfill

fi(yr) = (et +d)* fi(r), v eT(N). (2.22)
Thus we have

p(y) =1,  ~yel(N). (2.23)

Hence p is a representation of the homogeneous finite modular group I'yy = SL(2,Z)/T'(N)
for generic integer k. The representation p is generally a reducible representation of I'y. It is
known that each reducible representation of a finite group can be decomposed into a direct
sum of irreducible unitary representations [29]. As a consequence, by properly choosing basis,
p can be written into a block diagonal form,

P pr @ Py ® ..., with Y dimp,, = dimPH(T(N)), (2.24)

where p,., stand for irreducible unitary representations of I'y. Hence the weight k& polyhar-

monic Maafl forms of level N can be arranged into some multiplets Y,,(ik) which transform in
the irreducible representation r; of Iy up to the automorphy factor, i.e.

Y () = (er + &) pr, (YD (1), v € SL(2,2). (2.25)
Applying Eq. (2.25) to v = S? = R, we obtain

Y (yr)(Br) = Y, (1) = (=) o, (R)Y,P(7) (2.26)
which implies
pri(R) = (-1)F (2.27)

If k is even, we obtain p,,(R) = 1. Hence the even weight polyharmonic Maafl forms of level
N can be organized into multiplets of I'y = SL(2,Z)/ £ I'(N). For the level N = 3, the
even weight polyharmonic Maafl forms of level 3 can be arranged into multiplets of '3 = Ay,
while the generic integer weight polyharmonic Maafl forms of level 3 can be arranged into
multiplets of I'; = T”. Note that the representations of 77 with R = 1 coincide with those of
Ay, consequently 7" and A4 can not be distinguished by these representations.



2.2 Lifting modular forms to polyharmonic Maaf}3 forms

It is remarkable that the polyharmonic Maafl form can be related to the modular forms
through the D operator and the & operator. To be more specific, for any polyharmonic Maaf}
form Y () of level N and weight k, both D'=*Y (1) and &,Y () are modular forms of weight
2 — k at level N [27], as shown in the Appendix B. For a multiplet Y,.(k)(r) of polyharmonic
Maaf form in the irreducible representation = of Iy (or I'y), using Egs. (B.4, B.8) we find
that both kar(k) and D'*Y,® are level N modular form multiplets of weight 2 — £ in the
representations r* and r respectively, i.e.,

(&Y, ) (y7) = (em + d)* " pi(v) (&Y, ) (1), (2.28a)
(DY) (y7) = (er + d)* Fpr(7) (DFYM) (7)), (2.28b)
where
o[t (2.29)
c d

is a representative element of Iy, (or I'y). Here pX stands for the conjugate representation
of p.. Using Eqgs. (2.28a, 2.28b), one can lift modular form to polyharmonic Maaf§ forms.
Note that the second equation Eq. (2.28b) is automatically satisfied for weight k& = 1, and
the polyharmonic Maafl form of weight 1 can not be fixed by Eq. (2.28a) alone. Generally
the conjugate representation pi is equivalent to another representation p,. of Ty, (or T'y)?,
and they are related by certain similarity transformation 2,

pr(7) = Qpy(1)Q". (2.30)

It is convenient to work in the 7" diagonal basis and then the representation matrices p,.(7")
and p,(T) can be parameterized as

pr(T) = diag{1, > ... 2ra} - p (T = diag{1,e*™" ... ¢™ra}, 0 <r; <1 (2.31)
with r; = 1 — 1} for certain ¢ and j. In the T" diagonal basis, the unitary transformation

can be chosen to be permutation matrix. From Eq. (2.28a) we see that QTEkYr(k) is a weight
2 — k modular form in representation p,, i.e.

V&Y, (y7) = (er + d)*F pp ()Y, (7). (2.32)

It is clear that both the imaginary part y and ¢" is invariant under the action of T" for any
integer n, and ¢" for rational r transforms under 7" as

qr Z} 627Ti(T+1)T — 62r7riqr‘. (233)
Therefore the Fourier expansion of a level N weight k polyharmonic Maafl form v (1) =

T
(Yfﬁ)(T) y9(r),.... Y% (7)> can be written as

) T2

Y8 (1) = (0) + ¢ (0)y** F(n)g" + ey (=n)D(1 — k, 4 - 2.34

7,1 (T) Cl( )+Cl( )y +ch (n)q +Cl< n) ( ) Wny)q ) ( )
n=1

3If p, is a real or pseudo-real representation, then p is equivalent to p, so that p, is exactly p,. If p, is
a complex representation, then p;. is inequivalent to p, and consequently p, is different from p,.



o0

YO =Y cf )" + ¢y i (~n)D(1 =k da(n —r)y)g™, i>2. (2.35)

n=0 n=1

If there exist unique modular multiplets Yr(,Q_k)(T) and Y;* M (1) at level N, weight 2 —k and
representations 7 and ', then proportionality follows®:

{kY,,(k)(T) = OéQYT(?_k)(T) , Dl_kYT(k) (1) = 6Y(2_k) (7). (2.36)

r

Here v and 8 are complex constants which are fixed later, The weight 2 — £ modular forms
AT ( ) and QY (@=F) (T) at level N furnish the representations p, and pZ respectively, and
their g-expansions are denoted as

(e 9] o0

YA =Y ame, () =Y b, (2.37)
n=0 n=0
Y () = ¢ i am. () =g i bi(n)g", i>1.  (2.38)
n=0 n=1

From Egs. (B.3) and (B.7), we can obtain

GV () = (1= K 0 = Y (mn) 5 () " 239)
n=1

YO ()= fjmm ) g, (2.40)

n=1
DY) = (4 (1 = R (0)+ 3 n e () 2.41)

n=1
DY) =g 3+ 1) Fe (e (242)
n=0

with ¢ > 2. Comparing the expressions of g-expansion on both sides of Eq. (2.36), we find that

the coefficients of the Fourier expansion of the polyharmonic Maafl form multiplet VAR (1)
satisfy the following constraints

(1= ke (0) = aby(0),  (—4m)" (1= k)l er (0) = Bar (0),
—(4mn) "Fer (—n) = abi(n), n'Fcf(n) = Bai(n),
—(m(n—r))' e (=n) = abi(n),  (n+r:)' " el (n) = Bas(n). (2.43)

Without loss of generality, we could choose the normalization factor a = 1, then we have

B = (=4m)"(=k)1b1(0)/ar(0) . 1 (0) = T

4Here the representation 7’ is equivalent to r*. Therefore QY(%k () is a modular multiplet in the

representation p*, and it fulfills QY(2 k)(m') (CT—I— d)2*px (v )QY(2 k)(T)



ai(n)

1(0)
¢; (—n) = —(4x(n — ;) bi(n),  ¢f (n) = (=4m(n+ ;)" (—k)! b1 (0)

7

7 (=n) = —(4an)* by (n), ¢ (n) = (=4mn)* 1 (—=k)! by (0) , for n#£0,

Q

a;(n)

al(O)‘

Thus all the Fourier expansion coefficients except i (0) of weight k polyharmonic Maaf form

(2.44)

multiplet Y,«(k)(T) at level N can be expressed in terms those of the weight 2 — k and level
N modular forms. The value of ¢;(0) can be fixed from the decomposition equation in
Eq. (2.25). In short, one can lift the level N and weight &£ modular forms to the level N and
weight k polyharmonic Maafl form multiplet via the following formula

Y(r) =l (0) + flfol)fyl—k = > (mn)* [ (=) (k) B 0) Ziigs ¢ + bi(n) D(1 — k, dmng)g™
y ¥ (r) = ¢ Z(—4w(n+ri))kl(—k)!m% "
— ") (r(n =) b(m) DL~k dn(n —ri)y)g ", 022 (2.45)

Notice that the product of two polyharmonic Maafl forms of weights k, k&’ at level N usually
is not a polyharmonic Maaf§ form of weight k+ £’ since the Laplacian condition of Eq. (2.6b)
could be spoiled particularly if & < 0 or k£’ < 0. Moreover, the polyharmonic Maaf} forms
coincide with the modular forms at level N for the modular weight & > 3, because there is
no non-zero negative weight modular forms.

3 Non-holomorphic modular flavor symmetry

Supersymmetry is assumed in the modular flavor symmetry [5], the framework of automor-
phic form opens the way to non-supersymmetric realization of modular flavor symmetry, as
suggested in Ref. [13]. The polyharmonic Maaf} form is the automorphic form of single modu-
lus 7. In this section, we generalize the modular flavor symmetry of [5] to non-supersymmetric
case with the polyharmonic MaaB form. The level N and the finite modular group Iy (or
['y) are kept fixed. The generic matter fields are denoted by v; and 1§, their transformations
under the modular group are specified by the modular weights —k,,, —kye and the irreducible
representations py, pye of the finite modular group Iy (or I'y), i.e.,

b
roar =T [ M) esnez),
ct+d c d

Yi(z) = (er + &)™ [pp(N]; ¥(@), Yi(x) = (em +d) ™ [pye ()] ¥5(2) . (3.1)

We are mainly interesting in the fermion mass terms which arise from the Yukawa interaction
for Dirac fermions. The modular invariant Yukawa interaction can be written as

LY =Y®)(r)yepeh H + h.c. (3.2)

10



where we have adopted the two-component spinor notation for fermion fields, and H refers
to the Higgs field or its complex conjugate. The modular transformation of the Higgs field is

H(x) = (cr +d)™ py () H(x) . (3.3)

Modular invariance requires Y(kY)(T) should be polyharmonic Maafl forms of weight ky and
level N, and it transforms in the representation py of I'y, i.e.,

Y (3m) = (e + ) oy ()Y (). (3.4

Each term in the Yukawa interactions £ has to be invariant under the finite modular group
Iy (or T'y) and its total modular weight has to be vanishing. Hence ky and py should satisfy
the following conditions

kY:ka+kw+kH;
Py @ pye @ py @ pu 3 1, (3.5)

where 1 refers to the trivial singlet of Iy, (or I'y). For Majorana fermions denoted by ¢,
the corresponding mass terms read as’:

LM = y®) () +he. (3.6)
Similarly the conditions of modular invariance are
k’y = 2]431[,57 Py (9 Pope &X Prpe >51. (37)

In comparison with the supersymmetric modular flavor symmetry, here the modular weight
ky of the polyharmonic Maaf} form in Egs. (3.2, 3.6) can be negative. Moreover, after the
modulus 7 acquires a vacuum expectation value (VEV), the kinetic terms invariant under
the modular symmetry read®:

L = (—iT +i7) ™ i T G100 + (—ir +iT) Fve it o0 4 ... (3.8)

5The general form of the modular invariant Majorana neutrino mass term described by Weinberg operator
is given by

1
LM = ﬁLLHQY(’W)(T) +h.c..

6The modular transformations of —iT + i7 and 0,T are

S —iT 41T PN OuT
—iT T = ———— T —E—
ler +d|2” " (et +d)?

The kinetic term of the complex modulus 7 is given by

1

=
Cir a0 10T

11



where the dots stand for other terms compatible with modular invariance. It is known that
the modular symmetry does not fix the form of the kinetic terms uniquely [30], the full kinetic
terms beyond the one given in Eq. (3.8) can be written as

ALk = Z R A o (Y(")TY )iytaro w)

n,r1,72

FCy g g (=T +07)" R (VY 4T 5#0,0°) | + hec.

n,71,72

+ Y oy (—iT T R (VIY P 0T 0,0),

n,riy,ra

+d

n,r1,m2

(=it +i7) e (YUYW it 540,0°), + hee., (3.9)

T1

where one should sum over all singlet contractions. Note that each term in above can multiply
any power of the combination (—i7 +47)|n(7)|* which is modular invariant. These terms are
on the same foot as the leading terms in Eq. (3.8), the presence of the couplings ¢,y .y,

c dyry 7y and d reduces the predictive power of modular symmetry [30]. It is

n,ri1,r2? n,ri1,r2
known that the kinetic terms could be well controlled in the paradigm of eclectic flavor group
in which the modular flavor symmetry is extended by the traditional flavor symmetry [31,32].
In the present work, we shall focus on the minimal kinetic terms in Eq. (3.8). In order to
match the canonical form of kinetic terms, the spinor multiplets ¢ and ¢ should be rescaled
as
Y — (=it + 7)Y/ 2), S = (=it 4 TR 2yl (3.10)

This effect of rescaling can be absorbed into the unknown couplings of the Yukawa interac-
tions.

It has been established that the generalized CP symmetry (gCP) can be consistently
incorporated in the modular symmetry, and the gCP transformation of the modulus 7 is
uniquely fixed to be [31-3§]

T (3.11)

up to a modular transformation. For a field multiplet ¢ in the representation p, of I'y, the
action of gCP symmetry is

0 D X, (3.12)

where the obvious action of CP on the spinor indices has been omitted for the case of ¢ being
a spinor. The gCP transformation X, is a unitary matrix in flavor space and it has to satisfy
the following consistency condition [33]:

Xppi(9)X, = p,1(S),  Xpph(T)X, ' = p (1), (3.13)

If both modular generators S and 7' are represented by unitary and symmetric matrices in
all irreducible presentations, the conditions of Eq. (3.13) are always solved by X,. = 1. Thus
the gCP symmetry would reduce to traditional CP in such choice of basis, the representation
bases of 'y = S35, I's =2 Ay, 'y =S4 and ['s =2 Aj in the Appendix C all enjoy this property.
Similar to the case of modular forms [38,39], one can show that the action of the CP
transformation on the multiplet YT(kY)(T) of polyharmonic Maaf} form is as follow

YR(r) 5 v (=) = XY (7). (3.14)

T
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Weight ky | Polyharmonic Maafl forms Y kv)
ky = —4 vy

ky = —2 Vi, vy

ky =0 v, vy

ky =2 v, v

ky = 4 v v vy

by =6 WO v v

Table 1: Summary of polyharmonic Maafl forms of weight ky = —4,—2,0,2,4,6 at level N = 3,
the subscript r denote the transformation property under A4 modular symmetry. Here Ygf?) and

YS} stand for two independent weight 6 modular forms transforming as triplet 3 of Ay.

Hence the gCP symmetry would enforce the coupling constants to be real in the .S and T
symmetric basis, if all the Clebsch-Gordan coefficients of Iy (or I'y) are real, as shown in
the Appendix C. Thus the VEV of 7 is the unique source breaking both modular symmetry
and gCP symmetry.

4 Benchmark models for lepton masses and mixing

In the following, we apply the formalism outlined above to construct models of lepton masses
and flavor mixing with the polyharmonic Maafl forms of level N = 3. The corresponding
finite modular group is I's = Ay, the polyharmonic Maafl forms of level 3 are arranged into
multiplets of A4, as is summarized in table 1, see Appendix C.2 for detailed results. It is
notable that the polyharmonic Maaf§ forms coincide with the known modular forms at level
3 for weight ky > 4, and the polyharmonic Maafl forms of weight ky < 2 can always be
arranged into a singlet Yl(kY) and a triplet Y3(kY)of Ay. In the following, we shall present three
benchmark models which differ in the neutrino mass generation mechanism. No other flavon
besides the modulus 7 is introduced in these models.

4.1 Neutrino masses from Weinberg operator

The light neutrino masses are described by the effective Weinberg operator in this model. We
assume that the three generations of left-handed lepton doublets L transform as a triplet 3
under Ay, and the right-handed charged leptons EY , 5 are assigned to singlet representations
of A4. The modular weight and representation assignments of lepton fields are summarized
as follow,

pEf:]-;pEg:l”apE§:1lapL:37 kEfZO,kZEEZQ,kE§:2,kL:—2 (4].)
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Then we can read out the modular invariant Lagrangian for the charged lepton Yukawa
interaction and the Weinberg operator,

—Lo=a(ESLYS P H) 1 + B(ESLY Y H*) 1 + v(ESLYSY H*), + hec.
1 —4 g (—4)

—L, = —(LLH*Yy ™)y + Z(LLH?Y, h.c. 4.2
where the phases of the parameters «, 5, v and A can be absorbed by redefining the lepton
fields and consequently they can be taken real without loss of generality, while the coupling g
is generally complex’. Then we can read out the charged lepton and neutrino mass matrices
as follows:

aYs,” a¥sy” aYsy?

M=\ pyy) pyvyy pvey |v
0 0 0
7Y3(,3) 7Y3(,2) ’YY3(,1)

—4 —4 —4 —4
2Y3(,1 )+9Y1( : _Y3(,3 : _Yf‘(’z ) 02
M, = —Y3(,§4) 2}/3(34) —Y3(54) + gyl(*‘l) K , (43)
—4 —4 —4 —4
_Y?,(z ) - 3(,1 )+9Y1( ) 2Y3(,3 )

where v = (H") is the VEV of the Higgs field. The charged lepton mass matrix M, involves
three real couplings «, 3, v which can be adjusted to reproduce the charged lepton masses.
The neutrino mass matrix M, depends on the complex coupling g and an overall scale factor
v?/A besides the complex modulus 7. As a measure of goodness of fit, we perform a con-
ventional x? analysis to determine whether this model can accommodate the experimental
data on lepton masses and mixing angles. The contribution of the Dirac CP phase to the
x? function is dropped, since it is less constrained by the present data. We search for the
minimum of the x? function built with the data in table 2. The best fit values of the input
parameters and lepton flavor observables for NO mass spectrum are found to be

(1) =0.3691 + 0.96114, B/a = 125.74, y/a = 1574.04

2
g = 0.7531 + 0.3859 , av = 3.6203 MeV UX — 97.390meV ,
sin? 615 = 0.307, sin6;3 = 0.02224, sin® 6oy = 0.454 ,
5CP = 12257T, g1 — 06677T, 31 — 13857T,

my = 21.092meV, my = 22.781meV, mg = 54.313meV , (4.4)

with x2. = 7.0 x 107°. These predictions are in excellent agreement with experimental
data. The central values of the charged lepton masses are exactly reproduced. Then we can
determine the effective Majorana neutrino mass in neutrinoless double beta (0v(3) decay
as mpz ~ 11.484 meV, where mgp = | Z?Zl U%m;| and U,; are the elements of the neutrino
mixing matrix. This predicted value of mgg is below the most stringent upper bound mgg <

If gCP symmetry is imposed, the parameter g would be constrained to be real. However, the experimental
data of lepton masses and mixing angles can not be accommodated.

14



Observable Central value and 1o error 30 range
me/m,, 0.004737 -
my/m. 0.05882 -
me/MeV 0.469652 —
Am3,/10~%eV? 741102 6.81 — 8.03
Am2,/1073eV*(NO) 2.505"555¢ 2.426 — 2.586
Am2,/1073eV?(10) —2.487+507 —2.566 — —2.407
Scp/m(NO) 1.28970317 0.772 — 1.944
dcp/m(10) 1.51770 154 1.083 — 1.900
sin? 015 (NO & 10) 0.3075017 0.275 — 0.344
sin” 615(NO) 0.02224 1000056 0.02047 — 0.02397
sin” 013(10) 0.0222275-00059 0.02049 — 0.02420
sin” 05(NO) 0.4540018 0.411 — 0.606
sin” 63(10) 0.56810 050 0.412 — 0.611

Table 2: The central values and the 1o errors of the mass ratios and mixing angles and CP violation
phases in lepton sector. The charged lepton mass ratios are taken from [13] where the uncertainties
are too small. We set the uncertainties of the charged lepton mass ratios to be 0.1% of their central
value in scanning the parameter space of our models. We adopt the values of the lepton mixing
parameters from NuFIT v5.3 with Super-Kamiokanda atmospheric data for normal ordering (NO)
and inverted ordering (I10) [14].

(36 ~ 156) meV at 90% C.L from the KamLAND-Zen collaboration [10], yet it is within the
reach of the future tonne-scale neutrinoless double beta decay experiments such as LEGEND-
1000 [11] and nEXO [12] whose sensitivities are expected to reach (9 ~ 21) meV and (4.7 ~
20.3) meV respectively for 10 years of livetime.

Furthermore, we perform a comprehensive numerical scan over the parameter space of the
model. The complex modulus 7 is taken as a random complex number in the fundamental
domain D = {7 € C|Im7 > 0, |Ret| < 1/2,|7| > 1}. Since the contribution of jcp to the x?
function is not included, in the following we only show the results for Rer > 0. The signs
of the CP violation phases would be reversed while the lepton masses and mixing angles
are unchanged, if the coupling constants are complex conjugated for Rer < 0. We limit
the absolute value of the coupling constants in the range [0,10?] and the phase of g freely
varies in the region [0, 27]. We require the mass ratios me/m,, m,/m,, Am3, /Am3, and the
three lepton mixing angels 619, 613, 63 are in the experimentally favored 3o regions. The
overall scales of the charged lepton and neutrino mass matrices are fixed by the electron
mass and solar neutrino mass squared difference Am3, respectively. The correlations among
the input parameters and flavor mixing obervables are plotted in figure 1. We see that the
atmospheric mixing angle 653 and the CP violation phase dcp are strongly correlated, and dcp
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is in the range of [1.1667, 1.3587]. These predictions for dcp and o3 could be tested in future
long baseline neutrino experiments DUNE [15] and Hyper-Kamiokande (HK) [10], which are
capable of measuring 6,3 and dcp with very good precision. In the last panel of figure 1, we
show the effective Majorana neutrino mass mgg with respect to the lightest neutrino mass.
It is found the effective mass mgg lies in the region of [9.94meV, 14.08meV] which is within
the sensitivities of next generation Ov53 decay experiments.

This model can also accommodate inverted ordering neutrino masses. The correspond-
ing best fit values of the free parameters and mixing parameters at the best fit point are
determined to be

() = 0.2429 + 1.1586i, B/a = 27.073, v/a = 1.0061 x 1072,
2
g = —0.5290 — 1.2049; , av = 150.50 MeV , UX = 65.693meV ,

sin® fyo = 0.307, sin®6y3 = 0.02222, sin®fhy3 = 0.568,
ocp = 14537, oy = 153271, «a3; = 1.6957, my; = 63.962meV ,
my = 64.538meV , my = 40.963meV, Y2, =2.5x107*. (4.5)

The effective Majorana neutrino mass is mgs ~ 48.312 meV. Analogously the predictions for
B3, dcp and mpgs can be tested by future neutrino facilities.

4.2 Neutrino masses from type-I seesaw mechanism

In this model, the neutrino masses are generated by the type-I seesaw mechanism and only
two right-handed neutrinos N, are introduced for simplicity. The left-handed lepton fields
are assigned to be Ay triplet, both right-handed charged leptons and right-handed neutrinos
are Ay singlets, i.e.,

ppe =1", pps=1", pp:=1, pr =38, pne=1", pn; =1,
kElea kEg:B,]{,'Eg:g, kL:—5, kNlczl, kN20:3 (46)
The modular invariant Lagrangian for the lepton masses is given by

—Lo=a(BSLYy VH)1 + B(ESLYy P H*)1 + y(ESLY;VH)1 + hec.

. . 1
—L, =g (NSLHYS ™)1 + go(NSLYS P H)y + A NENSYSY + §A2N§N§Y((16)) +he (47)

We include gCP symmetry in this model so that all the couplings are constrained to be real,
as explained in section 3. The charged lepton mass matrix, the Dirac neutrino mass matrix
and the heavy Majorana neutrino mass matrix read as
aYs," oYy, a¥yy?
_ -2 -2 -2 _
Me= 5}/3(,2 ) BY?,(,I : 5}/3(,3 Mo, My =
4 4 4
’sz(,l) 7Y3(,3) 7Y3(,2)

0 Ay
MY ALY

4 4 4
My — 91Y3(,2 ) 91Y3(,1 ) 91Y3(,3 :
b )

0:Ys 1" gaVas”? gaVay
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Figure 1: The correlations among the input free parameters, neutrino mixing angles and CP
violation phases for the model in section 4.1, where the neutrino masses are described by Weinberg
operator. In the plane dcp versus sin® fa3, the dashed, dash-dotted and solid contours stand for the
1o, 20 and 30 allowed regions respectively [141]. The last panel is the for the effective Majorana mass
mgg with respect to the lightest neutrino mass miightest- The blue (red) dashed lines represent the
most general allowed regions for normal ordering (inverted ordering) neutrino mass spectrum, where
the neutrino oscillation parameter are varied within their 3o ranges. Moreover, the vertical grey
exclusion band denotes the most stringent upper bound on neutrino mass ), m; < 0.12 eV from
Planck [17]. The current experimental bound mgg < (36 ~ 156) meV from KamLAND-Zen [10] and
the future sensitivity ranges mgg < (9 ~ 21) meV from LEGEND-1000 [41] and mgg < (4.7 ~ 20.3)
meV from nEXO [12] are showed in light brown, green and light yellow horizontal bands respectively.

17



The light neutrino mass matrix is given by the seesaw formula

M, =-M}HMy'Mp

—2)< (-4 —2) (=4 —9)(—4 —2)(—4 —9)(—4
Do 1 2Y?,(,1 )Ys,(,2 ) Y3(,1 )Y.'S(,l )+Y3(,3 )Y?,(,Q ) Y3(,2 )Y3.(,2 )+Y.?f,1 )Yz’f,s )
__ 9192 —2)<(—4 —2)<(—4 —2)<(—4 —2)<(—4 —2)<-(—4
- A y® Ys(,1 )Y:')'(,l )+Y3(,3 )Ys(,z ) 2Y3(,3 )Ys(, ) Y3(,2 )Y3(,1 )+Y3(,3 )Ys(,s )
v —2)(—4 —2)+(—4 —2)<(—4 —2)(—4 —2)(—4
Y3(,2 )Ys(,z )+Y3(,1 )Y3(,3 ) Y3(,2 )Ys(,l )+Y3,(,3 )Y3(,3 ) 2Y3(,2 )Y3(,3 )
_4 —4 —4 —4 —4
ey [ O G
291 1 —4)<(—4 —4 —4)~(—4
Y?f,l )Y:’E,Q ) (Y3.(,1 ))2 Y3(,1 )Y3.(,3 e (4'9)

Ay
—4)((—4 —4)((—4 —4
Yo Yas) Yy 'Vaz?  (va5")?

Similar to the model of section 4.1, the masses of electron, muon and tau are in a one-to-one
correspondence with the parameters «, 5 and 7. We see that the light neutrino mass matrix
M,, depends on the combination g;As/(g2A;) and the overall mass scale g, gov?/A; as well as
the modulus 7. This model describes all the lepton masses and mixing parameters in terms
of seven real parameters including Rer and Im7. The agreement between predictions and
experimental data can be achieved for NO. The best fit values of the input parameters and
the lepton flavor observables are determined to be

(t) = 0.0588 + 1.3067:i, /o =1019.5, v/a = 48.204 ,

giha/(g2A1) = 2.3125, av = 1.9059 MeV , g1gov*/A; = 24.779 meV ,

sin? Ao = 0.315, sin® 65 = 0.02225, sin® a3 = 0.440,

dcp = 0.8187, a3 = 1.1387,m; = 0meV

my = 8.608meV , my = 49.941meV, \2,, = 1.27. (4.10)

The modulus 7 is very close to the pure imaginary axis, its real part is very small. Since
only two right-handed neutrinos are introduced, the lightest neutrino mass m; is zero and
the Majorana phase as; is unphysical. The effective Majorana neutrino mass is found to be
mag ~ 2.881 meV which is too small to be detectable by next generation tonne-scale Ov3/3
experiments. The correlations among the free parameters and the flavor mixing parameters
are shown in figure 2. The atmospheric angle 93 in the first octant is favored with 0.411 <
sin®fy3 < 0.474 and the Dirac CP violation phase d¢p is in the range of [0.7967,0.8517]
which can be tested at future long baseline neutrino oscillation experiments DUNE [15] and
HK [16]. Moreover, the atmospheric angle 653 are strongly correlated with the solar angle
615 which lie in the interval 0.284 < sin®#y, < 0.341. The reactor experiment JUNO has
a unique sensitivity to the solar oscillation parameters sin® f;, and Am3,, and the error of
sin® @y, can be reduced to the world-leading level of 0.7% [15]. Hence JUNO can also test
this model by precise measurement of the solar mixing parameters.

4.3 Dirac neutrinos

Neutrinos are assumed to be Dirac fermions in this model. Usually the symmetry U(1), or
U(1)p—y is imposed to guarantee Diracness of neutrinos. Here it is remarkable that modular
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Figure 2: The correlations among the input free parameters, neutrino mixing angles and CP
violation phases for the model in section 4.2, where neutrino masses are generated by type I seesaw
mechanism. Here we adopt the same convention as figure 1.

invariance can forbid the Majorana mass term of the right-handed neutrinos, consequently
neutrinos are naturally Dirac particles without U(1), or U(1)p_r symmetry. Similar to
previous models, the left-handed lepton fields are embedded into a Ay triplet while all right-
handed lepton fields are A, singlets,

pEf:pEgszf:pNQE:pNgzlﬂa PE§=1, pL =3,
kpe =—4—Fk, kpec=—-2—k, kpc=4—Fk, kL =k,
kNlc:—Q—k,k'NQC:—k,kNSCZQ—k. (411)

In this case, we can take k to be a generic integer with k£ > —1 so that the modular weights
of N, 3 are less than 4. Modular invariance requires that the Majorana mass terms of right-
handed neutrinos Nf, 3 couple with polyharmonic Maaf form transforming as 1" under Ay,
however there is no such polyharmonic Maafl form for weight less than 8, as can be seen
from table 1. Hence the Majorana neutrino mass terms of heavy neutrinos are forbidden by
modular symmetry in this model. The Lagrangian for lepton Yukawa interactions invariant

under the modular symmetry reads as
—Lo=a(ESLYSVH), + BESLYS P H?)y + y(ESLYSY H)y + hee.
—L, = g1 (NFLHYy D)1 4 goa(NSLHY{?)1 + gs(NSLHY{?)1 + hec. (4.12)

where the phases of the couplings «, 3, v, g1, g2 and g3 can be absorbed into the right-handed
lepton fields, and consequently they can be taken real no matter whether gCP symmetry is
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included or not. As a consequence, the VEV of 7 is the unique source of CP violation. The
charged lepton mass matrix and the Dirac neutrino mass matrix are given by

—4 —4 —4 -2 -2 -2
aY?,(,z ) O‘Y3(,1 ) OZY:*.(,:% ) 91Y3(,2 ) 91Y3(,1 ) 91Y3(,3 )
Me= | pyg,” vgy? pvgs? [vn Mo = | go¥y) Vi) sy |0 (413)
4 4 4 2 2 2
”sz,(,l) 'YY3(,3) 'VY?,(,Q) 93Y3(,2) 93Y3(,1) 93Y3(,3)

We find that this model can be in excellent agreement with experimental data for NO neutrino
mass spectrum, and the best fit values of the free parameters are

(1) = 04277 + 1.1477i, /o =876.29, v/a = 26.390,
go/g1 = 21371, g3/g1 = 2.8154, av = 3.0021 MeV, giv = 15.277TmeV.  (4.14)

The neutrino masses and mixing parameters at the above best fit point are determined to be

sin® Ao = 0.307, sin® 615 = 0.02224, sin® 63 = 0.454 ,6cp = 1.0187
my = 5.275meV, my = 10.096meV , ms = 50.327meV, 2, =1.7x 107*. (4.15)

We see that the Dirac CP phase approximately takes the CP conserved value dcp ~ 7, this
is because the VEV of 7 is close to the right vertical boundary Rer = 1/2 which preserve
the CP symmetry T o CP [7,38]. Furthermore, we display the correlations between the
free parameters and lepton mixing parameters in figure 3. It is notable that atmospheric
angle and Dirac CP phase are limited in the narrow regions 0.411 < sin? 053 < 0.527 and
7 < dcp < 1.0307 respectively, this prediction is compatible with the latest measurements
of NOvA [19]. If the signal of CP violation would be detected by DUNE and HK in future,
our construction will be ruled out.

5 Summary and discussions

Modular flavor symmetry is an elegant and promising approach to understand the observed
patterns of masses and mixing in both quark and lepton sectors. In the limit of exact
supersymmetry, modular invariance determines the Yukawa couplings to be level N modular
forms which are holomorphic functions of the complex modulus 7. Usually supersymmetry
is assumed to ensure that only the holomorphic modular forms are involved in the Yukawa
couplings, and thus modular flavor symmetry becomes a predictive framework addressing
the flavor structure of SM. However, the evidence of low energy supersymmetry has not been
experimentally observed so far.

It was found that the coefficients of the effective interactions describing the four su-
pergraviton scattering amplitude are non-holomorphic automorphic functions which sat-
isfy Laplace eigenvalue equations [11-22]. Motivated by this insight from top-down and
the bottom-up approach based on automorphic forms [13], we have investigated the non-
holomorphic modular flavor symmetry in the framework of harmonic Maafl forms. The
growth condition of Eq. (2.8) is imposed, the resulting harmonic Maafl forms are the so-
called polyharmonic Maafl forms. The linearly independent polyharmonic Maafl forms at
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Figure 3: The correlations among the input free parameters, neutrino mixing angles and CP
violation phases for the Dirac neutrino mass model in section 4.3. Here we adopt the same convention
as figure 1.

each given weight and level span a linear space of finite dimension, so that only a finite num-
ber of terms in the Yukawa couplings would be allowed and the predictive power of modular
invariance is not lost. In comparison with the original modular flavor symmetry, the Yukawa
couplings are the polyharmonic Maafl forms and the assumption of holomorphicity is replaced
by the Laplacian condition in Eq. (2.6b), while the modularity is kept.

In this paradigm, the finite modular group Iy = T'/T(N) or I'y = I'/ £ T'(N) still
plays the role of flavor symmetry. The transformation of the matter field under the modular
symmetry is specified by their modular weight and representation assignment of the adopted
finite modular group. It is notable that the polyharmonic Maafl forms of integer weight
k and level N can be decomposed into irreducible multiplets of Iy, and the even weight
polyharmonic Maaf§ forms can be organized into multiplets of I'y. The polyharmonic Maaf}
forms can be lifted to the modular forms through the action of D operator and & operator in
Eq. (2.36). Thus one can determine the expressions of the polyharmonic Maaf§ forms from
the already known modular forms, as shown in Eq. (2.45). Although there is no nontrivial
modular form of negative weights, the modular weight of polyharmonic Maafl forms can be
negative, and the number of the linearly independent polyharmonic Maaf§ forms at weight
k < 0 and level N doesn’t change with k. The polyharmonic Maafl forms of negative
weights might provide an interesting opportunity for fermion mass models with modular
symmetry. In Appendix C, we provide the multiplets of polyharmonic Maaf forms of weights
k= —4,-2,0,2,4,6 at levels N = 2,3,4,5 together with the irreducible representations
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and the Clebsch-Gordan coefficients of the inhomogeneous finite modular groups I'y = S3,
'3 = Ay, 'y =2 S,, I's = As. These information should be useful when constructing concrete
flavor models with polyharmonic Maaf§ forms.

Moreover, we show that the non-holomorphic modular flavor symmetry can be consistently
combined with the gCP symmetry, the admissible CP transformation of the modulus 7 is

still 7 5 — 7 up to modular transformations. The consistency condition between the
modular symmetry and gCP symmetry is given in Eq. (3.13). In the basis where both
modular generators S and 1" are represented by unitary and symmetric matrices given in
the Appendix C, the gCP transformation would take the canonical form X, = 1, and gCP
invariance would require all the coupling constants to be real.

In order to illustrate how the formalism of non-holomorphic modular flavor symmetry
can be applied to the flavor problem, we present three example models for leptons based on
the A4 modular symmetry. The three models don’t introduce any other flavon except 7, and
they are different in the neutrino mass generation mechanism. In the model of section 4.1,
the light neutrino masses are generated by the Weinberg operator and the lepton sector
depends on 8 real parameters, and the neutrino mass spectrum can be either NO or 10.
The model of section 4.2 depends on 7 real parameters, the neutrino masses are generated
by the type-1 seesaw mechanism with two right-handed neutrinos, and the gCP symmetry
is included for a higher predictive power. The data of lepton masses and mixing angles
can be well accommodated for NO spectrum. Neutrinos are Dirac particles in the model
of section 4.3 which involves 8 real parameters, the Majorana mass terms of right-handed
neutrinos are forbidden by the modular symmetry. One can test these example models by
confronting the predicited values of 03 and dcp with measurements of future long baseline
experiments DUNE and HK. Moreover, the predictions for the effective mass mgg can be
tested at the next generation tonne-scale Ovf3f decay experiments such as LEGEND-1000
and nEXO. In the present work, we have ignored the effects of the renormalization group
(RG) running between the modular symmetry scale, usually assumed to be large, and the
electroweak scale. It is known that the RG effects are rather small for hierarchical neutrino
mass spectrum [2, 50, 51]. Therefore we expect that the RG corrections could be negligible
for the NO case in these benchmark models.

From a more theoretical point of view, the original modular flavor symmetry requires
supersymmetry to naturally ensure that only the holomorphic modular forms enter into the
Yukawa couplings. The assumption of holomorphicity is superseded by the Laplacian con-
dition of Eq. (2.6b) in the present framework of non-holomorphic modular flavor symmetry.
However, the fundamental origin of this Laplacian condition and the possible related symme-
try is obscure, as far as we know. It has been argued that the low-energy supersymmetry may
be unnecessary for the Yukawa couplings to be modular forms or metaplectic forms [11,12].
It is interesting to explore whether the top-down approach can give rise to Yukawa couplings
as polyharmonic Maafl forms in the absence of supersymmetry.

In summary, the formalism of the non-holomorphic modular flavor symmetry provides
a new possibility for understanding the flavor structure of SM, and it is worthy of further
in-depth study from both bottom-up and top-down.
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Appendix

A Fourier expansion of polyharmonic Maafl forms
From the condition in Eq. (2.6a) for v = T%, it follows that
Y(r+N)=Y(r). (A1)

Hence the Fourier expansion of the polyharmonic Maa$l form Y (7) has the following form:

Y(r)= Y an(y)q”, q¢=e"". (A.2)

nE%Z

The second condition in Eq. (2.6a) requires the coefficients a,(y) fulfill the following identity,

d*an(y) kY dan(y)
e :(47m—§> &y (A.3)

from which a,(y) is determined to be

an(y)=ct(n)+c (n)T(1 — k, —4mny), for n#0,

O+ e (0 F, kA1
ao(y) = OO 7 , (A.4)
c0)+c¢ (0)lny, k=1

where ¢ (n), ¢;(n), ¢;(0) and c;(0) are constants, and the incomplete gamma function
['(1 — k, —47mny) is defined in Eq. (2.11). From the recursion relation of Eq. (2.13), one can
obtain the following expressions of the incomplete gamma functions,

z

[(1,z)=e"
[2z)=(z+1)e
[(3,2)=(2*+22+2)e”
[(4,2)= (2" +32" + 62 +6) e
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[(5,2)=(2* +42° + 1222 + 242 +24) e 7. (A.5)

Hence the Fourier expansion of Y'(7) is [27]

Y(r) = Z ct(n)g" + ¢ (0)y'F + Z (1 -k, —4mny)q", (A.6)

ne Lz ne£2\{0}
where the term y'~* should be Iny for £ = 1. Moreover, for a polyharmonic Maaf8 form,
there exists a constant a such that Y (1) = ( @) as y — 00. Therefore we have ¢t (n) =

¢ (—n) =0 for n > 0. Hence the Fourier expansion of a polyharmonic Maaf} form of level N
is of the form:

Y(1)= Z c(n)g" + ¢ (0)y' " + Z I'(1—k,—4mny)q" (A.7)
nexZ nexZ
n>0 n<0

B Differential operators: D operator and ¢ operator

The well-known D differential operator is defined as [27,52]

1 0

It is straightforward to determine the actions of the operator D% on ¢, y'=* and I'(1 —
k,4mny)q~™ as follows

Dl—k(qn) — nl—kqn
DIy ¥) = (—4m)F (1 — k)
DY M1 — k,4mny)g™) =0 (B.2)

for any integer k < 0. Acting on a polyharmonic Maafl form Y (7) of weight k£ and level N
with the operator D', then we have

DM (r) = (—4m) (1 = k)lem(0) + ) n' et (n)g", (B.3)

which is a holomorphic function of 7. Moreover, D!=*Y satisfies the modularity condition [27],

(DY) (yr) = (er + d)2*D"FY (1), Wy = |° A I'(N). (B.4)

c d

From Eq. (B.3) and Eq. (B.4), we conclude that D*™*Y (1) is a weight 2 — k modular form
at level V.
The £ operator is another differential operator and it is defined as [27]

= 20 (B.5)
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We denote the complex conjugation with a bar or asterisk in this work. From this definition
of the £ operator, we can obtain the following identities:

&(q") =0,

&Gy =1-k,

&(T(1 — k,4mny)) = —(4nn) F e

(T (1 — k,dmny)qg"™) = —(4nn) * ¢". (B.6)

Hence the action of &, on the weight k£ and level N polyharmonic Maaf§ form Y (7) gives

&Y () =1k (0) = ) (m)*e(-n)q", (B.7)

=~ 3
which implies & (F>) = —. Under a modular transformation, one can check that (£Y)(7)
T

transforms as

(EY) () = (e + AP HEY)(r), Vo= ° Z eT(N). (B.8)

From Egs. (B.7,B.8), we see that &Y (7) is a level N modular form of weight 2 — k. Since
there is no level N modular forms of negative weights, the weight k of the polyharmonic
MaaB form should be less than or equal to 2 (i.e. k < 2) otherwise they would coincide with
level N modular forms of weight k.

C Polyharmonic Maafl form multiplets of level N <5

In the following, we shall present the explicit forms of the Fourier expansion of the polyhar-
monic Maafl form multiplets of weight k = —4,—2,0,2,4,6 up to level 5. These expressions
in Mathematica form can be downloaded from the link [53]. The irreducible representations
and the Clebsch-Gordan coefficients of the inhomogeneous finite modular groups I'y = Ss,
s = Ay, Iy =25, I's & Ay are also given for convenience of model building.

Cl N=2

The polyharmonic Maaf§ forms of level N = 2 can be arranged into irreducible multiplets of
'y = S5. The S5 group can be generated by two generators S and 7' satisfying the relations

Sy ={S,T|S*=T*=(ST)> =1} . (C.1)

The S5 group has a doublet representation 2 and two singlet representations 1, 1’, and the
modular generators S and 1" are represented by

1: S =1, T=1,

25



2: S=_ , T = . (C.2)
2\_v3 1 0 —1

The product of two doublets is given by 2 x 2 =1 & 1’ @ 2, and the contraction rules are
given by

aq ® 51

(&%) 9 52

— (nfh + a2Ba), ® (cafo— )y @ | P72 ) (o

—06152 - 04251

2 2

There are two linearly independent weight 2 modular forms at level 2 [51]:

20 [0'(r/2) ' ((T+1)/2) 8 (27)
}/1(7—) = - )
m n(x/2) -~ n(r+1)/2)  n(27)
2V3i [/ (r/2) 7' ((r+1)/2
)= 2B 1)t 0], o
m La(r/2)  a((r +1)/2)
iy = 4n(r) . . ,
where 7/(7) = g and n(7) is the Dedekind eta-function defined as
T
n(r)=¢"> [ —q"). (C.5)
n=1
The weight 2 modular forms of level 2 forms a doublet 2 of S3 [51] and the g-expansion are
given by
V@ _ Yi| 1+ 24q + 24¢* + 96¢> + 24¢* + 144¢° + - - - (C.6)
) = = : .
Yy 8V3¢ /(1 +4q + 6¢> + 8¢° + 13¢* +12¢° + - - )

There are three polyharmonic Maafl forms of weight 2 and level 2 including the modified
Eisenstein series EQ and the modular forms Y; and Y5. EQ is a singlet 1 of S3 while the
holomorphic Y; and Y5 are a doublet 2 of S3. Using the method of section 2.2, one can
obtain the explicit expressions of polyharmonic Maafl forms from the modular forms at level
2. The weight k& = 0 polyharmonic Maafl forms can be arranged into a doublet Yz(o) and a
trivial singlet Yl(o) of S3. Note that Yl(o) is a constant and without loss of generality we can
take Yl(o) = 1. The master equation of Eq. (2.36) for the weight 0 polyharmonic Maaf} form
Y2(0) of level 2 is of the following

61" =%" DY) =- %Y. (C.7)
1

where we have chosen the normalization factor = 1, and thus § = e given in Eq. (2.44).
s

Using the general result of Eq. (2.45), we can obtain the g-expansion of Yz(o) = (Yz(f)l), Yég))T
as

) 6 e—47ry 3 e—87ry 8 e—l27ry 3 6—167ry
Yar =y - rq  n  w¢ 2mgt T
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o) - = - =~ -+~ % _ .
+er(0) T T T 2 51 + ’
4 1/2 —27ry 4 =07y 6 e—lOTry 8 e—l47ry 13 e—lSTry
Yz(%)—— \/_q ( + 5 T 5 T T 5 +)
’ q 3q 9q 7q 9q
4\/_q1/2 6, 8, 13, 12
1 “PH =+ =+ =+ C.8
- +3q+4q+7q+-9q+1ﬂ-+ : (C.8)

where ¢ (0) = —0.882542. The exact expressions of Yz(g) and Yz(g) are

4 X [o1(2n) e 4mmy o1(n) e 8™y
0 1 n 1 n
VS =y + e (0) - — > {T (q T R o+ por ,

n=1

Va3 = —4;/3 io Uléin:ll) [q@"“)/ 24 %] (C.9)
The weight 4 modular forms of level 2 are Y1(4) and Y2(4) with
n =Y ey,
YW= E-vr) (C.10)
—21Y,

They can be lifted to weight —2 polyharmonic Maafl forms through Eq. (2.36) as follow

2
(=2)y _ v @) 3v(—2)\ _ (4)
f—Q(YI ) - Yl ) D (Yl ) - (47T)3Y1 )
_ 4 — 2 4
a0 )=y, DY) =- (4@31@( . (C.11)

Using the general result of Eq. (2.45), we find the weight £ = —2 polyharmonic Maaf forms
of level 2 are

2y 150(3,4my) 1350(3,8my)  350(3,12my)
! 3 A73q 3273¢?2 97343
(3) 15¢ 135¢° 70¢° 1095¢" 189¢°  35¢° L (€.12)
12 C(4) S 2rd 16m% gn® 12873 26w Axd ’ '
V=2 _ y F(3 dry)  5T0(3,8my)  7TI(3,12my)  4411'(3, 167y)
21 T T T T3q 3273¢2 3m3¢3 25673 "
57 14¢%  441¢* 5674
(B 9 5Tq | Mg g | 567q (C.13)

30¢(4) 2w 1673 3mw3 0 12873 12573
4/3q1/? (F(3, 2my) N 14T(3, 67y) N 63I°(3, 107y) N 1721°(3, 147y) L )
2q 27q¢? 125¢3 343¢*
4f 3¢'/? (1 28¢ | 126¢°  344¢° N 757q" L )
27 125 343 729

-2
Yz(,2 )=

3

(C.14)

3
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The weight 6 modular forms of level 2 are Yl(ﬁ), Yl(,6 ) and Y2(6)

V¥ =V} - 3y1Y7 (C.15)

Yl(/G) — }/’23 _ 3}/‘2}/12 (016)
3 2

y o= (1T It (C.17)
Y23 + }/2}/12

We can see that Yl(,G) is a cusp form which can not be lifted as a polyharmonic Maafl form.
The lifting equations are given by

_ _ 24
e =y, ﬁmWﬁ>@$W) (C.18)
_ _ 24
Ca = DY) = (C.19)
Using the general result of section 2.2, the weight & = —4 polyharmonic Maafl forms are
determined to be
_ > 63T(5,4 2079I°(5, 8 427T°(5,12 665911'(5, 16
Yl( 4):y_+ (77Ty)+ (77Ty>_|_ (? Wy)_{_ (7 7Ty>_|_

5 12875¢ 409675¢2 8647543 13107275¢4
7 C(5) 189¢ 6237¢% 427¢°  199773¢ N
80((6) ' 167 = 5125 ' 36r° = 1638470 ’

Y(_4)_y5 330(5,4my)  9930(5,8my)  671T(5,127y)  31713T(5, 167y)
2L Ty 12873¢ 40967542 259275 ¢3 13107275¢%
7w ((5)  99¢  2979¢ 671¢* 95139 N
168 ¢(6) 167  512x°  1087°  16384md ’
v _ V3¢"? (T(5,2my) N 61T(5, 67y) N 15630(5, 10my) N 42021(5, 147y) N
22 g8 4q 243¢2 6250¢3 16807¢4
6v/3¢"/? 244q  3126¢> 16808¢°  59293¢*  161052¢°
— 1 )L (C.20
5 243 3125 16807 | 59049 © 161051 (C.20)
C2 N=3

The inhomogeneous finite modular group I's is isomorphic to A4, and it is the symmetry
group of a regular tetrahedron. The group I's = A, can be generated by S and T satisfying

Ay ={S,T|S*=T° = (ST)* =1} . (C.21)

The A, group has three singlet representations 1, 1’, 1” and a triplet representation 3. The
generators S and T in irreducible representations of A4 are represented by

1: S =1, T=1,
1 S =1, T=uw,
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1 S=1, T =uw?,
NE (10 0
3: 525 2 121, T=1ow 0| (C.22)
2 2 -1 00 w?

with w = e?™/3. The triplet representation 3 is a real representation, and the complex

conjugate of 3 is equivalent to 3, i.e.,
ps(T) = Qps(T)T . p(S) = Qps(S)Q (0.23)

where €2 is the similarity transformation,

1 00
Q=100 11- (C.24)

010

For two generic A, triplets a = (Oél,Oég,Oég,)T and 8 = (ﬁl,ﬁg,ﬁg)T, the tensor product
decompositionis 3®3 =1d1 d 1" § 35 P 34, and the contraction rules are given by

g B
a | @By | =(ufi+ s+ azfs), © (azfs + a1fr + a2fi)y, © (2fs + a1 fBs + azfi)qn

Qaz/ g 533

20001 — aofs — a3y a3 — a3 o
D | 20385 — 182 — By D 1B — s . (C.25)
20082 — anfls — s/ 4 asfy —anfs/) 4

All the modular forms of weight k& and level 3 can be expressed as the homogeneous polyno-
mials of degree k in the modular functions ¥(7) and (7) given by [55-57]

3 3 3
1°(37) 3°(37) + 1°(7/3)
I(r) = 3v2 , e(1)=— . C.26
D=V ) (€20
It has been shown that there are three modular forms of weight 2 and level 3, they form
a irreducible triplet 3 of A4 [5], and they can be expressed in terms of J(7) and e(7) as
follow [55-57],
e*(r) Yi(7)
Y2 = | vaore() | = | vam) | - (C.27)
—9*() Y3(7)

with the g-expansions,

Yi(7) =1+ 12q + 364 + 12¢* 4 84¢* + 72¢° + . ..
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Ya(7) =—6q"2(1+ 7q + 8¢> + 18¢° + 14¢* +...)
Ya(7) = —18¢*3(1 +2¢ + 5¢° + 4¢> + 8¢" +...) . (C.28)

We can obtain five independent weight 4 modular forms from the tensor product of Y3(2) with
itself,

Yol = (v ’)3 — (Y2 = YaYs, Y2 = V1Yo, Y — V1Y5)7,
Vi = (V2vP), = v 42y, Vs,
Vi) = (V2 = Y4+ 2v1Ys. (C.29)

Similarly there are seven modular forms of weight 6, and they decompose into a singlet 1
and two triplets 3 under Ay,

Y = (VY = VP 4+ Y 4 Y - 3vinaYs,
Yo =YY = (VP 4 2V VoY, Y7Ys + 2Y2Y3, VIV + 2Y9Y5)T
Yap =YV = (V3 + 2012 Ya, YY1 + 2Y2Ys, VY, + 2Y2))T (C.30)

For the integer weight k£ > 2, the polyharmonic Maaf§ forms coincide with modular forms at
level 3. Moreover, the weight 2 and level 3 polyharmonlc MaaB forms include the modified
Eisenstein series Eg( ) and triplet modular form Y in Eq. (C.27), and E2( ) is an Ay trivial

singlet. Consequently we denote the weight 2 polyharmonic Maafl form Y EQ(T).

The modular form Y3( )

besides the trivial one YI(O)

the following form:

implies the presence of weight 0 polyharmonic Maafl form Yg(o)

= 1, and the corresponding master equation of Eq. (2.36) is of

1
&(") =y, DY) =~ -7 (C.31)

Using the general results of Eq. (2.45), we find the g-expansion of Y3 is

3 6747ry 9 6787Ty 67127ry 21 67167ry 18 67207ry 3 67247ry

Y(O) - - - - - - —_— PRI
MY g 2rg?  mg? dmqt BTq° o
3 9¢° 3 91¢r 1847  3d°
IO (1) I S B B B S SIS
T 2 T 47 5w 2
Y(O) B 27q1/367ry/3 e—3my N e~y N 5 e~ llmy N 9 e~ 15my N 9 ¢~ 197y N 4 =23y N
oo 4q 5¢? 16¢° 11g* ¢ 17¢°
9 1/3 7 8 2 9 3 14 4 31 5 20 6
i/ I T S C )
2 4 7 5 13 16 19

0) 9 q2/3€27ry/3 e—27ry 76—67ry 8 6—107ry 9 6—147ry 14 6—187ry 31 e—227ry
Yy = ( + + + + + +- )

27 q 4q? 7q3 5q* 13¢° 1645
274 (1 ¢ 5¢% 2¢° 2¢* 9¢° 214°
SR T T C.32
L O TS TR S T T R ’ (C.32)

with ¢ (0) = —0.786823. One can obtain the Weight —2 polyharmonic Maafl form of level 3
from the weight 4 modular forms Y1( ) Y1' and Y ) shown in Eq. (C.29). Notice that Y1('4 )

30



is a cusp form in I'(3) and consequently it cannot be lifted to a polyharmonic Maaf§ form.
From the general formula Eq. (2.36), we can obtain

_ _ 2
§,Q(Y1( 2)> :Y1(4) ) Dg(Yl( 2)) - (47T)3Y1(4) )

_ _ 2
LY =qv?, DYiP)=— (47T)3Y3(4). (C.33)

Using the general results of Eq. (2.45), we find the g-expansion of Y1(72) and Y3(72) are

y ) ' 10(3 dmy) 13503, 8my) _ 85T(3,19my)
! 3 473 3232 97343
7T ((3)  15¢ 135¢°  70q° 1095¢*  189¢°>  35¢°

- - - - - o, (C.34
12¢(4) 2x 1673 973 12873 2573 A4pd oo )

¥i2(7) = v’ N 211(3, 47ry) N 189T(3,8my)  169I'(3,127y)  1533I(3, 167y)
3.1 3 1673¢ 1287342 14473¢3 102473 ¢*

™ C(3)  2lg 189¢% 169¢° 1533¢* 1323¢°  169¢°

40¢(4)  8m3  64n3  T2x3 51273 50073 6473

_|_...7

Y5 (r) = 729¢'3 (T(3,8my/3) N 70(3,20my/3)  65I'(3,32my/3)  TAL(3,44my/3)
8,2 - 1673 16q 125¢2 1024¢3 1331¢4
_81q1/3 . 73q | 344¢> | 567¢° N 20198¢* N 4681¢°
1673 64 343 500 2197 4096 ’
(~2) 81¢*° (T(3,4my/3) 73T(3,16mwy/3)  344T(3,287y/3)  567I(3,407my/3)
Y3,3 (1)=— 5 + 5 + 3 + . 4o
32w q 64q 343q 500q
729¢%/% (1 T7q  65¢°> T4¢
— — c ) C.35
Sr5 \16 125 1024 T 1331 (C.35)

The weight 6 modular forms in T'(3) are Y, Y;IG) and Yg(?}, as shown in Eq. (C.30). Notice
that Y:,,(?} are the cusp forms in I'(3), and only YI(G) and the triplet combination Y3(6) =

Y;?) — %YS} can be lifted to weight —4 polyharmonic Maafl form of level 3 through the
following identities:

—4 6 —4 6
5—4(Y1( )) _Yl( : ) Ds(Y1( )) = (47T)5Y1( ) )
_ _ 24
LY =qv®,  DyYiY) = _(4@51@,}6), (C.36)

which can be solved and gives

630°(5, 4my) n 20791°(5,8my) ~ 4271°(5,12my) ~ 665911°(5, 167y)

(—4) ?/5
Yy, V==
! 5t 1287¢ 409675 ¢2 86475¢3 13107275 ¢
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+1((5) 189¢ 62374 427q3+199773q4+
80C(6) 1675 | 51275 | 3670 | 1638470 ’

v _ y* 549 (T(5,47y) N 330(5,8my) | 146410(5,12my)  10570(5,16my)
31 5 332875 q 3242 14823¢3 10244*
3w C(5) 1647 332 14641¢° 1057¢*  3126¢°
728 C(6) 41670 32 14823 1024 3125 ’

v _ 72171¢'3 (T(5,87my/3) N 333441(5, 207y /3) N 1025T(5, 327y /3) N
32 21299275 q 34375¢2 102443
6561¢"'/3 1057¢  16808¢®> 51579¢>  371294¢*
1+ + + + )
83275 1024 16807 50000 371293
Vi _ 2187¢%/% (T'(5,4my/3) N 1057T(5, 167y /3) N 16808 (5, 287y /3) N
33 66567 q 102442 1680743
216513¢%/3 33344  1025¢>  1717888¢*>  16808¢*
OO0 () i Y 7+ =), (C.37)
266247 34375 1024 1771561 16807
C3 N=4

The inhomogeneous finite modular group I'y is isomorphic to S; whose defining relations are
Sy ={S,T|S*=T"=(ST)> =1} . (C.38)

The S; group has two singlet representations 1, 1’, a doublet representation 2, and two triplet
representations 3, 3’. The generators S and T are represented by

1: S =1, T=1,
]_,5 S:_17 T:_lv
1 [ —
0 g1 1\/5’ r— (10},
2\3 1 0 —1
| 0 V212 100
30 S=g5|v2-1 1|, T=]0i 0]
V2 1 -1 00 —i
X 0 V2 V2 100
3 S:—§ V21 1| T=—=(o0i o] (C.39)
V2 1 -1 00 —i

The tensor products of different S, multiplets are given by

“ & b = (11 + a2f2), © (1 fa — azf1)y © —auf+ azf )

Q) , Io . a8y + 9
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B 201 61 —2a534

a1
R = | —a1f2 + V3aafs D | V31 Bs + s )
Qg
2 Bs 3(3") —a1f33 + V3azfs 3(3") V3 s + 2f3s 3/(3)
aq 61 a1 ﬁl
a3/ 5 Bs 3 a3/ g Bs 3/
s B3 — a3 sy — a3 fs
20181 — a3 — a3
® a1 8y — © —a1 B3 — asfh )
\/506252 + \/504353 9
asf —aufs/ 4 e+ b /),
oy 51 1 B
a | @ | B = | o Q| By = <04151 + asfs + a3ﬁ2) v
04252 - 04353 o83 — a3 fBa
V3auBs + V3asfs
D D —a133 — azfh © a1 By — anf : (C'4O)
—2a1 81 + a3 + a3 )
P2 + a1 /), azf —a1fs/ g

The weight £ modular forms at level 4 can be expressed as the homogeneous polynomials of
degree 2k in the Jacobi theta functions ¥; and ¥ [58],

Ii(r) =) e =1+2¢+2¢" +2¢° + 200 + -,
meZ

792(7_) _ Z e27r1l‘r(m+1/2)2 _ —2q1/4(1 + q2 + q6 + q12 + . ) (0_41)
meZ

In the representation basis of Eq. (C.39), the weight 2 modular forms of level 4 can be
arranged into a doublet and a triplet of Sy [59,00]:

v _ i\ [ 91+

) _ _
Y, —2/39293
Ys Ui =5

= v, | = | 2vaes, | - (C.42)
Ys 2v/20,93

33



)

The g-expansion of the modular doublet Yz,@) and triplet Y3(2 reads as follow

v.@ _ i) _ 1+ 24q + 24 + 96> + 24q* + 144¢° - - -
2 - )
Yy —8v3¢2(1 +4q + 6¢> + 8¢° + 13¢* +12¢° + - --)
Ys 1 — 8¢+ 24¢® — 32¢° + 24¢* — 48¢° + - - -
2
i'=v, | = 4241+ 6q + 13¢> + 14¢3 + 18¢* +32¢4° +---) | - (C43)
Ys —16v2 ¢**(1 4 2¢ + 3¢* + 6¢° + 5¢* + 6¢° + - - -)
The modular forms of level 4 can also be constructed from the derivative [59, 60] or the
products of the Dedekind eta function [61-63], the g-expansion of the modular forms would

be identical when going to the same representation basis of Sy.

The weight 2 polyharmonic Maaf§ forms include the modified Eisenstein series Eg which
is an Sy singlet and the modular forms Y2(2) and Y3(2). The level 4 and weight 0 polyharmonic
Maafl forms can be arranged into a doublet Y2(0) and a triplet Ys.(o) of S, besides the trivial

singlet Yl(o) = 1. The master equation of Eq. (2.36) for the nontrivial weight 0 polyharmonic
Maafl form of level 4 is of the following form

1

HMN =" DMmY) =%,
0 2 0 L
&) =y, D) = v, (C.44)
where () is a permutation matrix
100
Q=100 11 (C.45)
010

Then we can determine the expression of the doublet Y2(0) as

6 6747ry 3 6787ry 8 67127ry 3 67167ry 36 67207ry

Yz(g) =y o T . ot g
v —avag (AT S B B )
+—4\/§7Tq1/2 (1 + %q + qu + gqg + gq“ + %Cf’ + ) : (C.46)

with ¢ (0) = —0.882542. Similarly the g-expansion of the triplet Y3(0) is determined to be

Y(O) . 2 e—47ry 36—87ry N 8 6—127ry 3 6—167ry N 12 e—207ry
31— Y Tq Tq? 3mg? 2mqt 5mqd
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)

2¢ 3¢ 8¢ 3¢ 12¢° 4¢°
qq+q 3¢ 12 4

1+ O I e s S
+er(0) + T 3T 2w 5 T
162 1/4 —3ny 26—77ry 36—117ry 26—157ry 56—197ry
v 16v2 + + + T
’ T 3q 7q? 11¢3 5q 19¢°
4 1/4 13¢> 14¢> 18¢* 32¢° 314°
fq |0 13¢  14¢® 18¢% 32 | 3l¢°
5 9 13 17 21 25
4 3/4 e~ Y 6 6757ry 13 6797ry 14 67137ry 18 67177ry
v = fq + + + + +o )
’ q 5q? 93 13¢* 1445
16\/_ 16v2¢%* L. % 3¢  2¢°  5¢'  6¢° 10¢° (C.a7)
s 3 7 11 5 19 23 27 ) '

with ¢t (0) = —0.441271.
The weight 4 modular forms of level 4 are Y1(4), Y2(4), Y3(4) and Y:,ff" ) which are the tensor

products of weight 2 modular forms:
VO (M) -,

2 2
v = _ <Y2<2>Y2(2)> _ (Y
2 —21Y,

Y1Ys

1 V3
() = | gnYas SNy |

3
1 V3

——YY: + —Y5Y,
215+ 5 12ta

—Y>Y;

V3 1
(yf)y;?))g, = | VYt Y| (C.48)
3 1
%YM +5YaYs

Notice that Y3(,4 ) are cusp forms which cannot be lifted to the polyharmonic Maafl forms.
Others can be lifted to weight —2 polyharmonic Maafl forms through Eq. (2.36) as follow

ws
=
|

DN | —

Yy =

_ _ 9
€—2<Y1( 2)) _ Y1(4) 7 D3(Y1( 2)) _ Y1(4) ’
(4m)3
_ _ 9
Ly =", Dy ) =-—=vY,
(4m)3
9
) (C.49)

—2 4 -2
LY =Y, Dy, )):—WY?,

Using the general result of Eq. (2.45), we find the weight £ = —2 polyharmonic Maaf} forms

of level 4 are
v Y 151°(3, 4my) B 135T°(3, 87y) B 35IN(3, 127y)
! 3 47T3q 327r3q2 97T3q3
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7w ((3) 15¢ 135¢*> 7043 _ 1095¢* _ 189¢° _ 35¢° . (C.50)
12¢(4) 2m3 16w  gqm3 12873 257w 4nd ’ '

o P 9T(3,4 570(3,8 (3,12 4411(3,16
y(2_ Y (3,4my)  5T0(3,8my)  TI(3,12my) (3,16my) .
’ 3 4m3q 32732 3w 25673q*

w((3) 9¢ 57¢> 14¢> 441¢*  567¢°
+30 ¢(4) o 1673 * 33 i 12873 N 12573 L

v _ 2v/3¢'/? (F(?), 27y) N 28[(3,6my)  1260'(3,10my)  344D'(3, 147my) )
2z 3 q 27q 125¢3 343¢*
43¢\ ( | 284 126¢%>  344¢° N 757q" N 1332¢° >
3 27 125 | 343 729 1331 ’
v T@B4my)  9T(38ry) T0(3,12ry) 570(3,16my)  630(3,20my)
a3 A73q 32m3¢2 27m3¢3 256m3¢4 25073 g5
2 3 4 5
+ig(3)_ q +9q _ l4q +57q _ 63¢ L.l

240C(4) 27 ' 1678 27 | 12878 12573
Y;;2)2_56¢§q1/4 <F(3,37Ty) 23221'(3, Try) | 89911(3, 1lmy) | 1261'(3, 15my) +)

273 q 2401¢? 9317¢3 125¢*
4/ 2¢M4 126g  757¢> 2198¢> 4914¢* 1376¢°
_AV2qt (0 126g  T5Tq" 21987 4914g ¢,
3 125 729 2197 4913 1323
=2 _ C2v2¢% (T(3,7y) N 126T(3, 57y) N 7570(3, 97y) N 2198I'(3, 137y) N
33 3 q 125¢2 729¢3 2197¢*
112v/2¢3/4 2322  8991¢2 1264 6615¢*  82134¢°
vt d CAR e B ot Mot I (C.51)
2773 2401 ' 9317 125 6859 85169

The weight 6 modular forms of level 4 can be organized into six multiplets of Sy: Y1(6), Y1(,6),
Y39 v v and v¥ with

R e R P e (N
Y = () = V5 - 3YPYs,

2 2
VO~ Py, - (07 D)

Ya(Y{ +Y5)
(Y7 = Y7)Ys

1
Vip =5 (7Y = | 50F — Y2)Ya - VENIYaYs

1
%(
§(Y§ - Y2)Y; — V3V1YLY,
YZ2+YH |

Y3(
6 2)< (4
Yo = (V323 = [ yy(
(Y? +Y5)

Y?+Y3)
2
1

Y5 (Y,
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4Y1YoY;3
v _ (y@y @y 2 2 C.52
s =YY )y = [ VB(Y2 - Y2)Ys —2viYaYy | - (C.52)
V3(YE = Y3)Ys — 2V1YsY5

We can find that Y1(,6), Y?,(,G) and Y3(?) Y(I} are cusp forms. We can lift Y ) 2(6) and the

triplet modular form Y2(6)

Eq. (2.36) as follows

5 3
= §Y3(?) + SY(I} into weight —4 polyharmonic Maaf} forms through

=y, DY) = -y
(47)5
_ _ 24
Yy )=y, DY) = - v)Y
(47T)5 ),
—4 6 —4 24 6
5—4(Y3( )) :QYB( ) ) DB(YB( )) = _(47'()5 3( : (C.53)

Using the general result of Eq. (2.45), we find the weight £ = —4 polyharmonic Maaf§ forms
of level 4 are given by

v _ Y | G30(5,4my) | 20791(5,87y) | 4270(5,12ry) , 66591L(5, 16my)
1 5 12875¢ 4096752 8647543 13107275¢*
7 ((5) 189¢ 6237¢> 427¢3  199773¢"
T80¢6) T 16w T Biane T 3670 | 16384
330(5,4my)  9930(5,8my)  6710(5,12my)  317130(5,16my)
12875¢ 40967542 259275¢3 13107275¢*
T ((5)  99¢  2979¢> 67l¢>  95139¢* 1547374

TI68C(6) 167  Bl2w 1080 1638475 2500070
V3q1/2 <F(5,27ry) | 244T(5,6my) | 3126T(5,10my) | 16808L(5, 147y) )
A7 q 24342 312543 16807¢*
6\/_ 3q1/2 (1 | 2g 3126¢> N 168084  59293¢*  161052¢° )
™ 243 ' 3125 ' 16807 = 59049 ' 161051 ’
I'(5,4my) 330(5,8my)  610(5,12ry)  9930(5,16my)  15630(5, 20my)
12875¢ 4096742 7776753 131072754 2000007545
¢(5 ) B 994> 61q3 B 2979¢* N 4689¢° L
5376< ©) 167T5 51275 | 32475 163840 | 250007 ’
 61v/2¢4 (F (5,37y) , 1021086T(5, Twy) | 9783909(5, 1lmy)  31261(5, 1bmy) |, )

—4 ZJ
Y2(,1 ):g_

—4
Y2(,2 )=

5
-4 Y
Y3(,1 )= 5 +

—4)
Y‘“*(’z 24375 1025227¢2 9824111¢3 3125¢4
6\/_ q1/4 31264 59293(]2+371294q3+1419858q4+4101152q5 )

3125 59049 371293 1419857 4084101 ’
Y q3/4 ((5,7Ty 3126F(5 57ry)+59293F(5,97ry)+371294F(5,1377y) )

, 0N/275 q 3125¢2 59049¢3 371293¢*

488\/_ q3/4( 1021086  9783909¢>  3126¢°  150423075¢* )
8175 1025227 9824111 3125 151042039

—_

+

1+

(C.54)

37



C4 N=5

The finite modular group I'5 is isomorphic to As which is the symmetry group of the regular
icosahedron, and the generators S and T satisfy the following relations:

A; ={S,T|S* =T° = (ST)* =1} . (C.55)

The Aj group has one singlet representation 1, two triplet representations 3, 3’, one quartet

representation 4 and one quintet representation 5. The generators S and T are represented
by

1: S =1, T=1,
) 1 —V2 =2 10 0
3: S:—5 V2 -6 L |, T=10ws 0>
—ﬂi —¢ 00 wi
-1 V2 V2 10 0
3’ S:%\/_—é¢, T'=10w? 0]
V2 6 -3 00 wl
1 5 ¢ —1 ws 0 0 0
4 g_ L |3 119 p_ 0«00
Vil 1 -1 1| 00w o]
-1 ¢ 1 1 00 0 w
-1 V6 V6 V6 V6 100 0 0
V6 5 20 2 4 Ows 0 0 0
5: S=p|V6-20 ¢ 5z 3| T=]o0w 0 0|, (C56)
\/ég » 0 =20 00 0 wo
V6 ot 2 20 & 00 0 0 wi

where ws = €?™/% is the quintic unit root and ¢ = (1 4+ v/5)/2 is the golden ratio. We
adopt the same representation basis as that of [61-66]. The tensor products of different As
irreducible representations are as follows [(4],

20001 — aafls — azfha
(031 B a3 — azfla —\/504152 - \/304251
a | @B | =(@bitabs+asf)i© | a8, —asf | @ V6028
a3/ 5 B3 3 asfi — o P 3 V6ar3 s

—\/304153 - \/304351 5
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7
%)

a3

a
(6%

a3

Qg
&%)

as

aq
6%}

a3

A
B2
Bs

A
B
B

A
B
Bs
Ba

A
o
Bs
Ba

= | V2B + By —azBs | P

\/gCh 1
V20981 + azfs ’
04251 - \/§OZ3BQ
| V218 — asps
= D a1 By — \/§OZ353
—V2a185 — a3
0Bt B0 o1 B3 — V203
2093 3M1 /4
azf — \/504253

33 — 33
= (181 + asf3 + asfa)1 @ a1 By — agfh

—o B3 +azbi/

a1 B — \/§Oé352
—o 3y — \/504251
o1 P + V2038,
—a1 84+ V20533 4

—\/504254 - \/§a351
= ﬂ&lﬁg — OéQBl + OéSBS b
V20 B + afly — a3y g

\/604254 - \/604351
2v/2a1 By + 2033

S¥ —\/ialﬁg + as i + 333 ’

V201 B3 — 3afBs — a3 By
—21/201 B4 — 20933 5

04151 + \/504353
a1 — \/501354

— \/§a2@3 - \/504352

%)

20001 — aafls — azfha
\/604353
—\/304152 - \/306251
—\/304153 - \/§a361
\/604252

—a1 85 + V2006

V20184 — aafBs + a3y 3

V6ayBs — /603
V204 8y — 3agfBs — asfs

D 2v/2a1 By + 20384 ’

—2v201 85 — 2531
—V201 84 + aafBs + 3asfy 5
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—a1 84 — V22 4




a7
)

a3

651
D)

ag

a7
%)
(0%}

Oy

A1
B
Bs
Ba
Bs

A
B
Bs
Ba
Bs

A
B2
Bs
Ba

—201 81 + V3085 + V3as Py
\/§04152 + asf — \/604353
V3ai Bs — V6B + asB

2v/201 82 — V6P + asfs
V2015 4 20985 — 334
\/5041@ + 33 — 2a335

\/§a161 + 5 + a3

b ayff3 — \/§Oé2ﬁz - \/504354

3

14 — \/504253 - \/504355 3/

\/306255 - \/§Oé352
—a 3y — \/501251 - \/504353

© —206153 - \/506252

—2\/504155 — 04264 + \/éa?)ﬁl 4

\/304151 + oy + o33
a1y — \/504255 - \/501354
a1 B35 — \/504253 - \/504352 3

V2001 By 4 305 — 20384
2v201 83 — V601 + a3 s
—2v201 84 — sz + V6as
—V201 85 + 200283 — 3oz B

S~

201 B4 + V20335
a1 85 + V2 Bs + V3as 6

—20:1 81 + \/§Oé2ﬁ4 + \/§04353
V3a1 B3 + agBy — V6asfBs
V3ai1 By — V6as B + asf

\/304254 - \/504353
201 B2 + V2033

D - 33 — \/§Oé251 - \/504355

4

= (1 By + af3 + azfs + auf)1 &

2]

a1 B4 + azfs — azfa — aufh
\/§Oé3ﬁ4 - \/504453
\/506152 - \/504251

40

D

a1 B4 + V20285 + V3as By
—201 35 — V2233

—1 s + afls — asfBy + s
\/501254 - \/§Oé4ﬁ2
V201 85 — V2031 3

oy + a3fs + aufa
151 + azfs + aufs
102 + a1 + s
a1 fs + azfe +azph)

3/

5
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aq
&%)
as

Oy

A
S
Bs
Ba
Bs

V3ai18s — V3azfs — V3asfe + V3aub
—V20281 + 2v20383 — V203
—2v201 81 + V20381 + V2035 ’

V20182 + V20281 — 2v20u3
—V20185 4 2v/202, — V2036 5

2v201 85 — V20 Bs + V20385 — 2720489
—V6a1 81 + 205 + 3381 — B
a1 B4 — 3aafBs — 20362 + V6

3o By — \/604251 — a3fs + 204,
—201 83 + By + V63 B — 3 fs

\/§a151 — \/§a2ﬂ5 + \/§OZ3B4 - 2\/§O‘453 ]

) 3
V21 85 + 2v205 84 — 2¢/203 33 — \/504452)
3

—V201 B2 — V3B + 2v/20385 + V2044
V201 B3 4 2320585 — V31 — V20485
—2v201 84 + V20285 — V203 + V3aufy

V20185 — V20985 — V20385 + V20459
—V2a1 81 — V3asBs — V3auBs
V3a1Bs + V20081 + V3as5
V3B + V20381 + V3aupBs

—V/3a1 84 — V3as B3 — V2, b 5

201 05 + 4By + daz B3 + 20459
4o By + 2v/602 35

—V601 8 + 20281 — V60385 4+ 2V60ufBy |

2v601 B3 — V6o + 20381 — V6o Bs

2V603 32 + 4oy 5
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aq
€%)]
a3
Qly

(6751

A
B
Bs
Ba
Bs

= (181 + aafs + a3y + aufls + a5 02)1

o35 + 20384 — 20433 — 532
© _\/504152 + \/504261 + \/§OZ365 - \/505553
V3a1Bs + V285 — V2B — V3as b 3

20035 — 3By + cuffs — 200532
D VBaiBs — V3azB + V2auBs — V2058
—V/3a1 81+ V22 — V232 + V3au S 3/

V60182 + V6asfy — 3B + daufs — o503
+v601 85 + dasBs + V6az B — aufs — asps
+v601 84 — 283 — gz + V6au By + dasBs
+V601 85 — o + dasfs — sy + V6aspi ) |

V2a16y — V2as81 + V3asfBs — V3asps
—V2a1 85 + V20381 + V3aufs — V3as b
—V201 84 — V323 + V3382 + V20u

V20185 — V3a2Bs + V3aufs — V2a558 4

200 01 + a2fls — 20304 — 2483 + a5 Bo
1B + asB + V635 + V6asfs
o —2a1 85 + V62 Bs — 20331
—2011 84 — 20481 + V6o 35
a1 B5 + V6az s + V6 + a5 5

20081 — 20235 + a3 P + aufls — 2055
—2011 85 — 20281 + V6o s
D 183 + azBi + V6aufs + V6as by
a1Bs + V6azfBs + V63 Ba + oy
201105 4+ V6305 — 2051 5
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Modular forms of level 5 and weight k£ form a linear space of dimension 5k+1, and the explicit
forms can be constructed through the Dedekind eta-function and Klein form as follow [66,67]

M= @D e (s (o)

3k )
a+b=>5k, a,b>0 n ( ) °

- P c ( 25/25(:&;,0(57))“ ( :71:/(55(:)) e§,0<57))b ()

a+b=>5k, a,b>0

where £, ,y(7) is the Klein form defined as infinite product expansion
é(7’1,7’2)(7—> = q(m /2 1 —qz H 1 - q q,z 1 - q qZ )(1 - qn)727 (058)

with ¢, = €*™* and z = 717 +ry. Hence Mo (T'(5)) is spanned by polynomials of even degree
10k in two functions Fi(7) and Fy(7) defined as

n*(57) n*(57)

Fi(r) = T )Ez o(dT),  Fy(1) = T ){%%’0(57) : (C.59)
which turn out to be modular forms of weight 1/5 [68]. Fi(7) and Fi(7) admit the following
g-expansion [68],

F ( ) 3/5 _ q1/4o Z 5m +m)/2 ’ £, ( ) 3/5 _ q9/40 Z 5m2+3m)/ :
meZ meZ

(C.60)
The weight 2 modular forms of level 5 can be arranged into two triplets and a quintet of

A5 [ s ]I

FI0 — 36F5F5 — )0 Yi(7)
Vs (1) = | 5v2riE, (F —35) | = | va(r) | -
5V2F\ Fy (3F) + FY) Ys(7)
F° + AR FY — F° Y{(7)
Yo () = | —5varsrz (75 +255) | = | vin) | -
—5V2 (2F(F} — FFy) Y5(7)
F° + 1’ Yi(7)
V6 R F (FY +TF3) Ya(7)
Yo (r)= | —vBrsr2 3r° — 4r) | = | Va(n) (C.61)
—V6 (AF{F} + 3FFy) Ya(r)
—V6F ) (TF} — F3) Ys(7)
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The g-expansions of the weight 2 and level 5 modular forms are given by

1 —30g — 20¢® — 40¢* — 90¢* + - - -
Ve = | 5v/2¢Y5 (1 +2¢ + 124> + 11¢* + 12¢* +---) | »
5v/2¢Y5 (3 4 Tq + 6¢ 4 20¢° + 10¢* + - - -)

1+ 20g + 30¢* + 60¢> + 60g* + - - -
Yy = | —5v/2¢2/5 (1 + 6q + 642 + 164° + 124" +---) | -
—5v2¢3/° (24 5q + 12¢* + T¢* + 22¢* + - - )

1+ 6q + 18¢% + 24¢> + 424¢*

—V/6q"° (1 +12¢ + 12¢% + 31¢°> +32¢* + - - -)
Vs = | —v6?/5 (3+ 8¢ + 28¢7 + 18¢° + 36¢* + ) | - (C.62)
—V6¢% (44 15q + 14¢> + 39¢° + 24¢* + - --)
—V/6¢¥5 (T + 13q + 24¢* + 20¢® + 60g* + - - -)

Besides the above weight 2 modular multiplets Y3(2), Y3(,2) and Y5(2), the weight 2 polyharmonic
MaafB form at level 5 includes the modified Eisenstein series Ea(7) which is a singlet of As.
The weight 0 polyharmonic Maafl forms can be arranged into two triplets Y:,,(O), Y?,(,O ) and

a quintet YS(O) of As besides the weight 0 modular form Yl(o) = 1. The master equation of
Eq. (2.36) for the weight 0 polyharmonic Maa$ form of level 5 is of the following form

1
Q") =sY3?, D(Y") = _Ey:s@) 7
1
§(Ys") =Yy, DY) = =Y,
1
&(Ys") =55, DY) =~ v, .63

where the unitary transformations €23, 23 and {25 are permutation matrices

10000
100 00001

W= =100 1 B=]00010]- (C.64)
010 00100
01000

The expression of weight 0 polyharmonic Maafl forms are determined to be

Y(U) B 15 e—47ry 6—871' Y 46—127ry 3 6—167ry
3.1 —y‘{'% q + 3(]2 + 9(]3 + 4q4 ‘I‘
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15 ¢  4¢% 344 13¢°
0) &+ =2 .
0+ 5 (q LA 0 ,

) 75q1/5 —167ry/5 28 e—367ry/5 N 4 e—567ry/5 80 6—767ry/5
32 N 27q2 Tq3 57q¢*
25¢"/° 12 11¢*>  4¢*  6¢°
q q s I a4 L 24 q 1.
2o 16 7 13
25 4/5 —47ry/5 —247ry/5 12 6—447ry/5 11 6—647ry/5
Y3%) = 1 + +
: 22 3q? 11¢3 16¢*
_ T5¢*° 28q 4q 80¢* 5¢* 40
8V 57 9 29 ’
5 —47ry 3 e—87ry e—l27ry 3 6—167ry
Y(,O) _ 2 -
v ( ¢« g @ A " )
5 3¢ ¢ 3¢ 6¢°
+ 0) — = 1 71 e
+c3,( ) - (q+ 1 + = 1 + 1 + 5 + -
) 25q2/5 67127ry/5 15 67327ry/5 18 67527ry/5 767727ry/5
Y3 5= + 3 + 3 + )
“ 32 q 16q 13¢q 12¢

25 2/5 12 2 32 3 12 4 40 5
d 1 —q—i-q— a + q + 4 ... ’
4\/‘ o 1 17 11 27

(0) 25q3/5 _Sﬁy/5 12 e—287ry/5 6—487ry/5 32 6—687ry/5
3,3~ ( + +

5 4\/_7'('

q 7q? ¢ - 17¢*
25q3/5< 15q 18q +7_q3+33q4 27¢° >

NG 12 723 o8
3 6747ry 3 67871'y 4 67127ry 7 67167ry
e S (£ 0 )

+
1 q 2q2 3(]3 4(]4

3 (3¢ 4@ T &
+ed (0) — (+%+%+%+%+ )

+ .-

©) 35\/5(11/5 < e—16my/5 52 e—36my/5 48 ¢~ 56Ty /5 8() ¢~ 767y /5
= +

2 8V 63¢2 49¢3 * 133¢4
5 1/5 12 31 32¢*  21¢°
V3¢ q q Q8¢ 320 20
2\/_7r 16 21 13

5 2/5 —127ry/5 45 e—327ry/5 21 6—527ry/5 13 6—727ry/5
v _ 5V + + +
’ V3r q 32¢2 26¢3 8q*
154/3¢%/° 16 14¢> 12¢> 12¢* 80¢°
V3l (| 16¢  14¢* 12¢° 12¢% 807
4N/21 21 9 17 11 81
15v/3 3/5 6—87ry/5 16 e—287ry/5 146—487ry/5 12 6—687ry/5
v _ 15v3 + + + +
’ 4o q 21¢? 9¢3 17¢*
5v2¢°/° 45 21¢*> 13¢®  18¢* 3¢°
SOV2ER () e 200 13 186 30
V3 32 26 8 23 2
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53 4/5 e—47ry/5 9 6—247ry/5 12 e—447ry/5 31 e—647ry/5
O _ V3q ( L oy i +>
S Nozs q q 11q 16¢
+35\/§q4/5 . 52  48¢*  80¢* 10¢* 120>

821 63 49 133 7 203 ’
where the constant terms are cj (0) ~ 0.856271, c4,(0) ~ —0.856271 and 3 (0) ~ —0.640375.

The tensor products of weight 2 modular multiplets Y3(2), Y3(,2), Y5(2) give rise to the weight
4 modular forms of level 5,

V= (V3 VY) = Y2+ 2YaYs
2Y1Y; — V3(YaY5 + Y3Y5)
V0= =308 = 5 | VAT - vanT, - it | -
VBY,Y, — V3Y1Y; — Y3

(C.65)

3Y1Y) + V3(YaY5 + Y3Ya)

4 1 2 2 ~ ~ ~
Yy = ﬁ%( REOIE 3 | V3 = VB(YaYa +Y5Y)) |
V3Y1Ys — V6(YaYs + YaY5)
V2YoY! + Y3Yy

VO = (v, = | TV
VY] - VoY
V2Y3Y! + VoY
2(Y? = YaYs)
—2/3V1Ys
VY= =2 Ve |
Vov?
2/

2V - Vi)
VoY
V== | —avavy |- (C.66)
AV
oy

Notice that Y4(4) and Y5(?) — Y;?} are cusp forms which can not be lifted to polyharmonic

1 14
Maaf3 forms. The other modular multipelts Y1(4), Y3(4), Y3(,4 ) and Y5(4) = —1—3Y5(;1) + 1—3Y5(;1}

can be lifted to weight —2 polyharmonic Maa8} forms through Eq. (2.36) as follow,

5_2(}/1(—2)) _ Y1(4) : D3(Y1(—2)) _ Y1(4) ’
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2 @

Eo(Yy ) =Yy, DYy Y) =

(4m)s 2
—2 4 -2 2 4
LN =Y, DA ))z—WY?f,),
_ 4 _ 2 A
Ea(Yy D) =051, D%%QUz—MﬂgéW (C.67)

From Eq. (2.45), we find the weight k = —2 polyharmonic Maa$ forms of level 5 are

o) y® 15T(3,4my)  1350(3,8my)  351(3,12my)
3 473g 3273¢2 9m3q3
_1((3) _ 15¢ 13542 B 7043 B 1095¢* B 189¢° B 35¢° n
12¢(4) 273 16w qm3 12873 2573 4xd ’
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31 3 323 q 36¢2 1701¢3 64q*
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1673 36 1701 64 7875 ’
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16v/273 108 1331 4096 1029 4394 ’
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1024273 2187 49 390963 6156 463391 ’
y> 31 [(T(3,4my)  4411(3,8my)  91I(3,12my) N 57T(3,16my)
q 49642 93¢3 64q*

+c5(0) —

y(=2 _ ¥
3.1 3 1673
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0) + —
T ()+83( 196 93 64 125 ’
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128y " 2001 252 34301 | 1331 | 137781 !
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6 * 1331 * 4096 * 1323 * 8788

| 625¢/3¢'/° (1 7q 1332¢> 4681¢°> 1376¢* 9891¢° )

208+/273
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with 5 (0) ~ —0.107693, ¢4 (0) ~ 0.107693 and c5"(0) ~ 0.0559156.
The weight 6 modular forms of level 5 can be arranged into nine multiplets of As: Y1(6),

Y3(16), YS}, Y?,(,GI), }/3(,6[)], Y4(I6) ) YE}, Y5(16) and Yé?} which are given by
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Y2/3 + \/QYI’Y:{?

2 oyt 1231
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We can find that Y;?) — Yg(?}, Y3(,6]) — Y?,(,t})j, Y4(16), YS} and Yé?} are cusp forms of level 5.

: 6 6 1 6 . 66 .6 6 259 _ 6 9 6
Only the modular multiplets Yl( ), Y3() = aY;I) §Y3(I}, Y3(,) = 268Y3(II) ﬁY;/I)I

3\/_

and Y YS? 6 Yy H can be lifted to weight —4 polyharmonic Maafl forms through
Eq. (2.36) as follow

I

A =00 DR =
A=y D) =
R (c70)

Using the general results of Eq. (2.45), we find the weight & = —4 polyharmonic Maaf} forms
of level 5 are of the following form:
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(1) 3125¢/3¢Y/5 (F(5,47ry/5) 6711(5, 247y /5) N 1610521 (5, 447y /5) N )
ap

 15872y/275 q 648¢> 161051¢3
9909375+/3¢*/> |, 60716032¢ | 17749248, . 253552640043 . 687775¢"
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where constant terms are ¢ (0) ~ 0.0172479, ¢4,(0) ~ —0.0172479 and ¢3 (0) ~ —0.00799288.
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