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Abstract

The DGKT vacua are a class of AdS, flux vacua showing full moduli stabilization, para-
metric control, and a parametric separation of scales. The particular masses of the moduli
remarkably give rise to integer conformal dimensions in the light spectrum of the would-
be holographic duals. In this note, we comment on two properties for AdS flux vacua
with integer conformal dimensions. First, there are polynomial spacetime-dependent shift
symmetries for the moduli. Secondly, the leading scalings of the central charge and the
moduli can be directly deduced from the near-horizon geometry of stacks of orthogonally-
intersecting D-brane domain walls dual to the unbounded fluxes. We illustrate this in a
couple of examples of AdS, and AdS3 parametric flux vacua.
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1 Introduction

Realistic string theory vacua should have full moduli stabilization and a separation of scales
between the Hubble scale Ly and the Kaluza-Klein length scale Lgg, corresponding to
the diameter of the internal manifold,

Lkk

—_ 1. 1.1

I, < (1.1)
The DGKT vacua [Il2] are a class of N' =1 AdS, flux vacua with full moduli stabilization,
obtained from compactifying massive type IIA string theory on a Calabi-Yau threefold
with fluxes and intersecting O6-planes. As there is unbounded flux |Fy| ~ N, parametric

control
gs ~ N34 wolg ~ N3/2, (1.2)

with g, the string coupling and volg the internal volume in string frame, and parametric
scale separation
Lrx | - (1.3)
Ly
can be achieved by sending this flux to infinity.

There is however no full 10-dimensional understanding of the backreaction of the O6-
planes on the internal geometry (for recent progress on this, see e.g. [3-5]), and scale-
separated supersymmetric AdS vacua are conjectured to be in the swampland [6]. Studying
the holographic CFT duals is a promising alternative approach for checking the consistency
of these AdS vacua [7-9].



The would-be CFT duals of the DGKT vacua do have some very peculiar properties.
First, scale-separated AdS vacua in general should be dual to CFTs with a large gap in
the spectrum of single-trace primaries, and such CFTs are unknown [10]. Also, the central
charge should scale like

caqg ~ N2, (1.4)

which is a higher scaling than in any known holographic set-up [11,[12], which goes up to
N3 [13,14]. Moreover, the spectrum of light operators, dual to the moduli, would consist
fully of integer conformal dimensions [15] (see also [16-19]). The Kahler moduli and dilaton
are dual to h"' operators with A = 6 and one operator with A = 10. These integers are
universal [20,21]: independent of the values of the fluxes and microscopic details of the
Calabi-Yau internal manifold. As there is no extended supersymmetry in these CFTs (3d
N = 1), the presence of integers is very surprising and requires an explanation.

In this work we argue that integer dimensions are interesting, with two remarkable
properties for AdS flux vacua with integers:

e Moduli fields in AdS flux vacua, dual to light operators with integer conformal di-
mensions, do have polynomial spacetime-dependent shift symmetries.

e [t is possible to obtain the leading scalings of the central charge, string coupling and
internal volume from the near-horizon geometry of a large number N of orthogonally-
intersecting D-brane domain walls.

We heavily lean on [22] about a domain wall - flux correspondence in AdS, flux vacua. It
is explained there how the fluxes (Fy, Hsz, Fy) in DGKT can be interchanged for domain
walls (wrapped D4-, NS5- and D8-branes), interpolating between AdS and flat spacetime,
and how a AdS,; x Tg geometry can be recovered as the near-horizon limit of these domain
walls. We will just focus on the three stacks of N orthogonally intersecting D4-branes of
this set-up, dual to the unbounded flux Fy ~ N, and observe how the large N scalings in
DGKT

e~ N2 go~ N34 polg ~ N3/2, (1.5)

can be directly deduced from the near-horizon geometry of these domain walls. For other
parametric AdS, flux vacua with an integer A = 6 in the spectrum, we observe how the
large N scalings can be derived in a similar way.

Because the space of 2d CFTs is better understood, it might be easier to bootstrap the
holographic duals of AdS; vacua. Scale-separated AdS3 vacua with minimal supersymme-
try were found in [23] from compactification of massive ITA string theory on G2 holonomy
spaces. The ingredients are very similar as for the DGKT vacua, with unbounded Fjy-
fluxes, and bounded Hs- and Fy-fluxes in combination with intersecting O6-planes. Now
O2-planes are needed as well. Thanks to the unbounded Fj-flux, parametric control

gs ~ N34 wolg ~ N7/*, (1.6)

and parametric scale separation ([L3]) are achieved in the N — oo limit. The central charge
of the CFTy duals should now be
csq ~ N4, (1.7)
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and the light spectrum consists of irrational dimensions [24]. In this case, it is not possible
to obtain the scalings (L6), (I.7) from the near-horizon geometry of a set of orthogonally
intersecting D4-brane domain walls.

There are however other AdS; vacua in IIB string theory [25] for which the holographic
brane set-up might be much simpler and more alike the 4d examples with A = 6 we discuss.
The internal manifold is a G2-structure manifold, and Fr- and Fj-fluxes are used [25].
Parametric scale separation can not be achieved for these vacua, but by taking F7 ~ N
to be large, parametric control can be obtained. Interestingly, in a two-moduli truncation,
the conformal dimensions are integer and rational (A; = 4 and Ay = 20/7). Moreover,
the leading scalings are now obtainable from the near-horizon limit of a stack of N D1-
branes, dual to the Fr-flux. So despite not showing a separation of scales, an exploration
the holographic duals of these vacua, instead of the ones with irrational dimensions [23]
mentioned above, might bring us closer to an understanding of the DGKT duals. The
properties of the different AdS vacua we discuss are summarized in Table [I1

ITA AdS4 [1] | TTA AdSs [23] | TIB AdS; [25]
parametric control yes yes yes
parametric scale separation | yes yes no
integer dimension A = 2d | yes no yes
simple brane set-up yes no yes

Table 1: Properties of different parametric AdS vacua in (d + 1) dimensions.

The outline is as follows. In Section 2, the relation between shift symmetries and integer
dimensions is explained. Then, in Section 3, we first describe how to derive large NV scalings
from D-brane domain walls in general in Section .1l We apply this in Section to the
DGKT vacua, both in massive (Fy # 0) and in a double T-dual massless (Fy = 0) form.
We also briefly touch upon more general parametric AdS,; vacua which have a A = 6 in
the spectrum. In Section 3.3 the large N scalings in ITA and IIB AdS3 vacua are discussed,
and we conclude in Section 4.

2 Polynomial Shift Symmetries

The conformal dimensions of the light fields in the DGKT CFT duals are [10,21]

Ay =(6,...6,10), A,=(5,...5,11), (2.1)
for the A" + 1 saxions and axions respectively, and
Ap=1(2,...2), A,=(3,...3), (2.2)

for the h?! complex structure moduli and their axions. All dimensions are integer.



As conformal dimensions in AdS,;/CFT, are obtained from the masses via a quadratic
equation

A(A = d) = m*Rigs, (2.3)

it is surprising to get integers and one expects there to be a symmetry at work. Massless
scalars, with A = 3, for example, enjoy a constant shift symmetry. Could there be different
shift symmetries for other integers?
For a free massless field in Minkowski space, there is not only the constant shift sym-
metry
= ¢+c, ceR, (2.4)

but also an infinite sequence of shift symmetries that are polynomial in the spacetime
coordinates X*,
o= o+c+c, X+ XX+ (2.5)

where ¢, _,, are rank-k symmetric traceless constant tensors [26]. In AdS space, this is not
true anymore, but still, each polynomial shift symmetry of level k can be kept separately
if the free field ¢ has a particular mass depending on k [27,28]. More precisely, in AdS;,4
a free field <;5 has a symmetry

¢ — ¢+CH1---MCXM "'Xuk‘Ad& (26)

where X* are coordinates on an embedding (d + 2)-dimensional flat spacetime, if the mass
of the field equals

k(k + d)
mg = R (2.7)
AdS

with R4g4s the radius of AdS. In a dual CF'T, such masses correspond to integer dimensions
AL =k+d, or A_=—k. (2.8)

We conclude that there are indeed polynomial shift symmetries for the moduli and axions
in DGKT related to the integer dimensions:

Ag=A, =k+3, k=37,

2.9
A=A, =k+3, k=228 (29)

A microscopic explanation of these shift symmetries, possibly related to the domain walls
discussed in the next section or the discrete symmetries of [29] in the large N limit, would
be very interesting.

To check what these symmetries look like on the boundary of AdS, we consider Poincaré
coordinates

2 d—1
ds’ys = fi%%i (-dx34j£:¢ir§4d22> : (2.10)
z
i=1

!The interactions in DGKT are 1/N suppressed, and so the fields are free in the large flux N — oo
limit [15].



the boundary being at z = ¢, ¢ — 0. Then the polynomial shifts on the boundary reduce
to

B R k . ‘
C,ul...,ukXHI N G |AdS ;0> < Ads) Cil...ikX“ cee XZk‘boundarw (211>

z
with X; coordinates of the flat embedding restricted to the boundary. Considering the
near-boundary behaviour of the scalar field

¢~ Goz™ + 125 = oz F + 12 (2.12)
we see that the shift acts only on ¢q as
¢O — ¢O + Ridscil...ikXil cee Xik|bounda7"y~ (213>

In standard quantization ¢, is fixed, and this means that the shift symmetry is broken on
the boundary [30]. This should be investigated more precisely when more is known about
an explicit DGKT CF'T dual.

3 Large N scalings from D-brane domain walls

Parametric control, and possibly scale separation, can be obtained in AdS flux vacua in
the N — oo limit, where N is proportional to some unbounded flux. This flux, and also
the bounded fluxes needed for moduli stabilization, may be interchanged for brane domain
walls interpolating between the AdS vacuum and flat spacetime, as in [22]. Interestingly, an
AdSx (torus) geometry may be found in the near-horizon region of this entire brane-system
and the dilaton approaches a finite constant when approaching the horizon [22].

In this section, we focus on the branes dual to the unbounded fluxes and explain how
one can derive the scalings of the central charge, string coupling, and internal volume for
most AdS flux vacua by just looking at the near-horizon geometry of these branes. We
first do this for a single stack of domain walls in general flux vacua, and afterwards apply
it to some concrete examples including the DGKT and scale-separated AdS3 vacua.

3.1 General flux vacua

If there is one unbounded flux, Fs_, ~ N, we can change this for N Dp-branes, wrapped

on (p+ 2 — D)-cycles, in a 10d flat spacetime consisting of D non-compact directions, the

other directions forming a toroidal geometry. These branes can be considered as domain

walls in the D-dimensional spacetime, with coordinates (¢, 1, xo,...xp_2,x), and where x

will be the direction transverse to the branes. We denote the wrapped internal coordinates

by (Y1,Y2, - - Ypt2—p), and the unwrapped ones by (z1, 22, . .. 2s_p), as shown in Table 2L
This system is described by [14]

1 1 1 A 1 :
dsiy = fp > [—alt2 +dr? -+ deD_Q} + fRda® + f, Pdydy’ + fi7dzd (3.1)



i
t |z R I T Y |--- | Yp+2-D | 21

Z8—p

NDp | ®|®|® |® ®I® | &

Table 2: N Dp-brane domain walls in D dimensions

and the string coupling is

with

fp~1+r%, r2:2y3+2z§,

(3.2)

(3.3)

a harmonic function in the transverse coordinates that scales like f, ~ N in the near-

horizon region.

Letting N — oo, the near-horizon geometry will be of the following schematic form,

ds%, = o |[N2ds% + N 2dydy’ + N2dzds |
NH Xp J

where Xp is the D-dimensional spacetime and

gsNNgTTp~

(3.4)

(3.5)

We see that there is a separation of scales between the wrapped internal dimensions and

the scale of X, and we can read off the internal volume in string units:

p+2-D 8—p

UOZS ~ (Nfé) 2 . (N%)T . Z;O*D = ND-HEL_QP . liO*D )

From this, we deduce the D-dimensional Planck length
Lo = (g2volgh)V/P=D] = N~T7],,
Hence, the metric in Planck units is
ds%y = NP2 [Ndsk, + dyidy’ + Ndzd2] 12 p,.

Then, the AdS radius is .
Raas ~ N2@=21, p,

and so the central charge will be

C (RAds/lnD)D_Q ~ N% .

Repeating the same calculation for domain walls from NS5-branes, we find

1 3 D-1
gs~ N2 wvolg ~ N2, c~ N2,

7

(3.6)

(3.7)

(3.8)

(3.9)

(3.10)

(3.11)



or for Fl-strings (only for D = 3),
gSNN_%, UOlsNN¥, c~ N7z, (3.12)

In the examples that we discuss below, there will often be multiple stacks like in Table 2] of
D-branes dual to unbounded flux. If these stacks are orthogonally-intersecting, they must
satisfy certain composition rules, summarised in [31]. For the Dp/Dg-brane intersections
that we consider, each pair of these branes must have (0 mod 4) relative transverse coor-
dinates. These are coordinates that are orthogonal to one of the two branes, but not both.
Then, we can assign a function f,, to each stack of D,,-branes, that only depends on the
overall transverse directions. For each of the coordinate directions ( = ¢, x,y or 2z, we then
multiply the appropriate powers of these functions as follows,

[1A2- 11757 @0, (3.13)

where the p;-branes are orthogonal, and the g;-branes are parallel to the (-direction. With
these harmonic superposition rules [32], we obtain the supergravity description of the brane
systems. The string coupling will be given by

3—p;
g =[] 5" (3.14)

where the multiplication is over all branes involved, and we will deduce the central charge
and internal volumes from the near-horizon geometries of (3.13)).

3.2 AdS, vacua
3.2.1 Massive DGKT
The DGKT [I] potential is given by

V= i AF4 i AFOU?’ i AH35
s3 | us S u3

— Aos | (3.15)

where u® = volg and s = e P = e¢7?\/volg, and the A’s are coefficients depending on the
values of the fluxes or the orientifold charge, with A%, = 16 Ag, Ag,. The Kihler potential
equals

K = —3logu —4logs. (3.16)

The conformal dimensions of the dual fields are
Imposing the scaling Ar, ~ N?, we find that, at the minimum of the potential

V~N2 s~N2 wu~N:z, (3.18)
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which means that
c~ N2 g~ N34 wolg ~ N3/2. (3.19)
If the internal manifold is a toroidal orientifold T°/Z2, Fy; ~ N; (i = 1,2,3) flux is turned

on along each of the 3 sub-2-tori. We can interchange these 3 fluxes for 3 stacks domain
walls consisting of respectively N; D4-branes wrapped on the different 2-cycles, as shown

in Table B

=
[\

o o |z |y | Y2 | Y3 |Ya|Ys | Us
ND4 | ®|® | & | &
NaD4 | 2| ® | ® ® | ®
NaD4 | @ | ® | ® ® | ®

Table 3: D4-brane domain walls in DGKT

As explained in [22], we can also change the other bounded Hj3- and Fy-fluxes for
NS5-branes wrapped on 3-cycles and D8-branes on 6-cycles respectively. The resulting
near-horizon geometry of this brane set-up will be AdS; X Ts. In the following, we will
not explicitly take the presence of these sub-leading branes, dual to bounded fluxes, into
account, but just assume they are there to make the near-horizon geometry of the right
form and look only at the large N dependence of this geometry.

As N; ~ N — oo, using the harmonic superposition rules, we find

dS?VH =a [N1§N2§N3§d5§(4 + N;ENfo(dy% + dyg)

111 ) 1o 1 ) (3.20)
+ N£ N, * N3 (dy; + dyi) + NP N3 Ny * (dys + dy6)}7
with L
gs~ Ny N, *N; * ~ N3, (3.21)
The internal volume can be read off,
11 1 3
volg ~ N2N;NZ ~ Nz, (3.22)
along with the degree of scale separation,
Lik (N7 ~ N (3.23)
72 max; (V; : )
H
The 4d Planck scale is given by
Lo = —21, ~ Ny 2N, 2N, 2
P4 — \/m s ™IV 2 3 sy (3.24)
and so it follows that the central charge is given by
R? 3 3 3
¢~ ZQ—X ~ NENZNZ ~ N%. (3.25)

p,4

We obtain the same scalings as the ones ([B.19) from the scalar potential.
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3.2.2 Massless DGKT

We can proceed similarly for DGKT vacua without Romans mass. These are obtained
by performing two T-dualities on massive DGKT and then re-scaling fluxes to get a so-
lution under control [3,BI]. The internal manifold will now have curvature becoming a
more general SU(3) structure manifold. The flux distribution is anisotropic, with only un-
bounded flux on 2 out of 3 2-tori in the toroidal case. That is why we now write explicitly
vols = ujugus. There is unbounded Fg-flux, both bounded Fi-flux (F3;) and unbounded
Fy-flux (Fya, Fo3), a curvature R contribution and again there are O6-planes. The scalar
potential is given by

1 1 UgU ULU ULU SU
V== |Ap——— + Ap,—— + Apy—— + Apyy—— + Ag—— — Aos |, (3.26)
S SU1U2U3 SUq SU9 Sus Ug2U3
with Kahler potential
K = —logujuguz — 4logs. (3.27)
Conformal dimensions do not change under T-duality:
A17273 - 6, A4 == 10 (328)
Letting Fs ~ N , Fy9 ~ M and Fy3 ~ My, it follows that
3 3 3 1 _3 _3 3 _1 _1
e~ N2MEMZ, gy~ NiM;*M,* wolg~ N2M, 2M,=. (3.29)

For N large enough compared to M; and M,, the coupling will be strong and this solution
can be uplifted to M-theory. The first dimension-6 operator can then be interpreted as
being dual to the (7d) internal volume.

Now we change the Fg-flux for D2-branes, and the unbounded F,-fluxes for D6-branes
wrapped on 4-cycles, as in Table [4

At |2 oy [y | ys |y | us | ve
ND2 [ |® |®
M,D6|® |® | | |e|®
MyD6 | ® | ® | ® Q| R ® | &®

Table 4: D2- and D6-brane domain walls in massless DGKT

The following near-horizon geometry can be read off:

111 § R S
dsdy = o/ [N2M? M7 ds%, + N2 M, * M, ?(dy? + dy3) (3.30)
+ NZM; 2 M (dy? + dy?) + N2 M2 M; * (dy? + dy?))],

with

3 3 ]2
gs ~ NIM;IM, 1, 2~ man (M), (3.31)
H

fully in accordance with the scalings from the scalar potential (3.29).
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3.2.3 Other parametric AdS, vacua

These large N scalings from domain walls do not only work out for scale-separated vacua
as in the examples above, but also for more general 4d examples with parametric control
without scale separation. A simple example is obtained by imposing isotropy u; = us = ug
in the potential of the last section, so that

1 1
V= |Ap— + An Y+ ArS — Aol (3.32)
53 sud s U

and then the only unbounded flux will be Fz ~ N. The conformal dimensions are now
AL =6, Ay=11/3. (3.33)
The scalings are
c~ N2, g,~Ni, volg~ N2, (3.34)
which coincide with the scalings ([B.5), (3.6]), (3.10) for one stack of N D2-branes in 4d.

There is clearly no scale separation, as can be seen from the near-horizon geometry as well,
sy = o/ [N2dsk, + N7 (dy? + dy? + dy2 + dy? + dy? + dy?)). (3.35)

Reference [33] classifies 2-moduli scalar potentials for asymptotic 4d N/ = 1 flux vacua.
For the AdS vacua they obtain near infinite distance singularities, we observe that

A} =6, A, is rational. (3.36)
Moreover, the central charge is always given by

c~N¥% (3.37)

Y

with N an unbounded flux and k some positive integer. With ([B.I0), this suggests that
these vacua can be obtained in the near-horizon limit of k& stacks of D-brane domain walls.

The string coupling and internal volume scale accordingly. We will report on this in more
detail in the future.

3.3 AdS; vacua
3.3.1 Scale-separated AdS; in massive ITA

The vacua of [23] are scale-separated AdS; vacua, from compactification of massive ITA
string theory on a G2 holonomy manifold. There are Fy-, H3- and Fy- fluxes, together with
O6-planes, and the scalar potential is:

z 1
AF4 AFOU2 AH3 AOGSIH . (338)

s _
uzs3 53 u3s? 52

V:
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with A% = 12 - Ay, - Ap,, and where u"? = volg and s = e 2volg B. The conformal
dimensions are irrational

Al i78\/277' (3.39)
With Fy ~ N, we find from (3.38) that
e~ N go~ N4 wolg ~ NT/A (3.40)

There are such Fy-fluxes on seven different 4-cycles, and interchanging them for D4-branes
wrapped on the dual 3-cycles, we find the system of Table [Gl

tlat oy (v |ys | va|ys | e | yr
N D4 | ®|® Q| ® ®
N, D4 | ® | ® ® | ® ®
N, D4 | ® | ® | |®
N, D4 |® | ® ® ® ®
N; D4 | ® | ® ® | ® ®
Ne D4 | ® | ® ® ® | ®
N, D4 | ® | ® ® ® ®

Table 5: D4-brane domain walls for scale-separated AdSs

There should be further domain walls from NS5-branes and D8-branes, dual to the
bounded Hj - and Fy-fluxes. If there is indeed an AdS3 x T geometry in the near-horizon
limit of this set of domain walls, the schematic flux dependence should be like

sy = &/ [(Ny - -+ - N7)2ds%, + (NiNyNg)~2 (NaNsNsNo)2dy? + ... ]

— o/ [N3ds%, + N7 (dy? + dy? + dy2 + dy3 + dy? + dy? + dy?)], (a.41)
with V; = N,i =1,...7. The string coupling (B8.5) would be
gs=(Ny-...-Ny)"i=N"1 (3.42)
and the internal volume is
volg = (Ny -...- N;)i = Ni, (3.43)
Finally, the central charge would be
c=Ny-...-N;=N". (3.44)

Remarkably, the scalings of the central charge and the string coupling, derived from the
brane system do not match with (3:40). Given that each of the seven internal lengths
should scale in the same way with N [23], and taking into account that each pair of stacks
of D4-branes should have 0 or 4 relative transverse directions [31], the set-up of Table [ is
the only possible set-up consisting of orthogonally-intersecting D4-branes.

2To make contact with the notation in [23]: u = egwﬁ”, 5= e $H78v,
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3.3.2 Parametric AdS; in IIB

To stress that this failure to obtain the scalings from the near-horizon geometry of a
simple system of orthogonally-intersecting branes is not generic to asymptotic vacua in
3d, we mention another example: AdS3 vacua from compactification of IIB string theory
on G2-structure manifolds (so with curvature R) [25] with F7-, F3-fluxes and O5-planes
and possibly D5-branes. These do not allow scale separation, but the moduli can take
parametric values. The scalar potential equals

A Apuz  Ap A
yoArn  Anu: | An Aoy (3.5)

7 1
wss3 53 us? wis2

with A205 /D5 = 16Aps - Ar/3. The conformal dimensions are now integer and rational

20
Al — 4, AQ — 7 (346)
Choosing F; ~ N, the scalings
c~N, g,~NY2 wolg~ NT/* (3.47)

from the scalar potential (8.45). These coincide with the scalings (B.5)), (3.6), (3.10) for N
D1-domain walls in 3d, see Table [Gl

tlat vy |y [ ys | va|lys | ve | ur
NDl | ®|®

Table 6: D1-brane domain walls for parametric AdS;

4 Conclusions

The holographic duals of the DGKT vacua are remarkable, in the sense that their spectrum
consists of integer dimensions and that the scaling of the central charge ¢ ~ N%/? is unseen
in any well-understood holographic set-up. We have observed, however, that the DGKT
scalings are consistent with the large N near-horizon limit of three intersecting stacks of
N D4-branes wrapped on 2-cycles. Similarly, the scalings in massless DGKT, obtained
after twice T-dualizing the original DGKT vacua [3], are consistent with the near-horizon
geometry of one stack of D2-branes and two stacks of D6-branes wrapped on 4-cycles.
More generally, AdS vacua in (d + 1) dimensions with minimal supersymmetry and
an unbounded flux proportional to N, and where the conformal dimensions take specific

values
Ay =2d, A, is rational (4.1)
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seem to agree with a near-horizon geometry of O(NN) D-brane domain walls as N — oo,
whereas this does not seem the case for vacua with irrational dimensions. The integer
dimension A; = 2d signals the presence of a level d polynomial shift symmetry for the
corresponding field.

The scale-separated AdS; vacua are unlike their 4-dimensional DGKT counterparts, de-
spite being built from similar ingredients, with irrational dimensions and scalings that can-
not be obtained from orthogonal D4-domain walls. Moreover, a massless version (Fy # 0)
does not exist here [34], preventing an M-theory uplift [35]. Future research will clarify the
origin of the failed scalings for the AdS3 vacua and whether they imply any inconsistency.
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