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Abstract

We study the moduli stabilization by the radiative corrections due to the moduli dependent

vector-like masses invariant under the finite modular symmetry. The radiative stabilization

mechanism can stabilize the modulus τ of the finite modular symmetry ΓN (N ∈ N) at

Im τ ≫ 1, where the shift symmetry τ → τ + 1 remains unbroken approximately. The

shift symmetry can be considered as the residual ZN symmetry which realizes the Froggatt-

Nielsen mechanism with the hierarchy parameter e−2πIm τ/N ≪ 1. In this work, we study

the stabilization of multiple moduli fields, so that various hierarchical values of the modular

forms coexist in a model. For example, one modulus stabilized at Im τ1 ∼ 3 is responsible

for the hierarchical structure of the quarks and leptons in the Standard Model, and another

modulus stabilized at Im τ2 ∼ 15 can account for the flatness of the Re τ2 direction which

may be identified as the QCD axion.

ar
X

iv
:2

41
2.

18
43

5v
1 

 [
he

p-
ph

] 
 2

4 
D

ec
 2

02
4



1 Introduction

The finite modular symmetries have been intensively studied to explain the flavor structure

of the quarks and leptons in the Standard Model (SM) [1]. Under the modular symmetry,

coupling constants, typically Yukawa couplings, are promoted to the modular forms, which are

holomorphic functions of modulus τ . Some of the finite modular symmetries ΓN , with level

N ∈ N, are known to be isomorphic to the non-Abelian discrete symmetries, such as Γ3 ≃ A4,

which have been used in bottom-up approaches of flavor model building [2–6]. It has been

shown that the finite modular symmetric models can realize masses and mixing of quarks and

leptons using the modular forms of Γ2,4 ≃ S3,4 [7,8], Γ3,5 ≃ A4,5 [1,9], Γ6 [10], and their double

coverings [11–14] 1. Recently, it has been pointed out that the hierarchical flavor structure

can be explained by the Froggatt-Nielsen (FN) mechanism due to the residual Abelian discrete

symmetry [17–28]. The FN mechanism is realized when the modulus is stabilized nearby one

of the fixed points, τ = i, e2πi/3 or i∞. In particular, the residual ZT
N symmetry, corresponding

to T transformation τ → τ + 1, remains unbroken if the modulus is stabilized at Im τ ≫ 1.

The stabilization of the modulus is important for the flavor structure. In general, the moduli

stabilization is a critical problem in models with extra dimensions, such as superstring theory,

where the modulus describes the geometry of extra dimensions. The moduli stabilization by

the modular invariant non-perturbative superpotential in 4D low-energy effective field theory

of superstring theory is discussed in Refs. [29–31]. Recently, the stabilization scenarios are

revisited for modular flavor models using the modular invariant function and the modular

forms coupled to a matter field in Refs. [32–40]. The stabilization by the three-form flux

backgrounds [41] is also studied in Ref. [42,43]. Interestingly, these modulus potentials may be

applicable for the inflation in the early universe [44–48]. Also, it is found in Ref. [49] that the

moduli dependent mass of matter fields will result in the moduli trapping behavior.

The radiative corrections may also be important to stabilize the modulus. The Coleman-

Weinberg (CW) potential can deviate the modulus from a fixed point stabilized by a tree-level

potential [50]. It is shown in Refs. [51,52] that the CW potential from the mass terms alone can

stabilize the modulus at Im τ ≳ O(1), where the residual ZT
N symmetry is unbroken, if the mass

is given by a certain modular form whose ZT
N charge is non-zero. Interestingly, the potential

along Re τ direction is very flat due to the accidental U(1) symmetry originated from the

residual ZT
N symmetry. The accidental U(1) symmetry could be identified as the PQ symmetry

so that the strong CP problem is solved by the QCD axion ∼ Re τ [51] 2. The majoron is

realized if the accidental U(1) is identified as the global U(1)B−L symmetry [52]. Typically,

Im τ ≳ O(10) is required to realize the very flat direction in the potential to be identified as the

axion, while Im τ ∼ O(3) is preferable to explain the hierarchical structure of the quarks and

leptons. For example, Im τ ∼ 3 is favored to explain the flavor hierarchies under Γ6 [20, 25].

1See for reviews Refs. [15, 16].
2The strong CP problem may also be solved by forbidding the CP violating θ angle by the finite modular

symmetry [53–58].
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Thus, we may need more than one modulus to address the problems in the SM in a model.

In this paper, we extend the radiative stabilization scenario in Ref. [51] to the multiple

moduli case. We consider the direct product of the finite modular symmetry ΓN1 ×ΓN2 × · · · ×
ΓNn , where each symmetry has its modulus τi

3. We first discuss some necessary conditions

to stabilize the moduli in the model, and then we demonstrate the stabilization of two moduli

under Γ6 × Γ6 as an illustrating example. The flatness of Re τi direction is also discussed.

This paper is organized as follows. We briefly review the finite modular symmetry in Section

2. In Section 3, we discuss the moduli stabilization by the CW potential. Section 4 is devoted

to conclusion. In Appendix A, we show the modular forms of Γ6 used in our analysis.

2 Finite modular symmetry

In this section, we briefly review the modular symmetry. We consider the modular group

SL(2,Z) consisting of the 2× 2 matrices parametrized as

γ =

(
a b

c d

)
, (2.1)

where a, b, c, d are integers satisfying ad − bc = 1. This modular group is generated by three

generators

S =

(
0 1

−1 0

)
, T =

(
1 1

0 1

)
, R =

(
−1 0

0 −1

)
. (2.2)

The modulus τ (Im τ > 0) transforms under the modular transformation γ ∈ SL(2,Z),

τ → γτ =
aτ + b

cτ + d
. (2.3)

We then introduce the congruence subgroup:

Γ(N) :=

{(
a b

c d

)
∈ SL(2,Z),

(
a b

c d

)
≡
(
1 0

0 1

)
mod N

}
, (2.4)

where the integer N is called level. The finite modular symmetry is defined as the quotient

group ΓN := Γ̄/Γ(N) where Γ̄ := Γ(1)/ZR
2 . Here ZR

2 is the Z2 symmetry generated by R.

The modular form, with the representation r under ΓN and the modular wight k ∈ Z, is the

holomorphic function of τ , which transforms as

Y (k)
r (τ) → Y (k)

r (γτ) = (cτ + d)kρ(r)Y (k)
r (τ), (2.5)

where ρ(r) is the representation matrix of ΓN . We study models with supersymmetry so

that Yukawa couplings in the superpotential are identified as the modular forms, which are

3It will be interesting to consider the Siegel modular group to stabilize multiple modulus fields, but this is

not a scope of this paper. The flavor structures form the Siegel modular group are discussed in Refs. [27,59–63],

and the moduli stabilization is studied in Ref. [64].
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holomorphic functions of the modulus τ . We assume that the chiral superfield Q with weight

−ki
Q and representation riQ transforms as

Q
γ−→

(∏
i

(ciτi + di)
−kiQρ(riQ)

)
Q, (2.6)

under the modular transformation.

3 Radiative moduli stabilization

We study the finite modular symmetric model with the pairs of chiral matter fields (Qa, Qa)

which are vector-like under the SM gauge group. In this paper, we will consider a direct product

of the finite modular groups ΓN1 × ΓN2 × · · · × ΓNn where each ΓNi
has its modulus τi with

i = 1, 2, · · · , n. This setup with n ≤ 3 is motivated by the toroidal compactification of the 6D

extra-dimension space T 2 × T 2 × T 2, where each torus may has its ΓNi
.

We study the simple supergravity model with the following Kähler potential and superpo-

tential:

K = −
∑
i

hi log
(
−iτi + iτ †i

)
+
∑
a

(
Q†

aQa∏
i(−iτi + iτ †i )

kiQa

+
Q

†
aQa∏

i(−iτi + iτ †i )
k
i
Qa

)
, (3.1)

W =
∑
a

ΛQa

[(∏
i

Y
(kia)

ria
(τi)

)
Q̄aQa

]
10

, (3.2)

where hi ∈ N and ΛQa is the mass scale of the vector-like mass for (Qa, Qa). Here, r
i
a and ki

a are

respectively the representation and the modular weight of the modular form under the finite

modular symmetry ΓNi
. We use the unit of Mp = 1 with Mp being the reduced Planck scale. In

general, we take the trivial-singlet combinations of the product denoted by [· · ·]10 , but we focus
on the case of the singlets 1t, with t being ZT

N charge, and no flavor mixing for simplicity 4. In

this case, the charges under the ZT
N symmetry and the modular weights satisfy

tia + tiQa
+ t

i
Qa

≡ 0, ki
a = −hi + ki

Qa
+ k

i

Qa
, (3.3)

for any a’s, so that G := K + log |W |2 is invariant under the modular symmetry. Here, the

ZT
Ni

charges of the modular form, Qa and Qa are defined as tia, t
i
Qa
, t

i
Qa
, respectively, and ≡ is

understood as mod Ni. First, we study the single modulus case n = 1, then the multi-moduli

case is discussed later.

4Under Γ6 which will be used in our numerical analysis, there are singlet representations 1t with t =

0, 1, 2, · · · , 5. In the notation in Ref. [10], they correspond to 10 = 100, 11 = 112, 12 = 101, 13 = 110, 14 = 102, 15 = 111,

where the upper (lower) index is the charge under the Z2 (Z3) symmetry of ZT
6 ≃ Z2 ×Z3. See Refs. [10,20,25]

for the details of Γ6 and its double covering Γ′
6.
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3.1 Single modulus case

We first discuss the single modulus case, so we omit the index i in this section. The vector-like

mass terms in the superpotential induce the Coleman-Weinberg (CW) potential:

VCW =
1

32π2

∑
a

[
(m2

a +m2
Qa
(τ))2

{
log

(
m2

a +m2
Qa
(τ)

µ2

)
− 3

2

}
−(m2

Qa
(τ))2

{
log

(
m2

Qa
(τ)

µ2

)
− 3

2

}]
, (3.4)

where the first and second terms are due to bosonic and fermionic contributions, respectively.

Here, we consider the MS scheme and µ denotes the renormalization scale. The canonically

normalized mass square of the vector-like fermion (Qa, Qa) is given by

m2
Qa
(τ) = Λ2

Qa
(−iτ + iτ †)ka

∣∣∣Y (ka)
1ta

(τ)
∣∣∣2, (3.5)

and the scalar mass squared is given by m2
a + m2

Qa
(τ), where m2

a is the soft supersymmetry

breaking mass squared. For simplicity, we assume that m2
a is independent of τ 5.

The potential has a minimum at Im τ ≫ 1 as shown in Refs. [51, 52]. To illustrate this, we

start from the simplest case with only one vector-like pair, so the index a is omitted hereafter.

We parametrize the potential as

VCW =:
Λ4

Q

16π2
U(X), (3.6)

with

U(X) :=
1

2

[
(α +X)2

{
log (α +X) + Lµ −

3

2

}
−X2

(
logX + Lµ −

3

2

)]
, (3.7)

where α := m2/Λ2
Q, Lµ := log Λ2

Q/µ
2 and

X = X(τ) := (−iτ + iτ †)k
∣∣∣Y (k)

1t (τ)
∣∣∣2 (3.8)

is the fermion mass squared normalized by Λ2
Q. The first derivative of U(X) with respect to X

is given by

U ′(X) = (α +X) log(α +X)−X logX + α(Lµ − 1) = α log
m2

Q(τ)

µ2
+O

(
α2
)
, (3.9)

where α ≪ 1 is assumed in the last equality. Thus the CW potential may have the minimum

where the vector-like mass m2
Q(τ) is at the renormalization scale µ2. The second derivatives of

the normalized potential U at this point is given by(
∂2
Re τ ∂Re τ∂Im τ

∂Re τ∂Im τ ∂2
Im τ

)
U(X) = log

(
1 +

α

X

)( (∂Re τX)2 (∂Re τX)(∂Im τX)

(∂Re τX)(∂Im τX) (∂Im τX)2

)
. (3.10)

5See Ref. [65], for discussions about supersymmetry breaking parameters transformed under the modular

symmetry.
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Figure 1: Approximated values of Im τ from Eq. (3.13).

Since this matrix is rank one, it has one massless mode and positive mass along the massive

direction. In Ref [51], the massless mode is identified as the QCD axion, so that the massless

mode gets massive due to the QCD effect and the minuscule contribution from the sub-dominant

CW potential. We also note that the extremum with dX/dτ = 0 and U ′(X) ̸= 0 is the

maximum [51].

The potential has a minimum at large Im τ for m2 ≪ µ2 ≪ Λ2
Q as shown in Eq. (3.9). For

Im τ ≳ 1, the singlet modular form can be expanded as

Y
(k)
1t (τ) = ckt q

t/N
(
1 + b1q + b2q

2 + · · ·
)
, (3.11)

where q := e2πiτ . The real coefficients ckt and bℓ (ℓ = 1, 2 · · ·) are determined by the explicit

form of Y
(k)
1t . Hence, the normalized mass squared X is given by

X = (ckt )
2(2Im τ)ke−

4πtIm τ
N

(
1 + 2b1|q| cos (2πRe τ) +O

(
|q|2
))

, (3.12)

where |q| = e−2πIm τ ≪ 1. Hence the solution of U ′(X) = 0 in Eq. (3.9) is formally given by

Im τ0 := −kN

4πt
W

(
−2πt

kN

(
µ

cktΛQ

)2/k
)

+O(|q|, α), (3.13)

where W is the Lambert W function satisfying W(z)eW(z) = z and we take one of the branches

with a negative value. Typical values of Im τ0 are shown in Fig. 1, where the value is larger for

larger kN/t or smaller (µ/cktΛQ)
1/k. Around this minimum, the potential is expanded as

U(X) = U(X0) + U ′(X0)(X(τ)−X0) +O
(
|q|2
)
, (3.14)

where X0 := X(Im τ0). Since U
′(X0) = 0, Re τ dependence of the potential appears at O

(
|q|2
)

if there is only one vector-like term is involved to generate the potential. While if there are more
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Figure 2: The shape of the potential along Im τ direction at Re τ = 0 for t = 5 (left) and t = 1

(right) with k = 10, µ/ΛQ = 10−2 and m2/Λ2
Q = 10−8. The minimums are at Im τ0 ≃ 2.4 (left)

and Im τ0 ≃ 22.6 (right).

than one term as discussed in Ref. [51], Re τ dependence appears at O(|q|) from the second

dominant vector-like mass.

For illustration, we consider the case of N = 6. The explicit forms of the singlet modular

forms of Γ6 are shown in Appendix A. Figure 2 shows the potential along the Im τ direction

at Re τ = 0, but the potential is extremely flat along the Re τ direction. The left (right) panel

is the potential generated from the modular forms 6, Y
(10)
15

(Y
(10)
11

), which realizes its minimum

at Im τ0 = 2.4 (Im τ0 = 22.6). The ratios of the scale parameters are chosen to µ/ΛQ = 10−2

and m2/Λ2
Q = 10−8. Thus we see that the value of Im τ at the minimum can be O(1−10)

by choosing the representation and weight. For the flavor structure, the minimal unit for

the hierarchy is ϵ := |q|1/N . For N = 6, Im τ ∼ 3 is moderate to explain the hierarchies in

the SM quarks and leptons [20, 25]. While it can be used to realize the axion-like direction

for Im τ ∼ O(10), so that it contributes to the dark matter and/or solves the strong CP

problem [51, 52]. These hierarchical structures supported by the finite modular symmetry

would be applied for generating other scales much smaller than a fundamental scale, such as

the Planck scale or string scale, or perhaps for explaining the tiny cosmological constant. To

address more than one hierarchy issues in the SM at the same time, e.g. explain both flavor

hierarchy and strong CP problem in a model, we have to realize two different hierarchies at once.

Another possibility is that the coexistence of the two hierarchies may allow to explain the flavor

hierarchy and spontaneous CP violation due to the Froggatt-Nielsen mechanism [28]. We will

demonstrate this by simply extending the radiative stabilization scenario with multi-moduli.

3.2 Multi moduli case

Now, we discuss the stabilization mechanism for the multiple moduli, i.e. n > 1. The CW

potential generated from the general setup in Eq. (3.1) only with the singlet representations

6Note that k = 10 is the smallest weight which has the non-trivial singlet 15 = 111, see Appendix A.
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are the same form as Eq. (3.4), but the vector-like masses are generalized to

m2
Qa
(τ) = Λ2

Qa

∏
i

(2Im τi)
kia
∣∣∣Y (kia)

1
tia

(τi)
∣∣∣2 =: Λ2

Qa
Xa(τ), (3.15)

where a = 1, 2, · · · , A runs over the vector-like pairs. Without loss of generality, we can take

ΛQa = ΛQ by absorbing it to the normalization of the modular forms. Then, we define the

normalized potential as

VCW(τ) =:
Λ4

Q

16π2
U(τ), U(τ) =:

A∑
a=1

Ua(Xa), (3.16)

with

Ua(X) :=
1

2

[
(αa +Xa)

2

{
log (αa +Xa) + Lµ −

3

2

}
−X2

a

(
logXa + Lµ −

3

2

)]
, (3.17)

where αa := m2
a/Λ

2
Q. The first derivative is given by

∂τiU(X) =:
∑
a

U ′
a∂τiXa(τ) =:

∑
a

Cia(τi)
dUa

d logXa

, (3.18)

where the derivative U ′
a := dUa/dXa can be obtained by formally replacing α → αa, X → Xa

in Eq. (3.9). Here, we define the n× A matrix [C]ia with

∂τiXa(τ) =

(
∂τi log Y

(kia)
1
tia

(τi)−
iki

a

2Im τi

)
Xa(τ) =: Cia(τ)Xa(τ), (3.19)

which is approximately given by

Cia(τi) =
2πitia
Ni

(
1− ki

aNi/t
i
a

4πIm τi

)
+O(|qi|). (3.20)

The minimization condition Eq. (3.18) has the trivial solution, i.e. U ′
a(Xa) = 0, as the simulta-

neous n linear equations, which can be achieved only if n ≥ A. Whereas the non-trivial solution

can exist if rankC < A.

At the minimum U ′
a = 0, the second derivatives of the potential are given by(

∂Re τi∂Re τj ∂Re τi∂Im τj

∂Im τi∂Re τj ∂Im τi∂Im τj

)
U(X) (3.21)

=
∑
a

log

(
1 +

αa

Xa

)(
(∂Re τiXa)(∂Re τjXa) (∂Re τiXa)(∂Im τjXa)

(∂Im τiXa)(∂Re τjXa) (∂Im τiXa)(∂Im τjXa)

)
.

The 2n× 2n mass matrix for the modulus is rank A. Thus n ≥ A is necessary to make Im τi’s

massive at O
(
|q|0
)
. Altogether, we find that the minimum U ′

a = 0 can stabilize all of the

modulus with n massless modes only if n = A. For A > n, the minimization condition may be

7



satisfied in the non-trivial way, U ′
a(Xa) ̸= 0 and the massless modes will obtain masses from

the CW potential 7. In this work, we will focus on the case of n = A as the minimal example

to stabilize multiple moduli.

The simplest example is that Cia is a diagonal matrix, i.e. the normalized mass can be

written as

Xa(τ) = Xa(τa) = (2Im τa)
ka
∣∣∣Y (ka)

1ta
(τa)

∣∣∣2. (3.22)

Hence, the normalized potential can be written as

U(τ) =
∑
a

Ua(Xa(τa)), (3.23)

and the mass of the modulus τa is generated only from Ua(τa). Thus in this case, the result in

the single modulus case can be directly applied for each sector labeled by a.

Now, let us discuss the non-diagonal case. The trivial solution U ′
a(Xa) = 0 reads as

µ2

Λ2
Q

= Xa(τ) +O(αa). (3.24)

This implies that the masses of the A vector-like pairs are nearly degenerate at the minimum.

To proceed, we assume the universal modular weight ki := ki
a for a for simplicity. In this case,

Xa(τ) =
∏
i

(2Im τi)
ki
∣∣∣Y (ki)

1
tia

(τi)
∣∣∣2 =∏

i

∣∣∣ckitia∣∣∣2(2Im τi)
kie

− 4πtia
Ni

Im τi (1 +O(qi)) (3.25)

Hence, the minimization condition requires that

ℓa =
∑
i

(
4πtia
Ni

)
Im τi =:

∑
i

Pai Im τi, ℓa := log

(
Λ2

Q

µ2

∏
i

(2Im τi)
ki
∣∣∣ckitia∣∣∣2

)
, (3.26)

for a = 1, 2, · · · , A, so ∑
a

[
P−1

]
ia
ℓa > 0 (3.27)

is required for Im τi > 0. Note that ℓa only logarithmically depends on Im τi. For n = 2,

N1 = N2 =: N and ck
i

tia
= 1, this condition is simplified to

(t11 − t12)(t
2
2 − t21) > 0 and (t11 − t12)(t

1
1t

2
2 − t12t

2
1) > 0. (3.28)

7The case of (n,A) = (1, 2) is discussed in Ref. [51], where one of the vector-like pair dominates the other

and the leading Re τ dependence is generated from the lighter one with the suppression of O
(
q1+t12/N

)
.
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Figure 3: log10(U − Umin) on (Im τ1, Im τ2) plane for N = 6, k = 10, α = 10−4 × µ2/Λ2
Q. The

ZT
6 -charges are chosen as (t11, t

2
1, t

1
2, t

2
2) = (3, 3, 5, 1) and (0, 3, 5, 2) on the left and right panels,

respectively. µ/Λ = 10−1 (10−9) in the left (right) panel.

The solution is given by

Im τ1 = − (k1 + k2)N

4π

t21 − t22
t11t

2
2 − t12t

2
1

W

− 4π

(k1 + k2)N

t11t
2
2 − t12t

2
1

t21 − t22

(
t22 − t21
t11 − t12

) k2

k1+k2
(

µ

ΛQ

) 2
k1+k2

 ,

Im τ2 = − (k1 + k2)N

4π

t12 − t11
t11t

2
2 − t12t

2
1

W

− 4π

(k1 + k2)N

t11t
2
2 − t12t

2
1

t12 − t11

(
t11 − t12
t22 − t21

) k1

k1+k2
(

µ

ΛQ

) 2
k1+k2

 ,

(3.29)

and then

Im τ2
Im τ1

=
t11 − t12
t22 − t21

. (3.30)

The qualitative features for more general cases will be similar to those obtained for this simple

case.

Now we numerically show the existence of the minimum. We focus on the case of N1 = N2 =

6, ki
a = 10, where there are five singlet modular forms with t = 0, 1, 2, 3, 5. The normalization

of the modular forms are chosen such that c10t = 1 with the universal scale factor ΛQ. Figure 3

shows the potentials in the case of (t11, t
2
1, t

1
2, t

2
2) = (3, 3, 5, 1) and (0, 3, 5, 2) on the left and right

panels, respectively. In this figure, we choose α = 10−4 × µ2/Λ2
Q and µ/ΛQ = 10−1 (10−9) on

the left (right) panel. On the left panel, the minimum is at (Im τ1, Im τ2) ≃ (3.43, 3.43), where

Im τ1/Im τ2 ≃ 1 as expected from Eq. (3.30). The minimum is at (Im τ1, Im τ2) ≃ (2.96, 14.8)

where Im τ1/Im τ2 ≃ 5 on the right panel. Note that the largest ratio is 5 = N − 1 for N = 6

9



in this setup, and the ratio can change from these values by changing the modular weights,

normalizations of the modular forms and Ni in more general cases. We have shown the simplest

cases which can realize the two patterns of Im τi. We set Re τi = 0 for the numerical plots, but

there is no visible difference for Re τi ̸= 0.

As for the single modulus case, the potential has the flat direction with U ′
a = 0 which is

approximately along the Re τi directions for Im τi ≫ 1. For n = A and the minimum U ′
a = 0 is

realized, the normalized potential can be expanded around the minimum τ = Im τ0 as

U(X) ≃ 1

2

∑
a

log

(
1 +

αa

Xa(τ0)

)
(Xa(τ)−Xa(τ0))

2 ∼ 1

2

∑
a

αaXa(τ0)

(
Xa(τ)

Xa(τ0)
− 1

)2

, (3.31)

where the constant term is omitted and αa ≪ 1 is assumed in the second equality. Expanding

the modular form as

Y
(kia)
1
tia

(τi) = qt
i
a/N(1 + biaqi +O

(
q2i
)
), (3.32)

the leading Re τi dependence appear in the potential as

VCW(Re τi) ≃
∑
a

m2
am

2
Qa
(τ)

8π2

(∑
i

bia|qi| cos (2πRe τi)

)2

. (3.33)

Thus the leading potential for Re τi is estimated as

V (Re τi) ∼ max
a,j

[
m2

am
2
Qa
(τ)

4(1 + δij)π2
biab

j
a|qiqj| cos (2πRe τi) cos (2πRe τj)

]
. (3.34)

If Re τi is identified as the QCD axion, there exists the scalar potential

VQCD ∼ −Λ4
QCD cos

(
θ0 + 2π

∑
a,i

tia
Ni

Re τi

)
, (3.35)

where θ0 = O(1) and ΛQCD is the QCD scale. Hence, the massless mode is stabilized by the

QCD effect and can solve the strong CP problem if

∆θQCD ∼
m2

am
2
Qa

4π2Λ4
QCD

biab
j
a|qiqj| (3.36)

∼ 10−10 × biab
j
a

( ma

107 GeV

)2 ( mQa

109 GeV

)2(0.2 GeV

ΛQCD

)4( |qiqmax|
10−45

)
,

where qmax = maxi(qi), is smaller than the experimental bound ∆θQCD < 10−10 [66]. The

critical value |qiqj| ∼ 10−45 corresponds to Im τi+Im τj ≃ 16. Note that Re τi with the smallest

potential will be identified as the QCD axion. Hence, the case of the right panel in Fig. 3 with

(Im τ1, Im τ2) ≃ (2.96, 14.8) could resolve the strong CP problem and Re τ2 is predominantly

the QCD axion. If A > n, then the minimum is not at the one with U ′
a ̸= 0. The potential for

Re τi will be suppressed only by O(qi), and thus |qi| ≲ O(10−45), i.e. Im τi ≳ 16 is necessary to

be identified as the QCD axion.
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4 Conclusion

In this paper, we study the multiple mouduli stabilization scenario by the radiative corrections

from the masses invariant under direct products of the finite modular symmetries ΓN1×· · ·ΓNn .

We showed that we need at least n independent mass terms to stabilize nmoduli associated with

the direct product group. There are 2n−A massless modes at the minimum U ′
a(Xa) = 0, where

A is the number of the mass terms generating the CW potential. These massless directions

could obtain their masses dominantly by the non-perturbative effects in the same way as the

QCD axion. The stabilization by the CW potential tends to have light direction due to the

residual ZT
N symmetry which is a good symmetry for Im τ ≫ 1. In general, the potential along

Re τ direction is suppressed by |q| = e−2πIm τ compared with that along Im τ direction. The

flat direction could be identified as the QCD axion to solve the strong CP problem if |q| is
sufficiently small, Im τ ≳ 15.

In the minimal case n = A, there is only the trivial solution satisfying U ′
a(Xa) = 0 for

a = 1, 2, · · · , n, see Eq. (3.18). In addition, the condition in Eq. (3.27) should be satisfied

for Im τi > 0. We explicitly studied the case of n = 2 under the additional assumptions

to simplify the condition Eq. (3.27) to Eq. (3.28) which constrains ZT
N charges. We showed

explicit examples that have the minimum at both Im τ1 ∼ Im τ2 and Im τ1 ≪ Im τ2. The former

case would be applicable to explain both hierarchical flavor structure and spontaneous CP

violation [21,28]. The latter could be applicable to address the flavor hierarchy and the strong

CP problem in a model. It will be straightforward to extend the scenario to n = 3, so that

all of the three problems are addressed simultaneously. In such case, the strong QCD problem

would be addressed by combination of the QCD axion and vanishing QCD θ angle before the

symmetry breaking due to the spontanesous CP violation. Note that n = 3 may be motivated

from toroidal compactification T 2 × T 2 × T 2, where each torus provides a modulus.

In this work, we focused on the stabilization of the moduli which could be applied for models

to address the problems in the SM. In addition, it will be interesting to study cosmological

consequences of the moduli and axion fields, as studied for the simplest case in Ref. [52], which

are expected to be much lighter than the fundamental scale of a model. Regarding the multiple

moduli setup, it will also be interesting to study models with the Siegel modular group based

on Sp(2g,Z), g ∈ N, instead of SL(2,Z).
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A Modular forms of Γ6

We show Γ6 modular forms [10]. First, we define Dedekind eta function η(τ) below:

η(τ) := q1/24
∞∏
n=1

(1− qn), q := e2πiτ . (A.1)

We define the following functions from η(τ):

Y1(τ) = 3
η3(3τ)

η(τ)
+

η3(τ/3)

η(τ)
,

Y2(τ) = 3
√
2
η3(3τ)

η(τ)
,

Y3(τ) = 3
√
2
η3(6τ)

η(2τ)
,

Y4(τ) = −3
η3(6τ)

η(2τ)
− η3(2τ/3)

η(2τ)
,

Y5(τ) =
√
6
η3(6τ)

η(2τ)
−

√
6
η3(3τ/2)

η(τ/2)
,

Y6(τ) = −
√
3
η3(6τ)

η(2τ)
+

1√
3

η3(τ/6)

η(τ/2)
− 1√

3

η3(2τ/3)

η(2τ)
+
√
3
η3(3τ/2)

η(τ/2)
. (A.2)

Then we can construct the singlet modular forms of Γ6,

Y
(2)
11

(τ) = − 1√
6
(Y3Y6 − Y4Y5), (A.3)

for k = 2,

Y
(4)
10

(τ) = Y1(Y
3
1 + 2

√
2Y 3

2 ), Y
(4)
12

(τ) = Y
(2)
11

(τ)2, (A.4)

for k = 4,

Y
(6)
10

(τ) = (Y1Y4 − Y2Y3)
{
3(Y1Y6 − Y2Y5)

2 − (Y1Y4 − Y2Y3)
2
}
, (A.5)

Y
(6)
11

(τ) = Y
(2)
11

(τ)Y
(4)
10

(τ), Y
(6)
13

(τ) = Y
(2)
11

(τ)Y
(4)
12

(τ),

for k = 6, and

Y
(10)
10

(τ) = Y
(4)
10

(τ)Y
(6)
10

(τ), Y
(10)
11

(τ) = Y
(4)
10

(τ)Y
(6)
11

(τ), Y
(10)
12

(τ) = Y
(4)
12

(τ)Y
(6)
10

(τ), (A.6)

Y
(10)
13

(τ) = Y
(4)
10

(τ)Y
(6)
13

(τ), Y
(10)
15

(τ) = Y
(4)
12

(τ)Y
(6)
13

(τ),

for k = 10. These for the other weights are not shown here since we do not use them in this work.

Note that there are ambiguities of their normalizations. Here, we employ the normalization

that the leading order in the q-expansion is simply given by

Y
(k)
1t (τ) ∼ qt/6 (1 +O(q)) , (A.7)

i.e. ckt = 1 in Eq. (3.11).
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