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Abstract

We provide a moduli-dependent definition of species scale in quantum gravity

based on black hole arguments. Concretely, it is derived from a lower bound

on the entropy of extremal black holes with higher curvature corrections, which

ensures that the black hole can be reliably described within the effective theory.

By demanding that our definition coincides with a recent proposal for a moduli-

dependent species scale motivated from the topological string, we conclude that

the conjecture ZBH = |Ztop|2 relating the black hole to the topological string

partition functions should hold, at least within the regime of validity of our

analysis.
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1 Introduction

Effective theories are characterized by at least two energy scales: an ultraviolet cutoff

ΛUV and an infrared cutoff ΛIR. They define the regime of validity of the description.

The focus of the present letter is on the scale ΛUV in effective theories of gravity and

especially in d = 4 spacetime dimensions.

While a natural candidate for the UV cutoff in this context is the Planck scale MP ,

it has been argued [1–8] that the presence of a number N of light degrees of freedom

lowers the expected UV cutoff down to a scale, Λsp ≃ MPN
1/(2−d), called species scale.

In the spirit of the swampland program [9, 10], one can say that the naive effective

theory expectation is altered by non-trivial (quantum) gravity effects. Indeed, the role

of the species scale in swampland conjectures has received attention e.g. in [11–18].

In the recent work [19], a moduli-dependent definition of species scale has been

proposed. The motivation stems from the fact that, at least within the regime of

computational control, supergravity effective theories typically contain a number of

massless scalar fields. These parametrize the relevant couplings and scales of the theory,

and Λsp should be no exception. The proposal of [19] captures the moduli dependence

of Λsp in the context ofN = 2 supergravity theories in four dimensions and it is checked

in asymptotic limits in the moduli space in several examples.

The argument of [19] exploits properties of type II string theories compactified on a

Calabi-Yau threefold and relates the species scale to the genus-one free energy F1 of the

topological string propagating on the mirror-dual [20,21]. As a result, the number N of

light degrees of freedom in these models is counted by the moduli-dependent quantity

F1 ≃ N and one finds [19]
Λsp

MP

≃ 1√
F1

. (1)

Possible ambiguities concerning the index-like nature of F1 are discussed as well.

While swampland conjectures gain solidness after passing non-trivial tests in the

string landscape, their most basic and universal aspects can usually be formulated

independently from string theory, for example using black holes physics. A bottom-up

black hole argument supporting the claim (1) is not present in [19] and in this letter

we provide one.

We consider a certain class of black hole solutions in the presence of higher curvature

corrections arising e.g. from M-theory compactified on a Calabi-Yau threefold times a

circle. Here, an M5-brane wrapping a holomorphic (very ample) divisor gives rise to an

extremal black hole in the four-dimensional effective supergravity theory. The entropy

of this configuration has been computed from first principles in [22] and then matched

successfully with the corresponding macroscopic quantity in [23]; see also [24–26].
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Due to the presence of higher curvature corrections, the Bekenstein-Hawking contri-

bution to the entropy receives a modification proportional to the second Chern class of

the Calabi-Yau threefold. From a supergravity perspective, this correction is encoded

into a contribution to the prepotential linear in the moduli, which we denote F1. By

studying large and small entropy limits [27, 28], we argue that such a quantity gives a

lower bound to the entropy S of extremal black holes that can be reliably described by

the effective theory,

S & F1 ≃ N. (2)

According to [1–3], this sets the species cutoff of the theory as in (1). Thus, from black

hole physics we find a moduli-dependent species scale given in terms of the first order

correction to the prepotential of the underlying supergravity theory. Demanding that

this scale Λsp coincides with that proposed in [19] amounts to state that the conjecture

of [29] relating the black hole to the topological string partition function should hold,

at least within the regime of validity of our analysis.

2 Extremal black holes with R2 corrections

The two-derivative supergravity effective action in four dimensions can be supplemented

with a variety of corrections which are in general difficult to determine, given the lack of

a systematic procedure. However, one of such corrections is known explicitly together

with its numerical coefficient. Microscopically, it descends from the R4-term in eleven

dimensions [30], while in string perturbation theory it is a one-loop correction, not

renormalized due to anomaly cancellation [31]. In four dimensions, it reduces to the

following correction to the effective action [22]

Scorr =
1

96π

∫

c2i Im zi TrR ∧ ∗R . (3)

In N = 2 supergravity, the fields zi with i = 1, . . . , nV are scalars in the vector

multiplets, while c2i are parameters. Their microscopic expression is given in terms

of the second Chern class of the Calabi-Yau threefold M on which string/M-theory is

compactified as

c2i ≡
∫

M

c2(TM) ∧ ωi , (4)

with ωi ∈ H2(M ;Z). We are interested in the modification to the entropy of extremal

black holes due to such correction.

In general, higher derivatives corrections make the use of the Bekenstein-Hawking

entropy formula invalid. Instead, by means of the Wald formula, [23] succeeded in

calculating the macroscopic entropy of extremal black holes and matched it correctly
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with [22]. The first step is to understand how higher derivative corrections modify the

effective N = 2 supergravity action. Then, black holes solutions can be studied in such

a framework.

The approach of [23] is to consider matter-coupled N = 2 supergravity with vector

multiplets XΛ, with Λ = 0, 1, . . . , nV , and couple it to a background field A.1 In order

not to break supersymmetry already at the level of the action, the background field

has to be the lowest component of a (unreduced) chiral multiplet. To get the desired

higher curvature correction (3), A shall be given by A = (T abijǫij)
2, with Weyl and

chiral weights (w, c) = (2,−2). Here, T abij is an auxiliary field of the Weyl multiplet

with frame indices a, b = 0, . . . , 3 and SU(2)R indices i, j = 1, 2. Then, one can check

that the highest component of A is a scalar field containing the desired higher curvature

corrections and entering explicitly the Lagrangian. The whole construction is highly

non-trivial and we refer to [32] for a comprehensive and pedagogical review.

The interactions on the vector multiplets moduli space are encoded into a holomor-

phic, homogeneous of degree two prepotential F = F (X,A), which can be formally

expanded as

F (X,A) =

∞
∑

g=0

Fg(X)Ag. (5)

The functions Fg(X) are homogeneous of degree 2− 2g in the fields XΛ. In particular,

F0 is the classical prepotential, while F1 is the first order correction, which will give

us a lower bound on the black hole entropy and thus a moduli-dependent definition of

species scale. The reader should not confuse the first order correction F1 with ∂1F ;

in fact, the latter is not going to be mentioned directly in what follows, so that every

time we write F1 we mean the correction to the prepotential. As usual, from F one can

calculate all relevant quantities, such as Kähler potential and gauge kinetic function,

by using the standard rules of special geometry.

In [23], it is proven that the only allowed N = 2 vacuum configurations with

arbitrary A and which are static and spherically symmetric are Minkowski and AdS2×
S2. The latter arises as the near horizon geometry of extremal black hole solutions

whose entropy is captured by the Wald formula [33]

S = 2π

∮

S2

ǫabǫcd
δL

δRabcd

. (6)

Here, L is the supergravity Lagrangian including the curvature corrections, while ǫab,

with indices a, b = 0, 1, is the bivector normal to the horizon, normalized as ǫabǫab = −2.

1In general, hyper multiplets are also present in the theory. However, given that in our setup they

are uncharged under the black hole electric and magnetic fields, we neglect them in the following.
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A direct computation results in the entropy [23]

S = π
[

ZZ̄ − 256 ImFA(X,A)
]

, (7)

where Z is theN = 2 central charge and FA = ∂AF . This formula is model-independent

and valid for any prepotential. For later purposes, it will be convenient to express

the Bekenstein-Hawking-like contribution ZZ̄ in terms of the Kähler potential K =

− log i
(

X̄ΛFΛ(X,A)−XΛF̄Λ(X̄, Ā)
)

as

ZZ̄ = e−K(X,A) = X0X̄0e−K(z,A), with zΛ =
XΛ

X0
. (8)

To correctly reproduce the physical entropy of extremal black holes, one has to

evaluate (7) at the background value for A and at the attractor point for the vector

multiplets scalar fields. In an appropriate frame2, the former is A = −64, while the

latter are determined by the attractor equations [34]

pΛ = i(XΛ − X̄Λ), (9)

qΛ = i
(

FΛ(X,A)− F̄Λ(X̄, Ā)
)

, (10)

where qΛ, p
Λ and the electric and magnetic charges of the black hole.

As originally pointed out in [29], the expression (7) for the entropy can be recast

in a suggestive form. Crucially, the presence of the correction is key for this to work.

Using the fact that A = Ā = −64 for the background, we can first rewrite the entropy

as

S = π
[

ZZ̄ + 4Im (AFA)
]

. (11)

Next, from the homogeneity property XΛFΛ + 2AFA = 2F , together with (8) and the

attractor equation (10), we get

S = π
[

(XΛ + X̄Λ)qΛ + 4ImF
]

. (12)

Finally, by (formally) introducing a real part 1
2π
φΛ for XΛ and also the function

F(φ, p) = 4π ImF, such that
∂F
∂φΛ

= −qΛ, (13)

we have

S = −φΛ ∂F
∂φΛ

+ F(φ, p). (14)

2In [23], this frame is denoted with (Y Λ,Υ), not to confuse it with the original frame (XΛ, A) in

which the action is derived. Here, in order to avoid unnecessary notation, we keep using (XΛ, A).
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Thus, the entropy is the Legendre transform of the functional F with electric chemical

potential φΛ. The (mixed) black hole partition function is defined to be ZBH = expF
and [29] proposed that it should coincide with the topological string partition function,

ZBH = |Ztop|2. (15)

We will see that, at least in the regime of validity of our analysis, this conjecture follows

if we identify the moduli-dependent species scale determined in the next section with

the recent proposal of [19].

3 Entropy limits and the species scale

We would like to derive a moduli-dependent expression for the species scale from a

lower bound on the entropy of extremal black holes. To this purpose, we follow the

strategy of [27, 28] to study large and small entropy limits in the vector multiplets

moduli space. Even if the discussion has been so far general, we now restrict us to a

particular class of models for convenience. Notice that this is different from the class

recently considered in [35].

We choose a prepotential of the form

F (X,A) = −1

6

CijkX
iXjXk

X0
+ di

X i

X0
A, with di ≡ − 1

24

1

64
c2i. (16)

It is of the general type (5), with a classical cubic term and a correction F1 = di
Xi

X0 .

This class arises from type IIA string theory compactified on a Calabi-Yau threefold

with triple intersection numbers Cijk or equivalently from heterotic string on K3×T 2.

Whenever referring to the microscopic description, we will stick to the type IIA/M-

theory frame for convenience. The classical (string frame) volume of the Calabi-Yau

threefold M is given by

V0 =
1

6
Cijkt

itjtk, (17)

where ti = Im zi. Validity of the supergravity description requires the restriction of the

moduli space to the bulk of the Kähler cone ti > 0.

We are interested in extremal black holes in this setup. By appropriately rotating

the symplectic frame, we can choose to work with the non-vanishing charges q ≡ −q0

and pi only. In supergravity they are arbitrary (quantized) parameters, but in order for

the entropy to match with the microscopic calculation, we should ask for the hierarchy

[22, 23]

q ≫ pi ≫ 0. (18)
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The first condition is necessary for the validity of the long wavelength approximation

and it implies that ti > 0 is satisfied at the horizon. In other words, the horizon lies

inside the Kähler cone. The second condition implies that the divisor wrapped by the

M5-brane is very ample.

The vector multiplets scalar fields at the horizon are fixed by the attractor equations

(9) and (10) in terms of the charges as

X0 = −1

2

√

1
6
Cijkpipjpk + 4dipiA

q
, X i = − i

2
pi, (19)

with A = −64, while the entropy (7) results in [22, 23]

S = 2π

√

1

6
q (Cijkpipjpk + c2ipi) . (20)

Now, we perform an analysis similar to that of [27, 28] and study large or small

entropy limits induced by limits on the moduli space. A simple but universal modulus

to study is the volume (17). Turning off the background A for one moment, the

expression of the volume at the horizon would be

V0 =

√

q3

1
6
Cijkpipjpk

. (21)

However, as it is clear from (19), a non-vanishing A enters the volume in a rather

complicated manner. In the following, we argue that one can still take (21) as a proxy

for the volume at the horizon even in the presence of a non-trivial background, at least

within the supergravity regime. Inspired by (5), one can set up a formal expansion

V =
∑

g=0 VgA
g, where V0 is the contribution at A = 0. One can then compute

explicitly this series and notice that, in the regime pi ≫ 0, the terms Vg for g > 1

are indeed small compared to V0. This justifies using (21) as a proxy for the volume

modulus across the charge lattice even in the presence of corrections, as long as we are

within (18). The case pi → 0 requires extra care and will be discussed more carefully

in due time. For the moment, we proceed with (21).

Having identified the leading charge dependence of the volume modulus, leaving

aside possible caveats for pi → 0, [27, 28] suggest to look at limits of large or small

charges inducing in turn large or small entropy. These should correspond to the break-

down of the effective theory at the horizon, since the black hole becomes either too

small or too big.

First, we consider the case of an isotropic limit in which all of the charges pi scale

in the same way. Here, the aforementioned caveats for pi → 0 do not occur and V0 is
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a good control parameter. It is helpful to distinguish the following four possibilities:3

constant q i) pi → ∞ V0 → 0 S → ∞
ii) pi → 0 V0 → ∞ S → 0

constant pi iii) q → ∞ V0 → ∞ S → ∞
iv) q → 0 V0 → 0 S → 0

The limits i) and iv) violate the hierarchy (18) and thus we cannot draw any conclusion

from supergravity, since we lose the microscopic interpretation. The limit ii) leads

to a small black hole which cannot be described by the supergravity approximation.

Here, we expect corrections to the effective action to become important, but in this

isotropic limit their effect is somehow washed out. A more careful analysis is needed

and we will come back to it in a while. The limit iii) is instead perfectly within the

supergravity approximation (18). The volume of the internal manifold and the entropy

of the black hole both diverge. According to the general classification of [36], this limit

corresponds to decompactification and thus a tower of Kaluza-Klein states becoming

light is predicted, invalidating the effective description.

Now, we come back to ii) but we slightly modify it in order to appreciate the effect

of the higher curvature corrections we have been considering. We take a minimal non-

isotropic limit in which only one of the magnetic charges, say p1, is kept fixed, while

the others are sent to zero. Changing the number of charges pi kept constant will not

change the argument, as long as there is at least one. A limit of this kind can be

engineered microscopically by choosing M to be a K3-fibration over T 2, such as the

Enriques Calabi-Yau (K3 × T 2)/Z2, and wrapping the M5-brane on the K3 fiber. In

this setup, only one of the pi would be non-vanishing and thus Cijkp
ipjpk = 0 implying

that the classical volume at the horizon diverges and the entropy is entirely supported

by the correction.

Before proceeding, let us also notice that the classical volume (21) can now give

misleading information. Indeed, by defining a notion of quantum volume from K =

− log(8VX0X̄0), a direct computation shows that

V → 1

2

q2
√

q
6
c2ipi

, (22)

in such a modified ii) limit. This will be a consistency check for our moduli-dependent

expression of the species scale.

3In quantum gravity charges are expected to be quantized so that a parametrically small value is

not attainable. This will not invalidate our argument, since we want to estimate a lower bound to the

entropy and not to compute a precise value.
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Even if we deviate minimally from the isotropic situation, the behaviour of the

entropy is qualitatively different with respect to the previous case,

S → 2π

√

q

6
c2ipi , (23)

and one can now appreciate how the presence of the correction avoids a non-physical

vanishing entropy. In fact, it provides a lower bound for the entropy, which can be

most clearly seen by using (8) to rewrite (7) as4

S = π

[

e−K +
1

6
c2i Im

(

X i

X0

)]

& F1 ≃ c2it
i. (24)

Recalling that the entropy of a black hole should be bigger than the number of light

species and that the smallest black hole reliably described by the effective theory sets

the species scale as the inverse of its horizon radius [1–3], we have

S & F1 ≃ N ≃ M2
P

Λ2
sp

(25)

and we recover (1) as desired. In fact, one could have arrived at (25) directly from

(24) and without considering the limits ii) and iii). Nevertheless, we chose to discuss

the four limiting cases above for pedagogical reasons and to present a technique which

is general and can be applied for other purposes or in different configurations. Notice

also that in the modified ii) limit the exponential term in (24) does not vanish but it

competes with the second one.

A consistency check for our proposal can be performed by looking at the Kaluza-

Klein scale, MKK , which in large volume limits is related to the species scale as Λsp ≃
N

1

6MKK , in the case of six compact dimensions. For the setup under investigation,

the Kaluza-Klein scale is estimated as MKK ≃ Ms/V
1

6 ≃ MP gs/V2/3, giving in turn

Λsp ≃ MP/
√
V. By checking the behaviour of the volume in the limits considered above

we can verify explicitly when the effective theory breaks down due to towers of Kaluza-

Klein states becoming massless. In the isotropic limit iii), MKK and Λsp vanish as

V → ∞ and we predict a breakdown of the effective description due to an infinite tower

of light states, in accordance with [36]. In the non-isotropic ii) limit we considered next,

V → 1
2
q2/

√

q
6
c2ipi does not diverge since at least one of the charges p

i is kept constant.

Thus, MKK and Λsp do not vanish and we do not expect a tower of light states. This

seems to suggest that non-isotropic limits in the moduli space could help in obtaining

4We systematically set axions to zero, since these expressions are implicitly evaluated at the black

hole horizon. Otherwise, one could replace F1 → ImF1 below. Furthermore, we are neglecting a factor

i which differs between supergravity and topological string conventions.
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scale-separated flux vacua. A construction implementing this idea has been proposed

recently in [37], but whether or not these are ultimately consistent string theory vacua

is an open problem. Indeed, swampland conjectures [38], see also [13, 39, 40], suggest

that scale-separated anti-de Sitter vacua should not be in the landscape.

Strictly speaking, what we derived is the functional form of (1), but the underlying

interpretation could be different from [19], since in our case F1 is a correction to the

classical supergravity prepotential and not yet the genus-one partition function of the

topological string. Thus, at least conceptually, the species scale that we found from

our black hole argument might differ from [19]. Imposing that this should not happen

and that the two scales are in fact one and the same, in accordance with [41], we are

led to state that the conjecture of [29], namely ZBH = |Ztop|2, holds at least within the

regime of validity of our analysis. This suggests that such a relation can play a role in

the swampland program more in general.

4 Discussion

In this letter, we presented a black hole argument leading to a moduli-dependent defini-

tion of species scale in quantum gravity of the form (1). The analysis took place on the

vector multiplets moduli space of N = 2 supergravity in four dimensions, where F1 con-

tributes to the classical prepotential and encodes certain higher derivative corrections

to the effective action.

The result formally matches with the recent proposal of [19]. Asking for the physical

interpretation to be the same, in order that the associated species scales coincide as

well, we are led to enforce the validity of the conjecture ZBH = |Ztop|2 relating the

black hole to the topological string partition function, originally put forward in [29].

From this perspective, our argument lends further support also to the recent proposal

of [19] of a moduli-dependent species scale (1) and, in particular, it provides a rationale

behind it based on black hole physics.

More in general, our analysis connects the species scale in quantum gravity to

certain higher curvature corrections to the effective action. This is a form of IR/UV

mixing which is unexpected from a low energy point of view, a priori. Given that the

species scale counts light degrees of freedom, one might be tempted to infer that the

sign of such higher curvature corrections should be fixed in order for F1 ≃ N to be a

positive number. However, care must be taken in this respect, due to the index-like

nature of F1.

The results here presented can be extended along various directions. For example,

it would be interesting to consider black holes in asymptotically anti-de Sitter space, or
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to repeat a similar analysis in higher dimensions, or even to study the effects of adding

a non-vanishing temperature to the system. More in general, it would be interesting

to investigate further the consequences of the conjecture ZBH = |Ztop|2 within the

swampland program.
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non-extremal black holes, thermodynamic dualities, and the Swampland,” JHEP

10 (2022) 093, 2202.04657.

[29] H. Ooguri, A. Strominger, and C. Vafa, “Black hole attractors and the

topological string,” Phys. Rev. D 70 (2004) 106007, hep-th/0405146.

[30] I. Antoniadis, S. Ferrara, R. Minasian, and K. S. Narain, “R**4 couplings in M

and type II theories on Calabi-Yau spaces,” Nucl. Phys. B 507 (1997) 571–588,

hep-th/9707013.

[31] M. B. Green and M. Gutperle, “Effects of D instantons,” Nucl. Phys. B 498

(1997) 195–227, hep-th/9701093.

[32] T. Mohaupt, “Black hole entropy, special geometry and strings,” Fortsch. Phys.

49 (2001) 3–161, hep-th/0007195.

[33] R. M. Wald, “Black hole entropy is the Noether charge,” Phys. Rev. D 48

(1993), no. 8, R3427–R3431, gr-qc/9307038.

[34] K. Behrndt, G. Lopes Cardoso, B. de Wit, R. Kallosh, D. Lüst, and T. Mohaupt,
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