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Inflationary constraints on the moduli-dependent species scale
in modular invariant theories
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We demonstrate that a broad class of modular inflation models predicts the emergence of new
physics within an energy range of approximately 1015 GeV to 1017 GeV. This prediction arises by
comparing the moduli-dependent species scale with observational constraints on inflation. Specif-
ically, we illustrate this within the context of SL(2,Z)-modular inflation models by re-expressing
inflationary observables in terms of the species scale. We further discuss the implications of this
approach for generic Calabi-Yau threefolds, showing that this reformulation allows us to directly
constrain the fundamental parameters related to the geometry of extra dimensions, specifically the
second Chern numbers.

I. INTRODUCTION

A large N number of light degrees of freedom in a
quantum theory of gravity modifies the scale at which
quantum effects of gravity become relevant. Such an ef-
fective ultraviolet cutoff in theories of quantum gravity
is called the species scale [1–3], which in four dimensions
is given by

Λsp =
MPl

N1/2
. (1)

Since a large number of species leads to a decrease in Λsp,
the quantum effects of gravity become relevant below the
Planck scale.

The species scale depends on the light modes τ ,
which in string compactifications correspond to moduli
fields exhibiting geometric symmetries of compact extra-
dimensional spaces. It was shown in Refs. [4–7] that the
moduli-dependent species scale is constrained to be an
automorphic form of the duality symmetries, including
the modular symmetries of the theory, as calculated in
Refs. [8–12]. In type II compactifications on Calabi-Yau
(CY) threefolds, the species scale can be identified with
the genus-one topological free energy F1, as proposed in
Ref. [4], i.e., N ≃ F1, which is described by a specific
modular function, as explicitly demonstrated in the En-
riques CY (K3× T 2)/Z2 [13].
The decrease of the species scale impacts particle

phenomenology and cosmology. Indeed, the decay rate
of the tower of states |∂ϕΛsp/Λsp| is found to have a
lower bound [5, 14–16] and an upper bound of order
O(1) [5, 7, 14, 17], which permits only a finite range
for the light mode in gravitational effective field theo-
ries. By imposing this finite range on the inflaton field
during an accelerated expansion of the universe, it has
been shown that the inflaton field range is bounded by
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the tensor-to-scalar ratio [18–21]. Furthermore, the coef-
ficient of the R2 term becomes a duality-invariant form,
and the Starobinsky inflation model has been revisited
from the perspective of string theory [17].
In this paper, we focus on the SL(2,Z) modular sym-

metry, which appears in four-dimensional effective field
theories (EFT) on toroidal compact spaces and in the
asymptotic limits of CY moduli spaces [22]. By impos-
ing SL(2,Z) modular invariance on the theory, one can
achieve a unique pattern of flavor structure [23] and a
successful inflation mechanism [24–30], where the scalar
potential is expected to be stable against higher-order
corrections, in contrast to the Starobinsky model. Re-
markably, several cosmological observables, such as the
tensor-to-scalar ratio, are determined by the modular-
invariant species scale [29], indicating that recent cosmo-
logical observations place a bound on the species scale it-
self as well as its decay rate. Unlike the decay rate of the
species, a phenomenologically viable range of the species
scale has not yet been fully explored. The purpose of this
Letter is to evaluate the species scale directly in modular-
invariant theories by utilizing recent cosmological obser-
vations. We find that the species scale is restricted to
the range 1015 GeV ≲ Λsp ≲ 1017 GeV when the spectral
index and tensor-to-scalar ratio are required to match
observational data.

II. MODULI-DEPENDENT SPECIES SCALE

The cutoff scale of gravitational EFT is defined as the
scale at which gravitational corrections to Einstein grav-
ity become relevant. The effective action can be written
as

SEFT ⊃
∫

d4x
√
−g

M2
Pl

2

(
R+

On(R)

Λn−2
sp

)
, (2)

up to the matter sector, including the Standard Model.
Here, On(R) denotes higher-curvature corrections with
mass dimension n > 2. When there exists a large num-
ber of species, the cutoff scale of gravitational EFT is
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described by the species scale (1) rather than the Planck
scale. According to the Distance Conjecture [31], such a
large number of light species is expected to appear at the
boundaries of moduli space. The definition of the species
scale in the context of perturbative analysis of gravita-
tional EFT is known to be consistent with that in Black
Hole (BH) analysis [4, 32], where the area of BH horizons
is modified by the presence of higher-derivative correc-
tions induced by a large number of light species [33].

In string theory, following the emergent string conjec-
ture [34], there are only two types of towers determining
the species scale at the boundaries in the moduli space: a
Kaluza-Klein tower or the states in a string. In the case
of heterotic string theory, the species scale is determined
by a tower of string states. On the other hand, in four-
dimensional N = 2 effective theories, the species scale
appearing in the one-loop R2 operator (n = 4 in (2))
is determined by the A-model topological free energy at
genus 1, F1, up to an additive constant [4].

In CY compactifications of type IIA string theory, F1

is described by vector multiplet moduli of N = 2 ef-
fective theory [35]. For instance, in the Enriques CY
(K3 × T 2)/Z2, the number of species N was found to
be [36, 37]:

N ≃ −6 ln[2τ2|η(τ)|4] +N0, (3)

with τ2 ≡ Imτ , where η(τ) is the Dedekind eta function
of the modulus τ and N0 is determined by the structure
of K3 surface. In the large moduli regime τ2 → ∞ cor-
responding to an emergent string limit, the number of
species is described by1

N ≃ 2πτ2. (4)

In a generic CY case, when we take the large field limit
for the moduli fields under a parametrization τ i2 = sτ̂ i2,
its asymptotic behavior is described as [35]

F1 =
2π

12
c
(CY)
2 s+O(ln s), (5)

with c
(CY)
2 =

∑
i c

i
2τ̂

i
2, where ci2 denotes components of

second Chern class of CY threefolds. It corresponds to
the moduli-dependent species scale:

N ≃ 2π

12
c
(CY)
2 s. (6)

Note that the modular-invariant completion of Eq. (5)
was proposed in Refs. [18, 38] as in the similar form of
Eq. (3). In the following analysis, Eqs. (4) and (6) will
be utilized in evaluating constraints on the species scale
from inflationary prediction.

1 Note that the moduli-independent term in Eq. (3) is irrelevant
to the following discussion of inflation as long as N0 ≲ 100 [29].

III. SL(2,Z)-MODULAR INFLATON MODELS

It was known that the low-energy effective action of
string theory equips the modular symmetry associated
with geometric symmetries of extra-dimensional spaces
such as toroidal orbifolds [39–42] and Calabi-Yau mani-
folds [43–45].
As an effective action of moduli fields, we consider the

following Lagrangian for a modulus field τ = τ1 + iτ2:

L(τ, τ̄)√
−g

=
M2

Pl

2
R− M2

Pl∂τ∂τ̄

2a2τ22
− V (τ, τ̄), (7)

where the scalar kinetic term possesses SL(2,R) symme-
try

τ → pτ + q

rτ + s
, where ps− rq = 1, (8)

with {p, q, r, s} ∈ R, which is broken down to SL(2,Z) by
the potential. Such SL(2,Z)-invariant scalar potentials
have been discussed in Refs. [29] (referred to as the CI
model) and [30, 46] (referred to as the KL models). As
pointed out in Ref. [30], one can classify the potential by
SL(2,Z)-invariants:

Lj(τ, τ̄) ≡
1

4π
ln
(
|j(τ)|2 + j2(i)

)
, (9)

Lη(τ, τ̄) ≡ − 3

π
ln
(
τ2 |η(τ)|4

)
, (10)

LG2(τ, τ̄) ≡
32

π2

∣∣∣τ2G̃2

∣∣∣2 , (11)

where j(τ) = 123J(τ), with J(τ) denoting Felix Klein’s

absolute invariant such that J(i) = 1. Here, G̃2 ≡
−4πi ∂τ ln η(τ)−π/τ2 is referred to as an almost holomor-
phic modular form of weight 2. Based on these quantities,
models discussed in Refs. [29, 30, 46] can be summarized
as

V (τ, τ̄) = V0 ×


(

LG2
(τ,τ̄)

(2πLη(τ,τ̄)+Ñ0)
2

)n

, CI−model(
I(τ,τ̄)−1
I(τ,τ̄)+1

)n
, KL− T−model(

1− I−1(τ, τ̄)
)n

, KL− E−model

,

(12)

where V0 and Ñ0 are moduli-independent constant.
The I-function in KL models can be either j-invariant:
I(τ, τ̄) = 4πLj(τ, τ̄)/ ln j

2(i) or η-invariant: I(τ, τ̄) =
−πLη(τ, τ̄)/(3 ln η

4(i)).
Inflation occurs in a region τ1 = 0 and τ2 ≫ 1. For

any case of Eq. (12), the scalar potential for τ1 = 0 and
τ2 ≫ 1 can be expanded as

V (τ, τ̄) ≃
τ2≫1

V0

(
1− cn

τ2
+ · · ·

)
, (13)

where

cn =


6n
π , CI−model
2n
c , KL− T−model
n
c , KL− E−model

. (14)
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A real parameter c is related to the normalization of the
I-function: c = 4π/ ln |j(i)|2 ≃ 0.84 for the j-invariant,
and c = −π/(3 ln η4(i)) ≃ 0.99 for the η-invariant. For
the CI model, we redefine V0 by absorbing some numeri-
cal factors. In terms of the canonically normalized infla-
ton τ2 ≡ eaϕ/MPl and by truncating sub-leading terms,
the inflaton potential can be written as

Vinf(ϕ) ≃ V0

(
1− cne

−aϕ/MPl

)
. (15)

Note that such an inflaton potential with a =
√
2/(3α)

and cn = 1 is related to α-attractor models as discussed
in Ref. [30].

IV. DETERMINATION OF THE SPECIES
SCALE FROM INFLATIONARY PREDICTION

It is straightforward to compute the slow-roll parame-
ters and inflationary observables [29, 30]. Here, we re-
express them in terms of the species scale defined in
Eq. (1) and determine it based on observations.

For large field regime ϕ/MPl ≫ 1, the slow-roll param-
eters ϵ and η can be evaluated as

ϵ ≡ M2
Pl

2

(
V ′

V

)2

≃ a2c2ne
−2aϕ/MPl

2
, (16)

η ≡ M2
PlV

′′

V
≃ −a2cne

−aϕ/MPl , (17)

where the prime denotes the derivative with respect to ϕ.
Then, from the definition of the number of e-folds,

N =
1

MPl

∫ ϕ∗

ϕe

1√
2ϵ

dϕ ≃ eaϕ∗/MPl − eaϕe/MPl

a2cn
, (18)

one can estimate the field value ϕ∗ at the time when
the cosmic microwave background (CMB) scale exits the
horizon, corresponding to N ∼ 50 − 60. Here ϕe is the
field value at the end of reheating and its contribution to
Eq. (18) is negligible since ϕ∗ ≫ ϕe. Hence, we have a
simple relation

ϕ∗ ≃ 1

a
ln
(
a2cnN

)
, or τ∗2 ≃ a2cnN . (19)

The important observation here is that the number of
species N or the species scale Λsp is related to the field
value τ∗2 during inflation through Eqs. (4) and (1) in large
field limit τ∗2 ≫ 1. Therefore, one can directly relate the
number of e-folds N and the species scale Λsp by

N ≃ τ∗2
a2cn

≃ N

2πa2cn
≃ 1

2πa2cn

(
MPl

Λsp

)2

, (20)

which allows us to express inflationary observable by Λsp.
Let us apply Eq. (20) to the spectral index ns = 1−6ϵ+

2η and the tensor-to-scalar ratio r = 16ϵ. Using Eq. (20),

they can be estimated as

ns ≃ 1− 2

N
≃ 1− 4πa2cn

(
Λsp

MPl

)2

, (21)

r ≃ 8

a2N 2
≃ 32π2a2c2n

(
Λsp

MPl

)4

. (22)

Thus, by comparing the above expressions to observa-
tions [47], we can obtain constraints on (or determine
the value of) the species scale. For example, from the
best-fit value of the spectral index ns = 0.9649, we can
fix the species scale as

Λsp ≃ 8.97× 1016
(
1

a

)(
2

cn

)1/2

(GeV), (23)

where we set the reduced Planck scale by MPl = 2.4 ×
1018 (GeV). Additionally, from the constraint on the
tensor-to-scalar ratio r < 0.035 [47], we obtain Λsp ≲
1.74 × 1017 (GeV) for a = 1 and cn = 2, which is auto-
matically satisfied by Eq. (23). The result in Eq. (23) is
quite suggestive, as the modular inflation models com-
bined with CMB observations indicate the presence of a
new scale around the scale of Grand Unification Theory
(GUT), ∼ 1016 (GeV).
Note that the overall size of the scalar potential V0

is fixed by V0 ≃ 2.5 × 10−7M4
Pl/(a

2N 2) to satisfy the
CMB normalization on the scalar power spectrum: As ≡
V/(24π2ϵ) ≃ V0a

2N 2/(12π2), which matches the ob-
served value As ≃ 2.1 × 10−9. The Hubble scale during
inflation can then be estimated as Hinf ≃

√
V0/(3M2

Pl) ≃
6.91 × 1014/(aN ) (GeV). This gives Hinf ≃ 1.15 ×
1013 (GeV) for N = 60 and a = 1, which satisfies
Hinf < Λsp, ensuring that our models remain within a
valid EFT description.

V. GENERIC CALABI-YAU CASES

Let us discuss the more generic case. Thus far, we have
adopted a specific moduli dependence of the species scale
(4), but the species scale in generic CY threefolds (6)
leads to the following relation between the number of e-
folding and the species scale:

N ≃ 12

2πa2cnc
(CY)
2

(
MPl

Λsp

)2

, (24)

where we assume that the inflaton potential for a generic
modulus is still given by Eq. (15). 2 In the same way as
the previous section, from the slow-roll approximation for

2 This is a non-trivial assumption; however, it still follows that
inflationary observables constrain the species scale if the modu-
lus determines both the inflationary dynamics and the value of
species scale.
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the spectral index ns ≃ 1 − 2/N with Eq. (24), the ob-
served value of the spectral index fixes the species scale:

Λsp ≃ 4.39× 1016
(
1

a

)(
2

cn

)1/2
(

50

c
(CY)
2

)1/2

(GeV).

(25)

Note that it is possible to consider a wide range for the
second Chern number of CY threefolds. For instance, for
one-parameter CY threefolds defined as a hypersurface
in a weight projective space, we list the second Chern
number in Table I. To see the parameter dependence of

the species scale, we plot Λsp as functions of a and c
(CY)
2

with cn = 2 in Fig. 1, where the dark gray region with
r ≳ 0.035 is excluded by the current Planck data [47].

In particular, the region with small a and large c
(CY)
2 is

excluded in current observations. On the other hand, the
region with r ≳ 10−3 will be probed by the next gener-
ation of CMB polarization experiments such as CMB-S4
[48] and LiteBIRD [49], and the detection of primordial
gravitational waves will lead to the determination of the
species scale for each inflationary model. These observa-
tions also indicate that cosmological constraints on the
second Chern numbers provide restrictions on the topo-
logical data of the underlying CY threefolds through the
moduli-dependent species scale.

CY hypersurfaces
∫
CY

c2 ∧D

P4
1,1,1,1,1[5] 50

P4
2,1,1,1,1[6] 42

P4
4,1,1,1,1[8] 44

P4
5,2,1,1,1[10] 34

P5
6,4,1,1,1,1[2, 12] 46

P5
3,2,2,1,1,1[4, 6] 32

P5
2,1,1,1,1,1[3, 4] 48

P5
1,1,1,1,1,1[2, 4] 56

P6
1,1,1,1,1,1,1[2, 2, 3] 60

P5
3,1,1,1,1,1[2, 6] 52

P5
1,1,1,1,1,1[3, 3] 54

P5
2,2,1,1,1,1[4, 4] 40

P5
3,3,2,2,1,1[6, 6] 22

P7
1,1,1,1,1,1,1,1[2, 2, 2, 2] 64

TABLE I. The list of the one-parameter CY hypersurfaces
defined in the ambient projective spaces [50], where c2 and D
respectively represent the second Chern class of the tangent
bundle and a divisor on the integral basis of CY threefolds.

Finally, we comment on the scale dependence of ns,
known as the running of the spectral index αs and its
running βs, which can be expressed in terms of the slow-
roll parameters, including higher derivatives of the scalar
potential [51], and subsequently fixed by the spectral in-

FIG. 1. Values of the species scale Λsp in units of GeV as

functions of a and c
(CY)
2 with cn = 2. The dashed, dotdashed

and dotted curves respectively correspond to r = 0.035, r =
10−3 and r = 10−4 by employing Eq. (22) for the expression
of r. The dark gray region with r ≳ 0.035 is excluded by the
Planck data [47].

dex:

αs = 16ϵη − 24ϵ2 − 2ξ ≃ −2η2 ≃ −8.0× 10−3
( ns

0.96

)2
,

βs = 2ηξ + 2σ − 24ϵξ − 32ϵη2 + 192ϵ2η − 192ϵ3 ≃ 4η3

≃ −3.2× 10−5
( ns

0.96

)3
, (26)

with slow-roll parameters:

ξ ≡ M4
Pl

V ′V ′′′

V 2
≃ η2, σ ≡ M6

Pl

(V ′)2V ′′′′

V 3
≃ η3,

χ ≡ M8
Pl

(V ′)3V ′′′′′

V 4
≃ η4. (27)

Hence, by comparing with the observational constraints
of future experiments, one can obtain further constraints

on the parameter spaces of a, cn, and c
(CY)
2 on top of

Eq. (25).

VI. CONCLUSION

In this Letter, we pointed out that the species scale of
modular inflation models can be constrained (or almost
determined) by confronting the theoretical predictions of
inflationary observables with observational constraints.
Specifically, we consider SL(2,Z)-modular inflation mod-
els and express the spectral index and tensor-to-scalar
ratio in terms of the species scale. These can be directly
constrained by the Planck data, from which we obtain
Λsp ∼ 1016 GeV for reasonable choices of parameters.
Remarkably, the species scale predicted here is situated
around the GUT scale, which is promising. This indicates
that gravitational effects could play an important role
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in GUT physics. Revisiting GUT-scale physics by eval-
uating higher-dimensional operators induced by gravity,
would be an interesting direction for future work.

We also discussed a more general setup with generic
Calabi-Yau threefolds and found that our conclusion re-
mains robust. Therefore, in a large class of modular in-
flation models where the moduli act as both the inflaton
and the field determining the species scale, we expect a
new scale to emerge. This reformulation, expressing in-
flationary observables in terms of the species scale, allows

us to directly constrain the second Chern numbers, im-
plying that crucial information about extra dimensions
in string theory can be obtained through cosmological
observations.
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[18] N. Cribiori and D. Lüst, “A Note on Modular Invariant
Species Scale and Potentials,” Fortsch. Phys. 71
no. 10-11, (2023) 2300150, arXiv:2306.08673
[hep-th].

[19] M. Scalisi, “Inflation, Higher Spins and the
Swampland,” Phys. Lett. B 808 (2020) 135683,
arXiv:1912.04283 [hep-th].

[20] D. van de Heisteeg, C. Vafa, M. Wiesner, and D. H.
Wu, “Bounds on field range for slowly varying positive
potentials,” JHEP 02 (2024) 175, arXiv:2305.07701
[hep-th].

[21] M. Scalisi, “Species Scale and Primordial Gravitational
Waves,” Fortsch. Phys. 72 no. 6, (2024) 2400033,
arXiv:2401.09533 [hep-th].

[22] K. Ishiguro, T. Kobayashi, S. Nishimura, and
H. Otsuka, “Modular forms and hierarchical Yukawa
couplings in heterotic Calabi-Yau compactifications,”
JHEP 08 (2024) 088, arXiv:2402.13563 [hep-th].

[23] F. Feruglio, Are neutrino masses modular forms?,
pp. 227–266. 2019. arXiv:1706.08749 [hep-ph].

[24] T. Kobayashi, D. Nitta, and Y. Urakawa, “Modular
invariant inflation,” JCAP 08 (2016) 014,
arXiv:1604.02995 [hep-th].

[25] R. Schimmrigk, “Modular Inflation Observables and
j-Inflation Phenomenology,” JHEP 09 (2017) 043,
arXiv:1612.09559 [hep-th].

[26] Y. Abe, T. Higaki, F. Kaneko, T. Kobayashi, and
H. Otsuka, “Moduli inflation from modular flavor
symmetries,” JHEP 06 (2023) 187, arXiv:2303.02947
[hep-ph].

[27] G.-J. Ding, S.-Y. Jiang, and W. Zhao, “Modular
invariant slow roll inflation,” JCAP 10 (2024) 016,
arXiv:2405.06497 [hep-ph].

[28] S. F. King and X. Wang, “Modular invariant hilltop
inflation,” JCAP 07 (2024) 073, arXiv:2405.08924
[hep-ph].

https://dx.doi.org/10.1002/prop.201000009
https://dx.doi.org/10.1002/prop.201000009
https://arxiv.org/abs/0706.2050
https://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.77.045027
https://arxiv.org/abs/0710.4344
https://arxiv.org/abs/0710.4344
https://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.physletb.2009.03.024
https://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.physletb.2009.03.024
https://arxiv.org/abs/0812.1940
https://dx.doi.org/10.4310/bpam.2024.v1.n1.a1
https://dx.doi.org/10.4310/bpam.2024.v1.n1.a1
https://arxiv.org/abs/2212.06841
https://arxiv.org/abs/2212.06841
https://dx.doi.org/10.1002/prop.202300143
https://dx.doi.org/10.1002/prop.202300143
https://arxiv.org/abs/2303.13580
https://arxiv.org/abs/2303.13580
https://arxiv.org/abs/2310.07708
https://dx.doi.org/10.1007/JHEP05(2024)112
https://dx.doi.org/10.1007/JHEP05(2024)112
https://arxiv.org/abs/2310.07213
https://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.61.104010
https://arxiv.org/abs/hep-th/9910055
https://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.61.104011
https://arxiv.org/abs/hep-th/9910056
https://dx.doi.org/10.1088/1126-6708/2006/01/093
https://arxiv.org/abs/hep-th/0510027
https://dx.doi.org/10.4310/CNTP.2010.v4.n3.a2
https://dx.doi.org/10.4310/CNTP.2010.v4.n3.a2
https://arxiv.org/abs/1004.0163
https://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.81.086008
https://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.81.086008
https://arxiv.org/abs/1001.2535
https://dx.doi.org/10.1016/0370-2693(95)01074-Z
https://dx.doi.org/10.1016/0370-2693(95)01074-Z
https://arxiv.org/abs/hep-th/9505162
https://dx.doi.org/10.1007/JHEP01(2024)039
https://arxiv.org/abs/2306.16450
https://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.132.181601
https://arxiv.org/abs/2311.01501
https://dx.doi.org/10.1007/JHEP06(2024)037
https://arxiv.org/abs/2311.01536
https://dx.doi.org/10.1007/JHEP07(2024)186
https://dx.doi.org/10.1007/JHEP07(2024)186
https://arxiv.org/abs/2312.13210
https://dx.doi.org/10.1002/prop.202300150
https://dx.doi.org/10.1002/prop.202300150
https://arxiv.org/abs/2306.08673
https://arxiv.org/abs/2306.08673
https://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.physletb.2020.135683
https://arxiv.org/abs/1912.04283
https://dx.doi.org/10.1007/JHEP02(2024)175
https://arxiv.org/abs/2305.07701
https://arxiv.org/abs/2305.07701
https://dx.doi.org/10.1002/prop.202400033
https://arxiv.org/abs/2401.09533
https://dx.doi.org/10.1007/JHEP08(2024)088
https://arxiv.org/abs/2402.13563
https://dx.doi.org/10.1142/9789813238053_0012
https://arxiv.org/abs/1706.08749
https://dx.doi.org/10.1088/1475-7516/2016/08/014
https://arxiv.org/abs/1604.02995
https://dx.doi.org/10.1007/JHEP09(2017)043
https://arxiv.org/abs/1612.09559
https://dx.doi.org/10.1007/JHEP06(2023)187
https://arxiv.org/abs/2303.02947
https://arxiv.org/abs/2303.02947
https://dx.doi.org/10.1088/1475-7516/2024/10/016
https://arxiv.org/abs/2405.06497
https://dx.doi.org/10.1088/1475-7516/2024/07/073
https://arxiv.org/abs/2405.08924
https://arxiv.org/abs/2405.08924


6

[29] G. F. Casas and L. E. Ibáñez, “Modular Invariant
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