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Abstract

We construct compactifications of type 1IB string theory that yield, at leading or-
der in the o/ and g, expansions, de Sitter vacua of the form envisioned by Kachru,
Kallosh, Linde, and Trivedi. We specify explicit Calabi-Yau orientifolds and quan-
tized fluxes for which we derive the four-dimensional effective supergravity theories,
incorporating the exact flux superpotential, the nonperturbative superpotential from
Euclidean D3-branes, and the Kahler potential at tree level in the string loop ex-
pansion but to all orders in /. Each example includes a Klebanov-Strassler throat
region containing a single anti-D3-brane, whose supersymmetry-breaking energy,
computed at leading order in o/, causes an uplift to a metastable de Sitter vacuum
in which all moduli are stabilized. Finding vacua that demonstrably survive sublead-
ing corrections, and in which the quantization conditions are completely understood,

is an important open problem for which this work has prepared the foundations.
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1 Introduction

The expansion of the Universe is accelerating. The simplest cosmology that is compatible
with this fact is de Sitter space, and so to understand the quantization of gravity in our
world, and to grapple with the cosmological constant problem, one should study de Sitter
vacua of string theory. In spite of the fundamental importance of this problem, and the
thousands of papers [I] on compactifications of string theory, de Sitter vacua remain
elusive.

In this work, we report progress in constructing de Sitter vacua in Calabi-Yau com-
pactifications of type IIB string theory. We closely follow the lines of a proposal made
more than twenty years ago by Kachru, Kallosh, Linde, and Trivedi (KKLT) [2], and for
the first time we bring together all the necessary components of the KKLT scenario in
explicit compactifications.

We begin by specifying Calabi-Yau orientifolds and choices of quantized fluxes for
which we derive the leading-order effective theories, which we will precisely define below.
In this setting, we construct 33,371 compactifications that each contain a Klebanov-
Strassler throat hosting a single anti-D3-brane. Among these solutions we find five in
which the supersymmetry-breaking energy of the anti-D3-brane, computed at leading
order in o/, causes an uplift to a metastable de Sitter vacuum in which all moduli are
stabilized.

Corrections beyond leading order in the o and g, expansions are potentially impor-
tant, but are not fully known. Moreover, whether the flux quantization conditions in
Calabi-Yau orientifolds permit odd integer flux quanta is unclear. Thus, our work does
not definitively establish the existence of KKLT de Sitter vacua as solutions of string
theory. Even so, it marks an advance in the technology for investigating de Sitter vacua
in Calabi-Yau compactifications of type IIB string theory, and provides a foundation for

future research in this area.

The outline of this paper is as follows. In the remainder of §1, we give an overview
of our approach. In §2, we lay out the structure of the effective field theories (EFTs)
that arise in our compactifications, and we explain the approximations that define the
leading-order supersymmetric EFT. In §3 we describe a procedure for constructing com-
pactifications that contain Klebanov-Strassler throats. In §4 we explain how we computed
the leading-order EFT in a collection of explicit Calabi-Yau compactifications, and then
constructed more than 100 million flux vacua therein. We present examples of candidate
de Sitter vacua of string theory in §5. We comment on the prospects for future work
in §6, and we conclude in §7. Further technical material appears in the Appendices: in

particular, in Appendix A we address corrections to the leading-order EFT.



Background on the KKLT scenario

The setting for this work is type IIB string theory, which is a supersymmetric theory of
quantum gravity in ten dimensions. To obtain a four-dimensional universe, we compactify
six of the ten dimensions. We choose the compact space to be a Calabi-Yau threefold,
i.e., a compact, Ricci-flat Kahler manifold of complex dimension three. This choice yields
a four-dimensional N' = 2 supersymmetric EFT, but at the cost of introducing a large
number of massless scalar fields, called moduli, which parameterize how the geometry of
the compact space can vary across the non-compact spacetime. We then quotient the
string spectrum by an orientifold action that projects out some, but not all, of these
massless degrees of freedom, and yields a four-dimensional N' = 1 supergravity theory.
The remaining moduli space of massless scalar degrees of freedom is a tree-level acci-
dent: quantum corrections to the effective action are believed — and in some examples,
have been shown — to lift all flat directions. By introducing quantized fluxes for the ten-
dimensional gauge fields, one induces a classical potential for some of the moduli, while
the remaining moduli can be lifted by genuine quantum corrections. Compactifications

! The process

of this sort are called flux compactifications (on Calabi-Yau orientifolds).
of computing the most relevant corrections and identifying weakly-coupled local minima
of the resulting scalar potential is called moduli stabilization.

The scalar potential at a local minimum with respect to the scalar fields is the vacuum
energy, so moduli stabilization sources a cosmological constant. One can therefore hope
to obtain a de Sitter vacuum of string theory by stabilizing the moduli with a potential
V' that has a local minimum with positive energy. A fundamental difficulty in doing so is
that de Sitter vacua are necessarily non-supersymmetric. Thus, we must also break the
remaining supersymmetries that are preserved by the fluxes and the orientifold projection.

In their seminal work [2], Kachru, Kallosh, Linde, and Trivedi (KKLT) proposed a
mechanism for obtaining such a potential, i.e., a way to stabilize all moduli in a configu-
ration with positive vacuum energy.>

The KKLT mechanism proceeds in two steps. First, one stabilizes all moduli in a su-
persymmetric anti-de Sitter (AdS) vacuum with negative vacuum energy Vags. One then
considers configurations that include an anti-D3-brane, which breaks all of the remaining
supersymmetry and adds a positive contribution V55 to the scalar potential.

Depending on the relative sizes of the AdS vacuum energy Vaqs and the anti-D3-brane

contribution V53, one of three outcomes can occur:
1. If Vaas + Vpz < 0, one obtains a non-supersymmetric AdS vacuum.

2. If V3 > |Vaas| , the volume of the internal space increases without bound in what

'For a recent review of flux compactifications with references to the original literature, see [3].
2For alternative approaches, see e.g. [1—13].



is called a runaway decompactification.

3. If Vg exceeds |Vaqs| but not by a large factor, the existence of a minimum is
preserved, and the vacuum energy at the minimum becomes positive: the anti-D3-

brane is said to uplift the AdS vacuum to a de Sitter vacuum.

These three possibilities are shown in Figure 1.

In generic compactifications, the energy of the anti-D3-brane is much larger than the
AdS vacuum energy, and one finds a runaway rather than a vacuum. This is because the
AdS energy is determined by scales in the EFT, and in particular is below the Kaluza-
Klein scale, whereas the energy of the anti-D3-brane is proportional to the much higher
string scale. To obtain a de Sitter vacuum, we must therefore arrange for the energy of
the anti-D3-brane to be suppressed relative to its naive value. This can be accomplished
by embedding into the Calabi-Yau an incarnation of the Randall-Sundrum model [11], in
which branes at one end of an (approximate) AdSs throat are exponentially redshifted
relative to those at the other end.®> The string theory geometry that reproduces the
Randall-Sundrum model in this context is called a Klebanov-Strassler throat [15], and
arises in Calabi-Yau compactifications that contain a type of singular point called a
conifold singularity, threaded by three-form fluxes [16]. The potential energy of an anti-
D3-brane at the bottom of a Klebanov-Strassler throat was computed by Kachru, Pearson,
and Verlinde (KPV) [17], who argued that, in the presence of a sufficiently large amount
of flux through the conifold, the anti-D3-brane state at the bottom of the Klebanov-
Strassler throat is metastable. Such an anti-D3-brane contributes a positive energy to
the scalar potential, and is the origin of the uplifting potential described above.

In summary, to construct a KKLT de Sitter vacuum, one must find a Calabi-Yau

orientifold in which one can engineer the following ingredients simultaneously:
(a) a supersymmetric AdS vacuum with an exponentially small vacuum energy,

(b) a conifold giving rise to a Klebanov-Strassler throat whose redshifted energy scale

is commensurate with the AdS vacuum energy, and
(c) an anti-D3-brane whose energy uplifts the AdS vacuum to a de Sitter vacuum.

In this work we fulfill the requirements (a)-(c) in explicit flux compactifications on Calabi-
Yau orientifolds, at the level of the leading approximation to the EFTs of these compact-
ifications, and so exhibit realizations of KKLT de Sitter vacua at this level. This is the
first time that such vacua have been constructed.

The scalar potential of one example is shown, both before and after uplift, in Figure

1, and the parameters of the examples are given in Table 2.

3This AdSs throat is not to be confused with the supersymmetric AdS, vacuum.
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Figure 1: Top: A sketch of the possible outcomes of anti-D3-brane uplift from a super-
symmetric AdS vacuum in the KKLT scenario. Bottom: The scalar potentials of the
anti-de Sitter vacuum (black) and de Sitter vacuum (pink) in the Calabi-Yau orientifold
flux compactification presented in §5.4. The potentials shown in the lower panel are the
result of a complete and explicit computation in the leading-order EFT defined in §2 and
§3. The horizontal axis is the Calabi-Yau volume Vg in Einstein frame and in units of
the string length, and the vertical axis is the scalar potential V' in Planck units. See

(2.43) and (3.33), respectively, for definitions of these quantities. The bottom figure is
reproduced from Figure 13.



Scope of this work

The effective theories resulting from string theory are defined by series expansions in two
parameters: the string coupling g, and the inverse string tension «’. Classic references
in type IIB flux compactifications such as [2, 15-17] worked to leading order in these
expansions. Specifically, the EFT considered by KKLT [2] combines the classical flux
superpotential, the nonperturbative superpotential from Euclidean D3-branes, the Kahler
potential and Kahler coordinates at leading order in g, and o', and the anti-D3-brane
potential at leading order in o/ [17].

In this work we further incorporate all perturbative and nonperturbative corrections
in o to the Kéahler potential and Kéahler coordinates, at string tree level. Thus, our
treatment of the supersymmetric EFT — i.e.; of the theory before including anti-D3-
branes — is exact in o, but not in g;.

We will see that inclusion of o’ corrections is essential. In the vacua that we find,
some curves are small and induce o’ corrections to the EFT that cannot be neglected, but
that we can consistently incorporate. In contrast, the string coupling g, is small enough
in our examples so that truncation to string tree level is arguably consistent. In both
respects, our treatment accords with that of [15].

The unknown, or incompletely known, effects that we neglect in this work are:
(i) o corrections to the KPV calculation [17] of the anti-D3-brane potential [19-23].

(ii) string loop corrections to the Kéhler potential, i.e. corrections to the Kéhler poten-
tial beyond string tree level (§A.2.1).

(iii) relevant perturbations of the Klebanov-Strassler solution that are sourced by quan-
tum effects in the bulk. The physics of these effects is well-understood [24,25], but
obtaining precise numerical coefficients of the perturbations, rather than the para-

metric estimates? we give in §A.2.2, would require data of the Calabi-Yau metric.

(iv) The possibility of restrictive quantization conditions for three-form fluxes. In
toroidal orientifolds, the presence of odd integer flux quanta on certain cycles is
consistent only if suitable exotic O3-planes are present [26]. Whether correspond-
ing restrictions arise in orientifolds of Calabi-Yau threefolds is not known. In this

work we allow odd and even integer quanta (see §C.2).

(v) The normalization of instanton corrections to the nonperturbative superpotential.
We marginalize over this normalization and show that the de Sitter vacua that we

find persist over a significant range of values (§A.1.3).

4These effects are not formally subleading in the string loop or o’ expansion, but they are small when

the supersymmetry-breaking energy is small, and so it is consistent to treat them as corrections.



We define® the leading-order EFT as the EFT obtained in the approximation that the
effects (i)-(iv) are negligible, and with a plausible reference value for the normalization
of the nonperturbative superpotential terms (v).

Our principal result is the construction of five totally explicit examples of flux com-
pactifications on Calabi-Yau orientifolds, in each of which the leading-order EFT admits
one or more KKLT de Sitter vacua.

We refer to the vacua we find here as de Sitter vacua at leading order. It remains
unclear if the particular leading-order vacua presented in this work persist as de Sitter
solutions to all orders in the expansions that define string theory. However, even if they
do not persist, our solutions serve as templates for a larger-scale search for de Sitter vacua

beyond leading order.

2 Leading-Order Supersymmetric EFT

To introduce the leading-order supersymmetric EFT, we begin in §2.1 with an abstract
summary of corrections in the g, and o’ expansions. In §2.2 we introduce flux vacua
and establish some conventions. We then write down the Kéhler potential and Kahler
coordinates — at string tree level but including corrections to all orders in o/ — in §2.3,
followed by the superpotential in §2.4. We summarize the properties of the leading-order
supersymmetric EFT in §2.5. A reader who does not wish to be burdened with details
can skip to §2.5.

Unless stated otherwise, we follow the conventions of [27]. We work in ten-dimensional
Einstein frame in units where (2 = (27)?a/ = 1, and we set the four-dimensional reduced

Planck mass to unity by a Weyl rescaling of the four-dimensional metric.

2.1 Overview of the EFT

We consider type IIB string theory compactified to four dimensions on a Calabi-Yau
threefold X. The topology of such a manifold is partially characterized® by two indepen-
dent Hodge numbers, h''' and h*!. In the absence of fluxes, compactifying on X yields a
four-dimensional effective supergravity theory that preserves N’ = 2 supersymmetry, and

contains the gravity multiplet as well as the following multiplets [30,31]:

1. h*! vector multiplets containing massless complex scalars 2 called the complex

structure moduli. These control the sizes of odd-dimensional cycles in X.

SExtensive details of this definition are given in §2, while corrections beyond leading order are studied

in Appendix A.
SFor recent work on the complete characterization of Calabi-Yau threefold topologies at small h':!,

see [28,29].



2. hY! hypermultiplets containing 4h'! massless real scalars: the h'! Kéahler param-
eters t* controlling the sizes of even-dimensional cycles of X, and the 3h!! Kaluza-
Klein zero-modes of the higher-dimensional p-form potentials By, Cs, and Cy po-

larized along the internal directions.

3. The universal hypermultiplet containing the Cj axion, the axions dual to the two-

forms C5 and Bs polarized along the non-compact directions, and the string coupling

Js-

Quotienting by an O3/O7 orientifold [32-39] action breaks half the supersymmetries and
projects each of these multiplets to an N’ = 1 multiplet, and in particular the light scalar
degrees of freedom from the closed string sector reside in chiral multiplets. We will denote
these fields as ®!. In all of our examples, the chiral multiplets surviving the orientifold

projection” are [10]
1. ht! complexified Kdihler moduli Ty,

2. h?! complex structure moduli 2%, and
3. the axiodilaton 7 := Cy +i/gs .

We will soon make the definition of the Kéhler moduli more precise —see (2.36) — but
for now it suffices to note that, to leading order, the Re(7;) measure Einstein-frame
four-cycle volumes, and the Im(7;) are the Kaluza-Klein zero modes of the four-form Cj.

The moduli experience an F-term potential Vz, which is determined by two auxiliary
functions: the holomorphic superpotential W and the non-holomorphic Kahler potential
K. In terms of W and K, we define the covariant derivative with respect to the fields ®!

D/W =0/W + 0, KW, (21)

and the Kéahler metric
Kr7=010;K. (2.2)

We denote the inverse Kahler metric, i.e., the matrix inverse of K;,, as K7, In terms of

these quantities, the F-term potential V is given by

Ve (®,3) = © <ICIJDIWDJW ~3 |W\2) , (2.3)

"In addition one introduces open string moduli localized on seven-branes. In our compactifications
all seven-brane stacks come with gauge algebra so(8), and all but one of the stacks yield confining gauge
theories without light degrees of freedom. The normal bundle deformations of the remaining stack are
expected to receive a large mass in flux backgrounds, cf. the analogous discussion in §3.1 of [18], and will

not be considered further in this work.



where the index I runs over the complex structure moduli, the Kahler moduli, and the
axiodilaton, while the index J runs over their complex conjugates. Thus, to compute Vg,
we need to specify the form of the superpotential and the Kéhler potential, and evaluate
the holomorphic coordinates ®! in terms of data of the compactification.

The superpotential is a holomorphic section of a line bundle over the moduli space, and
thus is highly constrained. At tree level in ', the superpotential is given by the Gukov-
Vafa-Witten flux superpotential [11] — henceforth Wy (z, 7) — which is independent of
the Kahler moduli. The axionic shift symmetries of Cy and of the Kaluza-Klein zero-
modes of O imply that the classical expression is corrected at most nonperturbatively.®

Therefore, the exact superpotential is given by the sum of two terms,
Wiz, 7,T) = Wau(2,7) + Wip(2, 7,T) . (2.4)

The flux superpotential Wy, encodes the contributions of the background fluxes to the
scalar potential, and is known exactly [11]. The nonperturbative superpotential Wy,
summarizes the contributions of Euclidean D-branes to the potential. Holomorphy im-
plies that only Euclidean D(-1)-branes and Euclidean D3-branes wrapped on holomorphic
four-cycles can contribute [13]. In addition, strongly coupled gauge dynamics on pure
super-Yang-Mills seven-brane gauge groups corrects the infrared superpotential via gaug-
ino condensation; these effects are also controlled by the volumes of four-cycles. In all
the configurations studied in this paper, it further turns out that pure Euclidean D(-1)
corrections are absent, because all the D7-brane gauge algebras are so(8) [11].
We therefore have
Wap = Wix + Weps, (2.5)

where W), represents the effects of gaugino condensation on seven-branes and Wgps
represents the contribution of Euclidean D3-branes. In practice we will evaluate (2.5)
by summing the contributions of a finite set of divisors, but the approximation made in
doing so is an excellent one: see §A.1.1.

The Kahler potential is a real, non-holomorphic function of all the moduli, and thus
its form is much less constrained than that of the superpotential. In particular, un-
like the superpotential, the Kéahler potential receives perturbative and nonperturbative

corrections in both the g, and o/ expansions,
IC - ]Ctree -+ (SK: . (26)

Here Ko denotes the Kéhler potential at leading order in both g, and o’. The corrections

0K can be separated into two kinds,

0K = 6K =2 + 6K =1, (2.7)

8The proof that Wayuy(z,7) receives no corrections in the string loop expansion is more subtle than

in classical nonrenormalization theorems, because the tree-level expression for Waux(z,7) involves 7.

However, the absence of corrections is carefully argued in [12].



where 0K s contains all corrections in the orientifolded A/ = 1 theory that are inherited
from the N' = 2 parent theory (i.e., from the theory prior to the orientifold projection),
and 0K~ contains genuinely N = 1 effects that are not present in the parent theory.
Both 0/Cx—2 and 6K =1 enjoy double expansions in the string coupling g and in /.

The correction §Cp—s is known to all perturbative orders in g, [15,40], and we write
SKopr—g = OISR 4 61C%), | (2.8)

where 6/Ci‘;ie2re is obtained at string tree level, i.e., on the sphere, and 6IC(93 >, denotes
corrections in the string loop expansion that are known exactly, up to the effects of D3-
brane and fivebrane instantons [15,16], and that are small enough to be negligible in our
examples: see §A.2.1. Explicitly, we have

(”Csphere = IC(O/)B + Kwsr , (29)
where the perturbative correction K,s arises at order (o/)* [17-50], and the worldsheet
instanton corrections Kwgr [01,52] are given in (2.40) and (2.41) below.

We can likewise write
SKp—1 = SKCRRere 4 oK% (2.10)

In flux compactifications the correction term at closed string tree level, S22 encodes

classical backreaction by (imaginary self-dual) fluxes, and is itself suppressed by a power
of g5 in comparison to 5/CSphere, as carefully explained in [13,53].2 We therefore omit
cSICSphere from our definition of the leading-order EFT, but model its effects in §A.2.3.
Rather little is known about (5IC(9‘;1, and so by necessity we will largely neglect 6ICJ(\“(}‘°’:1
in this work — though see Appendix A for estimates of the sizes of the leading such

corrections. In contrast to the omission of 51Cj(\g/s 5, which is quite safe [18], it is entirely

pOSSlble that terms in 5IC(gS

", spoil the vacuum structure that we report here. Computing
5K *’, is thus an important challenge for future work.
We conclude that at leading order in g,, the Kahler potential is known to all orders,

perturbative and nonperturbative, in o/, and we
Kio. = Kiree + 0ICES = Kireo + Kiarys + Kt - (2.11)

In summary, we work with the Kéahler potential

K = Kiree + 0Knrma + 0K pr—1 (2.12a)
— Kiree + ORI 1 IO 4 5%, + oK%, (2.12b)
~ Ko, + 0K, (2.12¢)
~ Kio. - (2.12d)

9In compactifications with seven-branes in general positions, axiodilaton gradients can support fur-
ther N =1 corrections, as in e.g. [54]. In our solutions all seven-branes coincide in s0(8) stacks, so such

effects do not arise at leading order in g;.
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The approximation in (2.12c¢) is fairly robust in our examples: see Table 4. Without a
direct computation of 5]Cj(\5}21, any assessment of the approximation in (2.12d) is neces-
sarily incomplete. In Table 5 we give naive dimensional analysis estimates of corrections
to (2.12d).

The Kahler moduli 7; that appear above are defined to be the natural Kahler coor-
dinates, i.e., those in which the Kahler nature of the metric K;7 is manifest. One can
equally well parameterize the Kihler moduli space by curve volumes, denoted by t'. At
leading order, there is a simple relationship between the T; and the t*. However, because
IC receives perturbative corrections, so too does K;7, and therefore the relationship be-

tween the Kihler coordinates 7 and the curve volumes t' does as well. We therefore

have

Ti(t) = T} + 6T)= + oT)=", (2.13)
where T/*¢(t) is defined in (2.36). Writing

STN=2(t) = TN =2 g N=200) (2.14)
the N' = 2 corrections to the Kéhler coordinates at (open string) tree level, 5TiN:2’tree,
are known exactly through the c-map [55] (see also e.g. [56,57]), and take the schematic

form
f]vitree + 51";:/\[:2,“66 — Titree 4 j";(a/)2 + fI;WSI 7 (215)
with T, 7" and TWVS! given in (2.46). As with 6K, 67V=>%) can be obtained
from [15,46]: see §A.2.1. However, 6TN=" is less well-understood (see, however, [58-60]).

We can thus summarize the superpotential W, the leading-order Kéhler potential

Kio., and the leading-order Kahler coordinates Tz-l'o' as follows:

W = Wﬂux + WEDg + W)\)\ y (216&)
K=~ IC]_O_ = ,Ctree + IC(O/)S + ICWSI s (216b)
]—IL' ~ CZ-;:l,o, — j—;tree + 57;N=2,tree — jvitree + j‘;(a/)g + nWSI ) (216C)

The terms that we retain in (2.16b) and (2.16¢) are exact in o, at tree level in g,.'® The
approximations made in (2.16b) and (2.16¢) are further examined in Appendix A.

In the presence of an anti-D3-brane, the complete scalar potential is given by
V =Vp+ Vpz, (217)

where Vi is the F-term potential defined in (2.3) and V553 is the anti-D3-brane potential.

Once again, V55 has both leading and subleading terms,

Ve = VB + AVE + . (2.18)

10As remarked in §1, the disparity in our treatment of o' and g, corrections is dictated by the vacua
that we find: these have g; < 1 but include some small curves, so that truncation to string tree level is

arguably consistent, while omission of o’ corrections is not.
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where V;B%, is the potential derived by KPV [17] and used by KKLT [2], and certain
corrections at order (a)? have been obtained by Junghans [19,20], and by Hebecker,
Schreyer, and Venken [21-23].

In summary, to specify the leading contributions to the effective potential of a flux
compactification, we need to compute Wiy, Wiz, Wan, Kirees Kianz, Kwsi, T3, Ti(al)z,

TV and ng. In §2.2-§3.3 we will explain how these computations were accomplished.

2.2 Flux compactifications

We now turn to a more detailed study of flux compactifications of type IIB string theory
on 03/07 orientifolds of Calabi-Yau threefolds. Taking (X, X) to be a pair of mirror dual
Calabi-Yau threefolds, we begin by compactifying on X without any fluxes or orientifolds.
As explained in §2.1, Type IIB string theory compactified on X gives N' = 2 supergravity
in four dimensions coupled to A (X) + 1 hypermultiplets and h%!(X) vector multiplets.

We introduce a symplectic basis of Hs(X,Z), which we denote by {¥3)4, Zé)}, and

corresponding Poincaré dual forms, denoted by {a?, 34}. By symplectic, we mean that

/aA/\BB:(SAB, /aA/\&B:/ﬁA/\ﬂB:O, A, B=0,...,h*(X). (2.19)
X X X

By integrating the holomorphic three-form 2 over these cycles, we obtain the periods

ZA:/ Q:/Q/\QA, ]—"A:/ Q:/Q/\ﬁA, (2.20)
S(3)a X oG, X

which we collect in the period vector

= ( fj ) . (2.21)

The periods z4 serve as homogeneous complex coordinates on a local patch of the complex
structure moduli space of X. Away from the locus z° = 0, we normalize 2 such that
2% = 1. In doing so, we define local affine coordinates 2%, a = 1,...,h%}(X), on the
complex structure moduli space; locally, we then have that F4 = F4(z). Further, the

dual periods Fa(z) are determined by a prepotential F(z) through
Fulz) =00 F(2), Fo=2F —2"0,aF. (2.22)

Now, let Z : X — X be a holomorphic and isometric involution of X under which the
holomorphic three-form transforms as 2 — —€, and denote by X/Z the corresponding
03/07 orientifold.

Under the orientifold action, the cohomology groups split into even and odd eigenspaces,
HP(X,Q) = HY*(X,Q) ® H(X,Q) . (2.23)
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The complex structure moduli surviving this projection come in N = 1 chiral multiplets
counted by h*'(X,Z) = dim H*'(X, Q) and will be denoted by 2%, a = 1,...,h*" (X, T).
Similarly, the surviving Kéahler moduli 7} are counted by hfr’l(X ,Z). In this paper we
work exclusively with involutions Z such that h™'(X,7) = h2'(X,Z) = 0, h>'(X,T) =
h21(X), and hY' (X, T) = hb(X). For more general involutions there would be additional
axionic chiral multiplets and U(1) vector multiplets counted by h-' (X, Z) and h>' (X, T),
respectively.

The fixed locus of Z defines the locations of O3-planes and O7-planes. O3-planes fill
the four non-compact spacetime dimensions and are localized at points in the orientifold;
OT7-planes fill the non-compact spacetime and additionally wrap four-cycles inside the
compact space. For the involutions Z considered in this work, there is a stack of four D7-
branes on top of each O7-plane, so that the D7-brane tadpole is locally cancelled. Thus,
any four-cycle in X that hosts an O7-plane also hosts an so0(8) N = 1 super Yang-Mills
theory. If the cycle is furthermore rigid, then the gauge theory has no matter multiplets
and thus confines in the infrared.

The ten-dimensional B-field is forced to take discrete values in H?(X,Z/2) modulo
integer classes, and by setting

By = %[07] : (2.24)

with [O7] the total class of the O7-planes, one cancels all Freed-Witten anomalies on
seven-brane stacks, as in [18].

Having introduced an orientifold, we can turn on background fluxes for the ten-
dimensional gauge fields. We preserve four-dimensional Poincaré invariance by choosing
the fluxes to be nonvanishing only along the compact directions. In the symplectic basis

introduced above, the fluxes F3 and Hjs are characterized by integral flux vectors
F=fa, 1Y, h=(hah?) € H}X,Z) = 72" (0+2 (2.25)

in terms of the flux quanta

fA:/ F, fA:/ Fy, ht= Hs, hy= H;. (2.26)

Z()a e Z@)a =)
These are constrained by Gauss’s law for the ten-dimensional gauge fields, which requires
that the total D3-brane charge in the compact space must vanish. D3-brane charge is
sourced by orientifolds, spacetime-filling D3 and D7-branes, and fluxes. In conventions
where each spacetime-filling D3-brane carries a single unit of D3-brane charge and each
D3-brane frozen onto the orientifold fixed locus of Z carries charge 1/2, the orientifold
and 7-brane contribution to the D3-brane charge is given by —}lx ¢, where x is the Euler
character of the fixed locus of Z in X, and the contribution from the fluxes is given by
%ng A F3. Thus, defining
1

QO = §Xfa Qﬁux = / HS A FS = fTZﬁa (227)
X
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with
1
e ( 0 ) | (2.28)
10

2 (NDB - ND73> + Qﬂux - QO = 07 (229)

where Np3 (Npz) is the number of spacetime-filling (anti-)D3-branes in the system.

Gauss’s law reads

The tadpole constraint (2.29) must be satisfied in any consistent solution of string
theory. Thus, given fluxes such that Qg < Qo, spacetime-filling D3-branes must be
present. Conversely, if the fluxes are such that Qg. > Qo, then anti-D3-branes must be
present, and supersymmetry is necessarily broken spontaneously.

We will mainly consider flux choices that obey (2.29) with Nyz = 1 and Npg = 0: in

particular, the examples presented in §5 will all obey

Qaux = Qo + 2. (2.30)

2.3 Kahler potential and Kahler coordinates

We now describe the Kéhler potential in some detail. Recall from (2.16b) that we work
with the Kahler potential at closed string tree level, but incorporate perturbative and
nonperturbative o’ corrections.

We introduce a basis {wi}f: ) of H*(X,Z), together with its dual basis {wl}?;l ) of
H?*(X,Z), such that [, w'Aw; = ¢";. In our notation, a p-form class and its Poincaré-dual
cycle class are represented by the same symbol.

The Kéhler cone of X, which we denote by Kx C H"'(X,R), is parameterized by the
Kahler parameters {tl}il1 ) The string-frame Kahler class J of X is then

J=> tu, (2.31)

and we denote by k;jj = f + Wi Awj Awy, the triple intersection form on X. The cone dual
to Kx is the Mori cone M(X) C Hy(X,R); any ¢ € M(X) satisfies ¢;t* > 0 for all £ in
the Kahler cone.

In terms of the string-frame Kahler parameters ¢ and the triple intersection num-
bers ki of X, the string-frame volume of X, before including any corrections in the o’

expansion, is given by

1
PO) _ El‘fz‘jktitjtka (2.32)
and the Einstein-frame volume is
0 _ Y
s
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The Kéahler potential obtained from classical dimensional reduction on X is given by

Kiree = —2log (23/2V]g))> log(—i (1 — 7)) — log (—@/ QA Q) : (2.34)
X

where

/QAQ:ﬁT-E-ﬁ. (2.35)
X

At leading order in o the holomorphic Kéhler moduli 7; are given by [10]
tree ]' Jik
T =g, 2/<a”kt th 41 C’4 A w; . (2.36)

The above expressions are corrected order by order in the string loop and o’ expan-

sions. We write

5 ng 26l 1 O (e f,) : (2.37)

where k£ = 0 denotes closed string tree level, k& = 1 denotes open-string tree level, and
so on. While not much is known about the ®¥*>% the term at closed string tree level,
@l is inherited from the N = 2 parent theory [18], and is known exactly due to mirror

symmetry and the c-map [55].

We have )
~\ 2
ol — 4 (—z/ QA Q) XV, (2.38)
X

with the o/-corrected, string-frame volume V given by
y=y0 4 V()3 + 0Vwst, (2.39)
in terms of the tree level (/)3 correction [47-50]

(2.40)

and worldsheet instanton corrections [51,52,61]

Z VA (ng( 1)79e 2”qt>+27rq t LIQ((—1)V~qe2m~t)), (2.41)

qEM

MVwst =

where 4" == [ [O7] Aw' is twice the class of the ten-dimensional B-field, and the coeffi-
cients A are the genus-zero Gopakumar-Vafa (GV) invariants [02,03] of X. Recall that
polylogarithms of arbitrary index k are defined for |z| < 1 as

o0 n

Lir(z) =Y % : (2.42)

n=1
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and by analytic continuation to the rest of the complex plane. We define the Einstein-
frame volume including o/ corrections as

v

3/2 "
S

Vg = (2.43)

At tree level in g4 the coordinates (7, 2%) remain uncorrected, while the holomorphic

Kaéhler moduli are corrected as in (2.15),

1
ﬂ N _7;1.0. +Z/ 04 /\wi’ (244)
Js X
with (see e.g. [55,04])
1 ) D;)
T = §Hijktjtk B X(Q s > 4 L12< D q€_27rqt> ’ (2.45)
qu X)
where we decompose T;** as
7—10 — 7;'tree + 7;(a’)2 + 7;WSI . (246)

Corrections beyond tree level in g, involving genuinely N/ = 1 corrections to the

Kahler potential and Kéahler coordinates, are discussed in Appendix A.

2.4 Superpotential

Let us now describe the structure of the superpotential that arises in our constructions.
As explained above, we consider the contributions of fluxes, Euclidean D3-branes, and

gaugino condensates on s0(8) stacks of seven-branes, and so arrive at [10,11]
Wiz, 7,T) = Wau(2,7) + Wy (2,7, T) . (2.47)

We now examine each term in detail.

2.4.1 The flux superpotential

The classical flux superpotential is given by [16,41],

Wi (7, 2° \f/ (Fy — 7H3) AQ(z \fHT (f—7h). (2.48)

Given a choice of a Calabi-Yau orientifold X/Z and flux vectors f, h € H¥(X,Z), to
compute the flux superpotential one must compute the period vector II as a function of
the complex structure moduli.

To achieve this, we begin by working in the large complex structure (LCS) patch; we

defer to §3.1 the discussion of how to extend this analysis to the vicinity of a conifold
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singularity. At LCS, the prepotential can be expanded in terms of the topological data of

the mirror Calabi-Yau X as the sum of a polynomial piece and an exponential piece [65]:

‘F(Z) = Fpoly(Z) + ]:inst(z) ) (249)
where
1 -~ a C 1 a 1 ~ a C(S)X(j(\;)
Fpoly(z) = —ﬁﬁ"abcz 2tz + ZAabZ 2b + ﬁCaZ + W , (250)
1 : 2miq-z
Finst(2) = _(271'2')3 Z~ Mg Lis (6 4 > . (2.51)
qeEM(X)
In (2.50), Kape denotes the triple intersection numbers of X , while
~ oy > %aab a > b > >
Cq = / (X)A By, Ay = , and x(X)= / c3(X). (2.52)
X Eabb a<b X

We have introduced a basis {Ba}Zill(X) of H%(X,Z) that is mirror dual to the set of
three-forms 3, € H3(X,Z), cf. (2.19), and ¢5(X) and ¢3(X) denote the second and third
Chern classes of X.

The instantonic piece Fi.g is generated by type ITA worldsheet instantons, and takes
the form of a sum over effective curve classes q in H*(X,Z) ~ Hy(X,Z); here we work
in a basis {&G}Zill(x) that is mirror dual to the set of three-forms a® € H3(X,Z). The
coefficients .44 are the genus-zero Gopakumar-Vafa (GV) invariants [62, 03] of X.

With these definitions, it is straightforward to compute that

1 ~ : T Q-2
fa(Z) = (%]-"poly — W Z ‘/%1 a L12 (62 q ) s (253)
qeM(X)

Fo(z) = 2F — 2°F, . (2.54)

We have thus specified the entire period vector at LCS, from which the definition in (2.48)
suffices to compute the flux superpotential. Because F enjoys a series expansion, so too

does Waux. We therefore write

Wﬂux<za 7_) = Wpoly(z7 7—) + VVinst(Za T) y (255)
where W1y and Wiy are the contributions to the flux superpotential of Fpq, and Fint,
respectively.
2.4.2 The nonperturbative superpotential

Having laid out the form of Wy, we proceed to define the nonperturbative superpoten-
tial. As explained §2.1, we only need to consider the contributions of Euclidean D3-branes

and gaugino condensates.
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A Euclidean D3-brane wrapped on a four-cycle D € Hy(X,Z) contributes to the
superpotential as
Whp D Ap(z,7) e 20 | (2.56)

where at leading order T is the Einstein-frame volume of the divisor D, which can be
written as a linear combination of the Kéhler moduli 7;. The Pfaffian Ap can in general
depend on the complex structure moduli, the axiodilaton, and the positions of D3-branes
and D7-branes. For divisors D that support more than two fermion zero modes, Ap
vanishes identically.

We call a divisor D rigid if

Witten showed that if a divisor D is rigid and smooth,!! then D hosts exactly two zero
modes, and so Euclidean D3-branes wrapped on D contribute to the superpotential with
a Pfaffian Ap that does not vanish identically [43].12

To avoid complications from the moduli dependence of the unknown Pfaffian prefac-
tors, it will be useful to impose a stronger condition than rigidity. Type IIB flux compact-
ifications of the kind considered here are dual to F-theory compactified on elliptically-
fibered Calabi-Yau fourfolds. Let X be the F-theory geometry dual to type IIB on X/Z.
A FEuclidean D3-brane wrapping a cycle D C X can be realized in F-theory as a Eu-
clidean M5-brane wrapping a vertical divisor D C X. To understand the Pfaffian Ap,
one can compute the intermediate Jacobian of D: in particular, Ap is a section of a line
bundle over the complex structure moduli space of this auxiliary variety [05]. We call a

rigid divisor D pure rigid if its F-theory uplift D satisfies [18]
W (D) =0. (2.58)

The F-theory uplifts of pure rigid divisors have trivial intermediate Jacobian, and so
their Pfaffian prefactors are simply numbers.!® Thus, a smooth and pure rigid divisor D

contributes to the superpotential as
Whp D Ap e 20 (2.59)

where Ap is a nonzero constant that we will refer to as a Pfaffian number.
We now proceed to the contributions of gaugino condensates. The orientifold in-

volutions in each of our compactifications, defined by (4.4) below, are such that each

"The smoothness condition is not always necessary: see e.g. [6] for conditions under which singular
divisors can contribute to the superpotential.

12Gee [7] for a review on D-instanton calculus.

13This holds up to corrections from warping effects sourced by D3-brane charge [69—75], which can be

thought of as part of STN=2 in (2.13).
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O7-plane coincides with four D7-branes, leading to an s0(8) gauge algebra on each such
stack. Thus, the contributions of gaugino condensation are indexed by the divisors D
hosting O7-planes. Gaugino condensation on such a divisor contributes to the nonper-

turbative superpotential as
Wap(2,7,T) D Ap(z,7) e 2™ 10/6 (2.60)

where the numerical factor in the exponent occurs because the dual Coxeter number of
50(8) is six. As before, a smooth and pure rigid D has Ap constant and nonvanishing.
A divisor D contributes to the superpotential if it is smooth and rigid. However, in
general, other divisors D can contribute as well. This is especially true in the presence of
flux, which can “rigidify” nonrigid divisors by freezing out certain deformations [76-75].

We can therefore write the general expression

Wap(2,7,T) = Z Ape T 4 Z Ap(z,T) e TPy Z Ap(z,7) ef‘%TD,
D, pure rigid D, rigid D, rigidified
(2.61)
where ¢p = 6 if D hosts an O7-plane and ¢p = 1 otherwise.

If D is a rigid divisor, then we do not expect contributions to the superpotential from
Euclidean D3-branes wrapping nD with 2 < n € Z: the unique representative of the class
[nD] has too many zero modes to contribute [67].1* Moreover, if D; and D, are rigid,
then the unique representative of the class [D1]+ [D,] is simply the union of the two rigid
divisors, intersecting each other normally. This configuration has the zero modes of D,
and those of D,, plus potentially additional zero modes localized along the intersection,
and so a contribution to W from [D;]+[D,] is likewise forbidden.'® Thus, we can restrict
attention to a finite set of rigid divisors, omitting any sums thereof. It will suffice to
consider prime toric divisors, i.e., the intersections with the Calabi-Yau X of irreducible
toric divisors of the ambient toric variety,'® as any effective divisor can be expressed as a
sum of prime toric divisors with (not necessarily positive) integer coefficients.

In this work we will only incorporate the contributions of pure rigid prime toric
divisors, omitting the sums in (2.61) that range over rigid (but not pure rigid) and
rigidified divisors, and likewise omitting divisors that are pure rigid but are not prime
toric. We will validate this restriction a posteriori in each example by demonstrating

that the pure rigid prime toric divisors have significantly smaller volumes than all other

HMIf D is instead ample, then nD may have a smooth connected representative whose moduli could
be lifted by fluxes. However, all ample divisors are very large in our examples, so this effect can be
neglected.

5For a general divisor D, one should compute h*(D, O5), with D the normalization of D [66]. This

prescription matches the simplified picture stated above.
16Background on toric varieties is provided in §4.2.
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effective divisors that we can identify, and are therefore dominant in the superpotential,
regardless of whether or not fluxes rigidify other divisors: see §A.1.1.17

To stabilize h'!'(X) Kihler moduli 7; by the mechanism proposed by [2], one needs
at least A (X) terms in the nonperturbative superpotential.'® We therefore restrict
ourselves to Calabi-Yau threefolds X that have at least h'''(X) rigid prime toric divisors.
We do not impose at the outset the stronger requirement that all rigid prime toric divisors
that make non-negligible contributions are in fact pure rigid, but this nonetheless turns
out to be true in all of our examples: see §A.1.1 and §5.

The final form of the nonperturbative superpotential that we will work with is

Wap = Ape '”, (2.62)

where the sum on D ranges only over pure rigid prime toric divisors. The full superpo-

tential is therefore
2 — — — _ 2
W(zmT)z\/iHT-E-(f—Th)JrZADe o (2.63)
T
D

Let us briefly recapitulate how the quantities appearing in (2.63) are obtained. The
choice of a Calabi-Yau threefold and of an orientifold projection dictates which divisors
D contribute to the sum in (2.63), either with ¢p = 1 or with ¢p = 6, and similarly
determines how the complexified volumes T, can be expanded as linear combinations of
the Kahler moduli 7;. The fluxes f, h are vectors of integers that can be chosen to specify
a flux compactification. The dependence of (2.63) on the complex structure moduli z, is
encoded in the periods ﬁ; the dependence on 7 is shown explicitly; and the dependence
on the Kéahler moduli T; occurs via 1.

The only quantities that remain to be specified in (2.63) are the values of the Pfaffian
numbers Ap. These are presently unknown, but have been the subject of significant

recent work [11,80-82]. We adopt the form

2 np
man?’

Ap = (2.64)

where the constant np is related to an integral over worldsheet modes [30]. No complete

computation of np has yet appeared in the literature, but based on the results of [32] it

1"For the computation of pure rigidity, we use a conjecture formulated in [79] for correcting the Euler
characteristic of a divisor by contributions from O3-planes. We tested our computation on the examples
of [18,79], finding exact agreement. Specifically, the computation arrives at the same results for pure
rigidity, in all the examples of [18,79], as those found by hand by M. Kim in a direct computation that

does not rely on the conjecture of [79].
18More precisely, the divisor classes corresponding to the nonperturbative superpotential terms need

to span all of H?(X,R).
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is reasonable to expect that np is an order-one number.'® For definiteness, in §4 and §5

np =1 — AD:\/§ ! (2.65)

we take

T4r?’
for all divisors D.
In §A.1.3 we show that each of the de Sitter vacua exhibited in §5 persists throughout
the wide range
107 < np < 10*, (2.66)

Persistence outside the range (A.10) is also common, but varies depending on the example,
and so we do not characterize a wider range here.

In view of (A.10), the fact that the values of the Pfaffian numbers Ap are unknown
does not appear to be a significant weakness of our constructions. Even so, it would be

worthwhile to compute the Ap directly.

2.5 Summary of the supersymmetric EFT

Collecting the above results, the data of the leading-order supersymmetric EFT is as

follows. Adopting the normalization (2.65), the superpotential is

W = Waux + Weps + Wi (2.67)

2 - - 21 _2n
:\EHT-Z-U—T’IH\/;HZ@ o', (2.68)
D

where the sum runs over pure rigid prime toric divisors.
The Kahler potential obtained in §2.3 is
K= Ko = Kyee + Karys + Kwst (2.69)
=—2log (23/2g8_3/2V> —log(—i(r—7)) — log<—z' /X QA Q) , (2.70)
in terms of the o'-corrected, string tree level, string-frame volume V given in (2.39),

CBIX(X)
4(2m)3

A <L13<(—1)W'qe—2mt> +2rq-t L12<(—1)7'qe—2mt>> . (271)

qeEM(X)

1 o
V = gfﬁijktltjtk —

+

1
2(27)3

YTndeed, one might expect that np € Z for the following reason: the 03/O7 orientifolds considered
here are mirror dual to O6 orientifolds in type ITA string theory, which at strong coupling become M-
theory compactifications on G5 manifolds. In this context, both the exponential corrections in Wayx
and Euclidean D3-brane contributions to W), are reinterpreted as resulting from Euclidean M2-branes
wrapping three-cycles. The common origin of these corrections to the superpotential, and the fact that
the exponential corrections to Wy, have integer coefficients in our above normalization — cf. (3.22) —

suggests that np is integral as well, and supports our choice of numerical factors in (2.64).
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The Kéahler coordinates are

1 /
T, ~ T1 = — (7;.“ee + T ¢ 7;“’51) +i / Cy Nwi, (2.72)
Js X
with
ree (a')? ‘WSI __ 1 ik X<DZ)
: : WAL — Z g it - Y
1
T o2 > qi%Liz((—l)”'qe‘%q't) : (2.73)
( W) qEM(X)

In total, the superpotential W (2.68), the Kéahler potential K}, (2.70), (2.71), and the
Kihler coordinates 7, 2%, and T}* (2.73) specify an N = 1 supersymmetric supergravity
theory, which we call the leading-order supersymmetric EFT. The F-term potential of
this theory is

Vi = Ve(W; Ko7, 2%, T1%) . (2.74)

Let us briefly recapitulate the approximations that have been made in reaching (2.74).
We are aware of no significant corrections to the form (2.68) for the superpotential,
except for deviations from the reference normalization (2.65); we will marginalize over
this unknown in our solutions. The expressions (2.70), (2.71), (2.73) for K, and T},
respectively, incorporate corrections at string tree level, to all orders — perturbative and
nonperturbative — in /. Perturbative corrections in the string loop expansion have not
been included in (2.70), (2.71), (2.73), and are discussed in Appendix A.

The potential Vg in (2.74) depends on all the moduli, and can be computed ezplicitly
in any example, in terms of the topological data of a Calabi-Yau X and its mirror X , an
orientifold involution Z of X, and a choice of flux quanta. By computing V and finding
supersymmetric minima, one can thus construct supersymmetric AdS, vacua of type 11B
string theory [18]. The cosmological constant of such a solution is governed by the value
of the superpotential at the minimum, and will be small in magnitude for choices of flux

such that Wy, has an extremely small vev,
((Whu|) =Wo < 1. (2.75)

It was shown in [18,27] that, by choosing fluxes such that the term W,y appearing in

(2.55) vanishes identically, one can generate exponentially small flux superpotentials.?’
Our goal is instead to find non-supersymmetric minima in which anti-D3-branes in

Klebanov-Strassler throats break supersymmetry. We now turn to the task of engineering

such configurations.

20The flux superpotential vevs engineered in [13,27] are much smaller than counting arguments sug-
gest is generically possible [33]: the integer nature of the flux vectors is essential to ensuring the smallness
of the superpotential in [18,27], and so these configurations are invisible in the continuous flux approxi-

mation made in [83].
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3 Conifolds and Supersymmetry Breaking

In this section we explain how to construct supersymmetric AdS vacua with Klebanov-

Strassler throats, and to break supersymmetry via anti-D3-branes therein.?!

3.1 Engineering conifolds

To construct a Klebanov-Strassler throat region in a flux compactification, we must sta-
bilize the complex structure moduli near a conifold locus. This will be our first major
departure from the framework of [18], which we have otherwise followed thus far. To
engineer small cosmological constants in the presence of a Klebanov-Strassler throat, we
would like to adapt the formalism of [27] to work near a boundary of moduli space where
a conifold curve shrinks. This was done in [35], whose approach we will follow; similar re-
sults appeared simultaneously in [34]. Here we will just sketch the construction, referring
the reader to the original work for more details.

A conifold singularity is a locus in the complex structure moduli space of a Calabi-
Yau threefold X where a set of n¢ three-cycles, all of which lie in the same homology
class [C] € Hs(X,Z), shrink to zero volume. In an LCS patch, we can identify the
complex structure moduli space of X with the complexified Kahler cone IC()~( ) of the
mirror threefold X. In this picture, the conifold locus is identified with the facet of K(X)
where a fixed set of curves Cy in some effective curve class G € M(X)NHy(X,Z), which
we call the conifold class, shrink to zero size. We will defer discussion of how to actually
find conifolds and how to compute n. to §4.2, and for now just assume the existence of
some conifold class . The volume of the curves Cy is measured by the absolute value
of

zep = 2%q, (3.1)

which we will refer to as the conifold modulus. Denoting by w®, the generators of the

lattice orthogonal to q°f, it will be useful to parameterize moduli space according to
2% = w2 + %%, (3.2)

witha € 1,...,h?  and o € 1,...,h*! — 1, in terms of the conifold modulus z. and the

bulk moduli z®. Here, £% is an arbitrary constant vector satisfying q<f¢® = 1.
We want to engineer a long but finite Klebanov-Strassler throat, so we need to stabilize
the moduli such that z. is exponentially small but still nonzero, and we are otherwise at

LCS. In this regime, we need to evaluate the flux superpotential and the Kahler potential

21Supersymmetric AdS vacua without Klebanov-Strassler throats were constructed in [15], and super-
symmetric configurations with Klebanov-Strassler throats but without all moduli stabilized were obtained
in [34,85], building on the framework of [27]; we employ much of the technology used in those works.

Earlier work on supersymmetric AdS vacua of KKLT type appears in [36,87].
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systematically, order by order in z.. As in [35], if one defines the following quantized

fluxes,

f: (POaPa707Ma)T ) (33&)
h=(0,K,,0,0%) , (3.3b)

one can continue the flux superpotential (2.63) to small z., resulting in

5 W2, 28, 7) = W (2%, 7) + szW(l)(zo‘, Zet, T) + O(22%), (3.4)
with
« 1 a B « 1 a B 1 a~!
Wbmk(’z ’T) :§M Kapy2 27— TK 2% + P/D’ - §M Aaﬁ z" + PO - ﬂM C,
1 ~ aTv: TiqQa 2™
~ Gp 2 el Lin(T ), (3.5)
aract

where we have defined &, := ¢, + nchzf, and lower Greek indices are obtained from Latin
ones by contracting with the projection w?,.

If Ps = %M “Aqp and Py = iM ®¢ . the polynomial part of the bulk superpotential
becomes homogenous and quadratic in the bulk moduli 2* and 7, and therefore vacua
with small superpotential can be found as in [27].

At linear order in z. we have

c ) - 1

W(l)(za, 2ty T) = — M;sz (log(—?mch) — 1> + J\/.I'“/falwsz7 + (Pa — §Aabe) &
1 ~ ~ a¢b : 2Tiqaz™

+ - E Qo Qp ME” Ng Liy (e779%7) (3.6)

q#q°f

where we have defined
M =g Me, (3.7)

a

and the number of conifolds is given by n. = A4g; this expression involves the famous
logarithmic branch cut of the conifold.

In the compactification geometry X, rather than its mirror X , the conifold singularity
involves a shrinking three-cycle that we denote by A..ni, and refer to as ‘the conifold A-
cycle’. The three-form flux threading the conifold A-cycle is equal to M defined in (3.7).

We now make the convenient choice £* = M®/M and define the quantities

~ 1 ~ ~ : TiQa 2
Kap = FayIm(2)" = o > aly Mg Lig (7797) | (3.8)
a#qt
|M]]? == =M*MK 5, (3.9)
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and
throat = Qﬂux o gs||M||2 ’ (310)

flux

where the D3-brane charge in fluxes, Qaux, was defined in (2.27). Even though /C,;
has indefinite signature (+1,—1,...,—1), one can show that |[M|| > 0 on the space of
admissible fluxes.

The F-terms of the conifold modulus are solved at the vev

1 2m throat
L) = ST geoat | 3.11

and QY™ can be thought of as the part of the overall D3-brane charge in fluxes that

flux

resides in the n. local conifold regions. Conversely, the quantity

b = g/ [ M| (3.12)

flux

can be thought of as the part residing in the bulk.

throat
flux

Importantly — provided that @ > (0 — the conifold modulus gets stabilized
exponentially close to z.s = 0, leading to a warped throat region with hierarchy of scales

proportional?? to (| ze|)3.

3.2 Perturbatively flat vacua with conifolds

As long as the vev of the conifold modulus is very small, the F-terms of the bulk moduli
(2%, 7) are insensitive to z., and we can analyze their stabilization using Wy (2%, 7),
along the lines of [27].

In terms of Nos = M%%gas, we define p® = NK,, and p* := w%,p®, and the

conditions for solutions as in [27,85] become
det N #£0, (3.13)
pE Ket, (3.14)
Koap® =0, (3.15)
Ay, MP € 27, (3.16)
& Me € 247, (3.17)

where K denotes the (interior of) the facet of the Kéhler cone K(X) of the mirror
threefold X along which the conifold curve shrinks. In general, p® is a rational vector,
but it is occasionally useful to rescale it by a positive integer r to obtain a vector with
integer entries, which we denote by p%, = rp® We remark that the conditions (3.13)-
(3.17) are invariant under K, — K, — 6K q¢' for 0K € Z, under which the vev of the

22The precise numerical relation is derived in Appendix B: see (B.9).
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conifold modulus transforms as
(Jzetl) — €725 (|2t} (3.18)

If the conditions (3.13)-(3.17) are met, the F-term conditions for the bulk moduli z*

and the axiodilaton 7 are solved along the one-dimensional locus in field space where
2% =pr, (3.19)

provided that exponential terms in Wy, are neglected. Such a locus is called a pertur-
batively flat vacuum (PFV) [27], and we refer to a perturbatively flat vacuum with a
conifold as a conifold PFV.

Integrating out all but the single light degree of freedom,?® one obtains an effective

theory that we will refer to as the PFV effective theory, with effective superpotential

€ 1 ~ a . 7Ti~(1 (XT
Wia(7) = "o Z N Qa M Liy (779P°T) (3.20)
G#£q°t
This can be evaluated order by order in the worldsheet instanton expansion of the mirror

dual X. For later convenience, we write

Wil(r) = > Wy (3.21)
N=1
where .
— ;= arTv: %NT
Wy =~ ) %N%%M Lis (e ) (3.22)

An F-term solution for the light degree of freedom 7 frequently arises from a com-
petition between consecutive terms with somewhat hierarchical coefficients: this effect
is called the racetrack mechanism. For example, if the superpotential can be well-

approximated by the two leading terms,
Wit (T) ~ Cy exp(2miqy7) 4 Cy exp(2migoT) | (3.23)

then an F-term solution arises for

{ Cl(h)
= log | — : 3.24
7) 27 (1 — q2) s ( Cagqa ( )
and the superpotential has expectation value
2/(q2—q1)
@ —q Coga \*
W) = <— ) , 3.25
Wilh) = 2 (- 3:29

23Recall that in this section we are not yet considering Kihler moduli.
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which is exponentially small in 1/(gs — ¢1), provided that Coqa > Ciq;.

It is important to note that the effective superpotential in general receives corrections
of order (nglk(T))Q, and so care must be taken when considering solutions for which the
vev of the effective superpotential is not extremely small. All of our solutions will feature
superpotentials that are somewhat small, but not extremely small, and so we will take

the following approach:
1. Identify a vacuum (7)ppy of the PFV effective theory.

2. Use the point 7 = (7)ppy, 2% = p*(7)prv as an initial guess for a numerical search
for a root of the full F-terms, no longer making the approximations that led to the
PFV effective theory.

If a solution can be found in step 2 it is reliable, and is usually found very quickly.
We thus arrive at expectation values for the axiodilaton, bulk complex structure mod-
uli, and conifold modulus, at the level of the full theory of the complex structure moduli

and axiodilaton, but not yet including the Kahler moduli or any source of supersymmetry

breaking:
T = (T)F, (3.26)
2% = (2%, (3.27)
Zet = (Zet)F (3.28)
and we write
Wo = (Wausl)r = [Waue (7}, (298, () ) | (3.20)

3.3 Anti-D3-branes in Klebanov-Strassler throats

Given any vacuum in complex structure moduli space that lies sufficiently close to a
conifold singularity — i.e. with (|z.|) < 1, c¢f. (3.11) — a warped Klebanov-Strassler
(KS) throat emerges [15,16]. The radius of curvature near the tip is of order y/g; M/ [15].
Thus, in addition to the vev of the flux superpotential, the 't Hooft coupling gsM is a
key control parameter in our analysis.

There are two interesting regimes. In the first regime, where g, M < 1, the supergrav-
ity description of the throat is not controlled, and instead one should work with the dual
description in terms of a confining gauge theory [15]; we refer to this as the gauge theory
regime. In contrast, for gsM > 1, the supergravity description is the correct one and we
correspondingly refer to this as the supergravity regime. In this work we will focus on
the supergravity regime, where supersymmetry breaking is much better understood; we

defer discussion of the gauge theory regime to future work.?*

24Nevertheless, we present an example in the gauge theory regime in Appendix C.
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The infrared region of the Klebanov-Strassler throat provides a weakly curved back-
ground for a spacetime-filling anti-D3-brane, which is the source of supersymmetry break-
ing in the KKLT proposal [2]. Two properties of the throat are essential for this purpose.

First, an anti-D3-brane state at the bottom of the throat can be metastable. At

leading order in the o’ expansion, this was studied by Kachru, Pearson, and Verlinde

(KPV) [17], who found that p anti-D3-branes in a Klebanov-Strassler throat can form a
metastable state if \
= >0 (3.30)
p

We will study configurations with a single anti-D3-brane, i.e. with p = 1, and so we
will consider configurations with A > 12. The constraint (3.30) is generally subject
to corrections in o, i.e., in 1/(gsM), which were studied in a series of recent works
[19-23]. These results indicate that g;M has to be rather large before o/ corrections to
the computation of KPV can be safely disregarded.?’ But by the same token, the results
of [19-23] cannot rule out the existence of metastable anti-D3 brane states in the regime
gsM ~ 1 because the series of o/ corrections is not controlled when the leading correction
starts to matter. In this work we focus on finding explicit solutions in which g,M 2 1,
leaving the important question of what the actual range of g;M for which the anti-D3-
brane state remains metastable is for future work. We emphasize that the existence of a
metastable supersymmetry-breaking state for small values of the 't Hooft coupling, even
for arbitrarily small values, is certainly plausible.

Second, the positive tension of a single metastable anti-D3-brane state contributes
to the four-dimensional vacuum energy. The potential Vpz of an anti-D3-brane in a

Klebanov-Strassler throat scales with the overall Einstein-frame volume Vg of the Calabi-

Yau as [2, 17,89]
c

Vb3 = STER (3.31)
where the constant ¢ is suppressed by the redshift of the throat. In Appendix B we find

24/3

cf

c=n——"F=——, ~ 2.6727, 3.32
Umyry el (3-32)

where V is the string-frame volume of the mirror Calabi-Yau.

Thus, in the presence of an anti-D3-brane, the full scalar potential is given by
V=Vr+ V53, (3.33)

where Vr is the F-term potential (2.74), and Vpz is specified by (3.31) and (3.32).
In order for the term V3 to lift the overall vacuum energy to a positive value but not

to induce a runaway instability, one requires that the uplift is approximately of the same

258ee also [35].
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order as |Vp| in an F-term minimum, which leads to the constraint
2 ~

— . Vog el VRVS

T Vel Wl (9:M)

where the constant ¢ & 114 is derived in Appendix B. We call a vacuum satisfying the

5 ¢~ 1, (3.34)

relation (3.34) well-aligned, and our task in the rest of the paper is to construct well-

aligned vacua.

3.4 Constraints on control parameters

In practice, the alignment condition (3.34) requires the conifold modulus to have a small
vev, |z < 1. Through (3.11), this vev is governed by the D3-brane charge in the throat
as defined in (3.10), which obeys

o™ < Qaux = Qo + 2, (3.35)

where the D3-brane tadpole from orientifolds (o and the total D3-brane charge in flux
Qnux were defined in (2.27), and we have used (2.30).
Combining (3.35) with (3.11), we find
(lzetl) 2 %exp <_gs,2z\7;—§ch) : (3.36)
The tadpole Qo is determined by the Hodge numbers of the Calabi-Yau, which are
believed to be bounded in general. For Calabi-Yau hypersurfaces in toric varieties, which

are the setting for this work, we have?S
Qo <2+ h" + 1> <2411+ 491 = 504. (3.37)

Using (3.36), we can write (3.34) as a lower bound on the fluz superpotential [92-91].
Generically, for a (conifold-)PFV the quantity V is of order g3, and empirically we
typically find?” V,QE/ > ~ Qo/gs. Using these estimates and taking ner = 2, we find

s 1 (Qo . _ 27Qo
O~ g2M | (2n)is 39 M2 )

(3.38)

When the 't Hooft coupling g, M is large,?® (3.38) presents a severe constraint that sharply
bounds the best control parameters one can even in principle hope to find. For example,
taking g, = 1/(gsM) = 0.2 and using® Qo < 504, we find Wy > 0.015.

26Explicit orientifolds that saturate this bound appear in [90,91].
2TThis finding implies that control over warping corrections [71,75,95-07] is good for small g, cf. [15].
281f a metastable supersymmetry breaking state could be established directly in the Klebanov-Strassler

gauge theory [15], i.e., for small 't Hooft coupling g;M, then one could search for de Sitter vacua with
exponentially small superpotentials. Identifying such a state in the gauge theory regime is an important

(and formidable!) task for future research.
29The much larger D3-brane tadpoles that arise in generic F-theory models could significantly ame-

liorate this problem; however, see e.g. [93,98,99].
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Moreover, even with the very conservative values g;M ~ 1 and M = 14, we find that
Wy > 103!, This limit on the vacuum energy in a KKLT de Sitter vacuum stands in
sharp contrast to the case of supersymmetric AdS vacua, where there does not appear to
be a fundamental limit on how small a W, one can hope to find [15].%

The bound (3.38) implies that control over the string loop expansion and over correc-
tions in 1/(gsM) will necessarily be somewhat limited in our solutions, and indeed none
of the de Sitter candidates presented in this work will have extremely small flux super-
potential. Nonetheless, we have been able to construct well-aligned vacua that uplift to

metastable de Sitter vacua of the leading-order theory.

4 Search Procedure

At this point the leading-order EF'T has been fully specified in terms of computable data.
Our task is now to find incarnations of this EFT in explicit Calabi-Yau compactifications,
and to stabilize the moduli in these theories.

In this section we explain the process of identifying candidate KKLT de Sitter vacua,
from the first step of specifying topological data, down to the final step of exhibiting a
metastable minimum of the potential V' defined in (3.33).

4.1 Overview of requirements

We will select Calabi-Yau orientifolds and three-form flux quanta as follows:

i.) We begin with a Calabi-Yau threefold hypersurface X in a toric variety obtained
from a triangulation of a reflexive polytope. We select X for which a conifold

singularity can arise from shrinking a toric flop curve in the mirror X.3!

ii.) We compactify on a particular orientifold of X, inherited from an involution of the
toric variety, for which hM' = hi’l =0and Qo = 2+ hb! + p?h

iii.) We check that the conifold and orientifolds do not intersect.

iv.) We check that at least h'''(X) pure rigid divisors that do not intersect the conifold

contribute to the nonperturbative superpotential (2.62).

v.) We choose quantized fluxes with Qq.x = Qo +2, so that Gauss’s law (2.29) requires

the presence of a single anti-D3-brane.3?

30Indeed, in forthcoming work [100] we will present a supersymmetric AdS vacuum with Wy < 10759,
31A set of further criteria we impose on the polytope are enumerated and explained in §4.2.
320ne could in addition include an arbitrary number of D3-brane/anti-D3-brane pairs, but in general

such pairs quickly annihilate.
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vi.) We further require that the quantized fluxes are such that the complex structure
moduli and axiodilaton are stabilized near a conifold locus, and at weak string
coupling, and such that the vev of the flux superpotential is small, i.e. we require
(Jzet|)r < 1, (Im(7)p) ' = g, < 1, and Wy < 1, cf. (3.26).

vii.) We select cases in which M > 12, with M the flux on the conifold A-cycle, cf. (3.7),
so that the anti-D3-brane metastability condition (3.30) obtained in [17] is met.

viii.) We select cases in which the full scalar potential (3.33), V' = Vi + Vp3, viewed as
a function of all the moduli fields ® — the complex structure moduli, axiodilaton,
and Kéhler moduli — has a de Sitter minimum, i.e. a point ®, where V"> 0, V' = 0,

and the Hessian of V' is positive definite.

ix.) We check that the truncations made are consistent at ®,: the contributions of
all divisors omitted from (2.62) must be small compared to the terms retained in
(2.62), and the contributions of all curves omitted from (2.71) and (2.73) must be
small compared to the terms retained in (2.71) and (2.73).

A vacuum meeting all of these requirements is a KKLT de Sitter vacuum in the leading
order EFT. In the following sections we explain in more detail the algorithm we used to
find such configurations.

We collect the various conditions being imposed, as well as the number of configura-

tions satisfying each constraint, in Table 1.

4.2 Selection of polytopes

We begin by setting notation and terminology for Calabi-Yau threefold hypersurfaces
in toric varieties, which we will obtain from triangulations of four-dimensional reflexive
polytopes from the Kreuzer-Skarke list [101].

Suppose that A C Z* is a four-dimensional reflexive polytope, and denote by A° its
polar dual. We call a dual pair (A, A°) of polytopes A°-favorable if every two-face of
A° that has interior points is dual to a one-face of A that has no interior points, and
similarly we call the pair A-favorable if every two-face of A that has interior points is
dual to a one-face of A° that has no interior points. Both conditions are convenient, and
we will only consider pairs of polytopes that are both A-favorable and A°-favorable.

Let 7 be a regular, star triangulation of A° in which every point of A° that is not

interior to a facet is a vertex of a simplex of .7.3% The toric fan associated to .7 defines

33Such a .7 is not in general a fine, regular, star triangulation (FRST), because of the omission of
points interior to facets, but the associated subvarieties of V' do not intersect a generic hypersurface X,
and so are immaterial for our analysis. With this understanding, we refer to such triangulations .7 as
FRSTs, because they are fine enough for our needs.
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Condition Number of configurations | Explanation

3< AP <8 202,073 polytopes §4.2
trilayer, A and A° favorable 3187 polytopes §4.2
Hodge number cuts 322 polytopes §4.2
> hb! rigid divisors 322 polytopes §4.2
conifold disjoint from O-planes 2669 conifolds §4.3
conifold consistent with KKLT point 416 conifolds §4.3
fluxes giving conifold PFV 240,480,253 conifold PFVs §4.4

two-term racetrack 141,594,222 racetrack PFVs §4.4, (3.23)

M > 12; one anti-D3-brane 33,371 anti-D3-brane PFVs §4.4, (2.30)
de Sitter vacuum 30 de Sitter vacua 85

Table 1: Number of configurations found at each stage of the selection process. The
conditions are cumulative: in a given row the requirements of all preceding rows are
imposed. At the level of polytopes, the configurations found exhaust the possibilities in
the Kreuzer-Skarke list that meet the stated conditions. In the corresponding Calabi-Yau
threefolds, all conifolds arising from toric flop curves were considered, but non-toric flop
curves were not. We do not quote here the exponentially large number of inequivalent
triangulations of A°, but do allow exploration of any such Calabi-Yau phase. At the level

of flux choices yielding PFVs, the search was extensive but not exhaustive.
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a four-dimensional toric variety V in which the generic anticanonical hypersurface X is
a smooth Calabi-Yau threefold.

A consequence of A°-favorability is that
RHY (V) = WX, (4.1)

with 211 (V) + 4 toric coordinates x; generating the Cox ring. We define the prime toric
divisors of V' as

.@[ = {IL’[ = 0} s (42)

and we refer to

Dr=9;NX (4.3)

as the prime toric divisors of X. The D; are all effective divisors, and (again using A°-
favorability) they generate Hy(X,Z). Even so, in general there exist effective divisors D
that are non-positive integer linear combinations of the D;, which we term autochthonous
divisors.

We say that a polytope A° is trilayer if the points of A° lie in exactly three distinct
affine sub-lattices of codimension one, in a sense made precise in [91]. Calabi-Yau three-
fold hypersurfaces in toric varieties V' resulting from triangulations of trilayer polytopes
admit very convenient orientifold actions [91]. In each case there exists a certain toric

coordinate, which we denote by x1, such that the involution of V' defined by
r1 — —T1 (44)

yields, when restricted to the generic invariant hypersurface X C V', an orientifold with
R hil = 0, which we will refer to as a trilayer orientifold. All orientifolds considered
in this work will be of this type.

Given a Calabi-Yau orientifold X/Z, the D3-brane tadpole, defined in (2.27), is a
useful measure of the richness of flux vacua that one can expect in compactification on

X/Z. For the orientifolds considered here, we have
Qo =2+ h" "+ n>!. (4.5)

Thus, the D3-brane tadpole is large if either Hodge number is large. However, the
construction of large ensembles of PFVs becomes expensive for h%! > 10, so we restrict
ourselves to the range 3 < h?! < 8. The D3-brane tadpole can then still be large
for sufficiently large values of h'!. In practice, we restrict to polytopes with either
3 < h?!' <5and Qo > 100, or 6 < h*! < 8 and Qo > 150.

Furthermore, we will only consider polytopes in which at least h''! of the prime toric
divisors Dy are rigid, as defined in (2.57), and so generate nonperturbative superpotential

terms.34

34The prime toric divisors of a smooth Calabi-Yau threefold hypersurface X are themselves smooth

at generic points in the complex structure moduli space of X.
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Finally, for technical reasons related to our construction of conifold limits in Calabi-
Yau hypersurfaces, which we will explain in §4.3, we impose that A° has one or more
one-faces with exactly one interior point, such that the dual two-face admits at least two
distinct fine regular triangulations (FRTS).

In summary, we select Calabi-Yau hypersurfaces from pairs of reflexive polytopes
(A, A°) that

1. are A-favorable,

2. are A°-favorable,

3. have Qo > 100 and 3 < h?! <5, or Qo > 150 and 6 < h*! < 8,
4. have at least hb! rigid prime toric divisors,

5. are such that A° has a one-face with a unique interior point, with the dual two-face
of A admitting at least two FRTs.

As summarized in Table 1, there are 202,073 polytopes in the Kreuzer-Skarke list with
3 < h®! <8, of which 322 fulfill all our requirements. These 322 polytopes are the arena

for this work.

4.3 Selection of Calabi-Yau orientifolds with conifolds

Next, let us describe how to construct Calabi-Yau orientifolds with conifolds, while avoid-
ing intersections of the conifold singularities with the orientifold planes. First, we recall

that the anti-canonical polynomial for our Calabi-Yau hypersurface X is given by

f= Z VeSq, 8¢ ::ny;,p])ﬂ (4.6)
pr

qeEANZA

where p; are the lattice points of A° not interior to facets and not the origin, and the
sum runs over all integral points ¢ in the dual polytope A.

In order for the hypersurface to be invariant under the involution Z in (4.4) all co-
efficients v, in (4.6) with (g,p;) € 2Z are set to zero, making the otherwise generic
hypersurface orientifold-invariant.

We would like to engineer a situation in which (4.6) develops conifold singularities
along a pair of points. This can be achieved in the following way: one considers a one-
face of A° with a unique interior point p.,. We will denote by x. the homogeneous

coordinate associated to this point. Upon setting x.s = 0, the anti-canonical polynomial

f degenerates to g = f|; =0, which is a linear combination of monomials s, with ¢ in

the dual two-face of A. We assume that this two-face admits at least two FRT's, and so
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in the simplest case it is a quadrilateral with four vertices ¢*+*. If this is so, one chooses

local coordinates such that f can be expanded as
f=2q - h+g+0@%) =3 h+ 50 (bg + ety + ety + patity) + O(x%), (4.7)

where the pair (t;,ty) parameterizes an algebraic torus (C*)> C (C*)* C V, and h is a

generic global section of the appropriate line bundle.

For
wQQ ¢Q3

s =1, (4.8)

conifold singularities arise along

Yo
Yo

which is a set of two nodal points in X. The generalization to cases where the relevant

accf:h:(], ti =ty = — (49)

two-face of the dual polytope A is not a quadrilateral is straightforward, and leads to
higher-order corrections in t; 5 in (4.7), which can be neglected in the (partial) LCS limit.

Using the mirror map [65], one reads off from (4.8) that the resulting pair of shrinking
three-spheres are mirror dual to a pair of isolated shrinking P's in a class [C¢], shrinking
likewise to conifold singularities. Thus, the methods of [35] apply. In order to reach the
conifold limit at a facet of the large complex structure cone, one has to further ensure
that the Calabi-Yau periods are expanded around the appropriate LCS cone, i.e., one
that is dual to a Kéhler cone of the mirror threefold that has a facet dual to the class
[Cet]. Any such LCS cone yields a model with an appropriate conifold limit, and thus we
generate models by iterating over all FRSTs of the dual polytope A.3

Finally, given any candidate conifold, we impose a further condition: the orientifold
symmetry (4.4) must exchange the two conifold singularities (4.9), rather than mapping
each of them to itself, which would force the presence of orientifold planes in the infrared
region of the resulting Klebanov-Strassler throats. In particular, we will impose that the
divisor x.s = 0 does not host an O7-plane.

As an aside, one could attempt to find models with only a single throat in the Calabi-
Yau threefold that gets mapped to itself by the orientifold (4.4). The only way this
can occur without O7-planes reaching to the tip of the throat is if a pair of O3-planes
reside on opposite poles of the shrinking S3.3¢ At first sight, this seems easy to engineer,
by considering a pair of O3-planes that arise as the intersection with the Calabi-Yau

hypersurface of an orientifold-invariant curve Crjx = {z; = x; = xx = 0} of the

35More generally, one could use the results of [102] to work with conifold singularities that do not
have a simple combinatorial description in terms of neighboring triangulations of the dual polytope. We

leave to future work the task of generating models along these lines.
36Such configurations were studied in a different context in [103].
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ambient variety. In this case, the anti-canonical polynomial f degenerates to a quadratic

polynomial in a single C* coordinate t,

f‘CIJK X g, + hg, T + 1/Jq3t2 ) (4.10)

% = 1 Here, ¢ 43 are the three
¢q2 4 9 b

points of the one-face of A dual to the two-face of A° that hosts the points p; j k. Again

with vanishing discriminant for tuned coefficients

using the mirror map, this identifies the singular limit as mirror dual to a facet of the
Kaéhler cone where a divisor degenerates to a rational curve, yielding non-abelian su(2)
enhancement [104,105]. Unfortunately, the methods of [¢5] are not directly applicable in
this regime, and so we leave its exploration for future work.

A final restriction on the conifold results from considering Kahler moduli stabilization.
A Euclidean D3-brane on a divisor D that intersects the conifold in the singular limit
will pass through a highly warped region of the Klebanov-Strassler throat that arises
after flux compactification. The corresponding Euclidean D3-brane contribution to the
nonperturbative superpotential will be exponentially suppressed compared to those from
unwarped Euclidean D3-branes,” and cannot materially contribute to Kahler moduli
stabilization. Thus, (4.9) implies that we should omit from the sum in (2.68) the prime
toric divisor D¢t == {x¢ = 0} that intersects the ne = 2 conifolds. We therefore require
that of the prime toric divisors excluding Dy, at least h'!' are pure rigid and allow for
the existence of a KKLT point, as will be explained in §4.5.

From the list of 322 polytopes meeting our topological criteria, there are 416 conifolds

in Calabi-Yau orientifolds that meet all of our criteria: see Table 1.

4.4 Selection of fluxes

Equipped with a Calabi-Yau orientifold X/Z and a choice of conifold curve C.f, our next
task is to select flux vectors that stabilize the complex structure moduli exponentially
close to a conifold singularity with small Wj. Following [$5], we will do this by engineering
conifold PFVs, as defined in §3.2.

We recall that the data of a conifold PFV consists of vectors M € Z"™' ) K e
2" ) 5 e QM satisfying (3.13)-(3.17). In particular, (3.14) requires that 7 lies in a
facet K. of the Kéhler cone of the mirror threefold X along which the conifold curve C¢
shrinks; the entries of M must satisfy the integrality conditions (3.16) and (3.17); and a
Diophantine equation (3.15) in the entries of K and M must be satisfied.

We now describe an efficient algorithm for enumerating solutions to these constraints.?®

37See e.g. [73] for background on Euclidean D3-branes and gaugino condensates in warped throats.
38We present a variant of an algorithm discovered in the course of related work by M. Demirtas and

implemented by A. Rios-Tascon; we thank them for letting us use their algorithm here.
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The simplest conditions are (3.16) and (3.17), which constrain M to lie in some full-
dimensional sub-lattice. Its lattice generators are easily found, for example using the
Euclidean Algorithm. FExpanding M as an integral combination of lattice generators
identically solves the constraints (3.16) and (3.17).

The starting point for what follows is a set of lattice points p interior to the facet
K. This is a convex, locally polyhedral cone of dimension h*'(X) — 1. Given its
generators, or the dual hyperplanes, enumerating lattice points is an exercise in integer
linear programming.

Given any such lattice point p we can write the Diophantine equation (3.15) as

Mo =0, Tulp) = %naaﬁp“pﬂ : (4.11)
This is a linear integer constraint on M , and so again we can compute the sub-lattice along
which this constraint is satisfied identically. Denoting by e,%, with u=1,..., h*(X)—1,
a lattice basis for the sub-lattice along which (3.15), (3.16), and (3.17) are satisfied, we
can expand
M* = "mle,, ez (4.12)
©
and for each m we can set K, — Naﬁpﬂ = M“/«;aagpﬁ. As K, is obtained from the flux
vector K, via the projection 7 : K, — K, = K,w",, we thus obtain a one-parameter
family of solutions
Ky = Kapy M'p" — K'q (4.13)

where K’ € Z. As a consequence, the D3-brane charge in fluxes is given by
Qﬂux = _]\4(1]\41)"{(11)'\/197 + MK, ) (414)

and we recall that Gauss’s law enforces (2.29) on the D3-brane charge in fluxes.
Dropping instanton corrections from (3.8) and using Im(2%) = p®/gs, we may approx-
imately identify the first term in (4.14) with QRUX = g,||M|[?, cf. (3.12), and likewise
throat ~ M K'. Thus, (3.11) can be written

1 2r K’
of]) ~ — — ) 4.1
() = 5 o (<2700 (1.15)

As a consequence of (4.15), stabilizing near the conifold requires that M K’ > 0. Thus,
(2.29) implies that
Pk o Y K p” = Qo + 2(Npg — Nps) — MK (4.16)

flux

The Weil-Petersson metric on complex structure moduli space is proportional to the

quantity —&qp,Im(z7), up to an additive term o 7.7, that is annihilated by the generators
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Figure 2: Left: Log-scale histogram of the flux quantum M on the conifold A-cycle,
defined in (3.7). Right: Log-scale histogram of D3-brane charge in the throat region,
throat a5 a fraction of the total charge Qq. See (2.27) and (3.10) for definitions. We see

that M > 1 occurs in our ensemble, as do Klebanov-Strassler throats containing almost

the entire D3-brane charge of the compactification, but both are exponentially rare.

e,”. Therefore, (3.8) defines a positive definite norm on the space of quantized fluxes m#*.
For any given integral p® we can hence find all conifold PFVs by enumerating all points
in the ellipsoid defined by

EEE( ~ —m'm”k,pT < Qo + 2(Npz — Nps) , (4.17)

and dialing K’ such that (4.16) is solved.

Furthermore, for any integral p®* one can instead consider a rational multiple p® —
p*/k for 1 < k € Z. This is equivalent to enlarging the right-hand side of (4.16) by
a factor k and post-selecting those solutions for which K, is divisible by & (the flux
number K’ need not be integer if & # 1). We know of no analytic bound for the largest
admissible k, so in practice we fix some reasonably large integer k.. and seek solutions
with £ < kpax.

By employing the above algorithm, in 416 Calabi-Yau orientifolds we have enumerated
240,480,253 flux choices that solve (4.17) with Ngz = 1 and Np3 = 0 with ky.x = 500.
In these we identified 141,594,222 two-term racetracks, and finally imposed (4.16) and
M > 12. We call a conifold racetrack PFV that obeys these additional constraints an
anti-D3-brane PFV. We have found 33,371 anti-D3-brane PFVs: see Figure 3.
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4.5 Kahler moduli stabilization and uplift

Thus far we have shown how to construct a Calabi-Yau orientifold X/Z equipped with
a conifold curve Cr € X and a choice of flux vectors f,h € H3(X,Z) such that a single
anti-D3-brane is required by Gauss’s law.

The stabilization of the complex structure moduli and axiodilaton by fluxes was al-
ready explained in §3.2: we first search for a supersymmetric minimum 7 = (7)ppy,
2% = p*(7)ppy of the PFV effective theory defined in §3.2, and then use this minimum
as a starting point for numerical root-finding. When successful, this process yields vevs
(3.26) of the complex structure moduli and axiodilaton at which the F-terms of these
fields vanish. Provided that Wy, g; and (z.f)r are small, the solution is at weak coupling
and is exponentially near a conifold.

At this stage, we have supersymmetrically stabilized the complex structure moduli,
without considering the Kdahler moduli or the anti-D3-brane. We now turn to stabilizing
the remaining moduli in these compactifications.

The stabilization procedure that we employ is intricate, and so following [2] we begin

with an oversimplified model as a guide:

1. Omitting the anti-D3-brane potential, find a supersymmetric AdS vacuum at a

point Thgqs in the Kahler moduli space.

2. Including the anti-D3-brane potential, use Thqs from step (1) as a starting point

for a numerical search for a de Sitter minimum T4g of the full potential (3.33).

In practice, in step (2) the complex structure moduli and axiodilaton vevs shift as a result
of the uplift, requiring careful treatment that we explain below.

First we stabilize the Kahler moduli in a supersymmetric AdS vacuum, omitting the
effect of the anti-D3-brane at this stage. Specifically, the expectation values of the moduli
in the AdS vacuum® will be found by neglecting the contribution of the anti-D3-brane
to the scalar potential and to Gauss’s law, and instead simply minimizing the F-term
potential as a function of the Kéahler moduli.

Evaluated on the expectation values of the complex structure moduli and axiodilaton,
the full superpotential (2.68) takes the form

21 o
W:W0+Z\/;m€2TD/D. (418)
D

39 A common misconception about the KKLT scenario is that one first finds a fully consistent, physical,

supersymmetric AdS, vacuum, and then adds (only) an anti-D3-brane to uplift to de Sitter. As stated,
this is impossible: an anti-D3-brane carries —1 unit of D3-brane charge, so the D3-brane tadpole differs by
one unit between the two configurations, and therefore cannot be exactly cancelled in both. Nonetheless,
the AdS solution, which we sometimes refer to as a precursor, is a useful fiction: in our examples the
number of moduli is large and the structure of the potential is intricate, so the starting guesses obtained

from the AdS vevs are indispensable.
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We then seek to solve D;W = ;W + IC;W = 0 for all Kahler moduli 7}, where for I we

use the leading-order expression K, given in (2.70). We proceed in two steps:

i.) First, following [1%], we find a point Ty in Kéhler moduli space where each of the
T; obeys
ReT; = Re T} = 20—1 log Wy . (4.19)
s

A point ' € Kx satisfying (4.19) is called a KKLT point, and an algorithm for
finding KKLT points (when they exist) was given in [18]. While at a KKLT point
the F-terms D;W do not vanish exactly, KKLT points are convenient starting points

for numerical searches for genuine D;W = 0 points.

ii.) Starting from T?, we look for a vev T; = (T})r in Kéhler moduli space where

D;W = 0. This is done numerically, using Newton’s method.

In a configuration without anti-D3-branes, a point (7;)r where D;W = 0 corresponds
to a supersymmetric AdS vacuum with all moduli stabilized, as in [15].%0

So far we have omitted the effects of anti-D3-branes, and have found expectation
values for the moduli in a supersymmetric AdS vacuum, with vacuum energy Vp < 0.
The final step is to reintroduce the anti-D3-brane potential V3, and to locate critical

points of the full scalar potential V' in (3.33) by solving
vV =0 (4.20)

for the Kahler moduli, complex structure moduli, and axiodilaton.

The scalar potential is a complicated function of 2hM!(X) + 2h%!(X) + 2 variables,
and so the numerical search requires some guidance. We use the vevs (T})g, (T)r, (2*)r
and (z.f)r that we obtained previously by solving all the F-terms — neglecting the contri-
bution of the anti-D3-brane potential — as yet another starting point for a search using
Newton’s method. Specifically, we introduce the anti-D3-brane potential, multiplied by
some parameter € that we adiabatically dial from zero to one. For sufficiently small step
size, at each step all moduli — both complex structure and Kahler moduli — adjust by
small amounts and the new minimum can be found. If the Hessian eigenvalues remain
positive all the way to e = 1 and the vacuum energy turns positive, we have succeeded
in finding a candidate de Sitter minimum. We refer to the vevs in the de Sitter vacuum
as (T})qgs, etc.

40The examples presented in [13] did not have Klebanov-Strassler throats, while the examples in [3]
and [35] did not have all Kdhler moduli stabilized. In the course of the present work, we have obtained
the first examples of fully-stabilized AdS vacua with Klebanov-Strassler throats: see Appendix C.
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5 Candidate KKLT de Sitter Vacua

In §2-8§4 we defined the leading-order EFT for our class of compactifications, and we
explained a procedure for finding de Sitter vacua of this theory through a large-scale
computational search.

We now present five compactifications that contain a total of 30 such vacua. Key
control parameters, for one example from each compactification, are summarized in Table
2. All of the data presented in this section is publicly available in a dedicated GitHub
repository, along with a demo notebook that shows how to interpret the data using
CYTools [1006].

ID | h*1 | AV M| K| g, Wo | gsM |2t Vo

1| 8 [150 |16 | 2 | 0.0657 | 0.0115 | 1.051 | 2.822x107% | +1.937x10~"
2 | 8 | 150 | 16 | 2 | 0.0571 | 0.00490 | 0.913 | 7.934x107° | +1.692x 10~
31 8 | 150 | 18 | 12 ]0.0442 | 0.0222 | 0.796 | 8.730x107% | +4.983x 10~
41 5 | 9320 | 4 |0.0404 | 0.0539 | 0.808 | 1.965x107¢ | +2.341x10~ '
51 5 | 93|16 33 |0.0466 | 0.0304 |0.746 | 8.703x10°7 | +2.113x10~'?

Table 2: Five candidate de Sitter vacua, in the order of their presentation in §5, and their

control parameters.

5.1 Example 1: Al =150, h>! =8

As our first example, we consider the polytope A whose vertices are given by the columns
of the matrix

1 -1 -1 -1 -1 -1 -1 -1 -1

—1 2 -1 -1 -1 0 -1 0 0

—1 1 o 2 2 0 0 0 1

—1 1 0 O 1 2 2 1 0

An FRST of A defines a toric variety whose generic anticanonical hypersurface is a

smooth Calabi-Yau threefold X with Hodge numbers h1(X) = 8 and h21(X) = 150,

and similarly an FRST of the polar dual polytope A° defines a Calabi-Yau threefold X

with the mirror Hodge numbers h'!'(X) = 150 and h*»'(X) = 8. The pair (A, A°) is

A-favorable, A°-favorable, and trilayer, and in any phase X obtained from an FRST of

A°, there exists a sign-flip orientifold with 22" (X/Z) = h*'(X/T) = 0 [91]. Thus, A°
meets our polytope criteria, and we will compactify on an orientifold of X.

We select fluxes in H?(X,Z) that furnish a conifold PFV, as defined in §4.4. There

exists a particular FRST .7 of A that yields a Calabi-Yau threefold X whose Mori cone

(5.1)
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has as a generator a conifold curve with n. = 2. Here and in subsequent examples, we
choose a basis for Hy(X, Z) in which the conifold curve is represented by Cs = (1,0, ..., 0).
In this basis, the second Chern class of X is

-
CQ(X):(—z —184 —112 —10 —10 —26 —2 6) . (5.2)
One readily verifies that the flux vectors

. T

M:<16 10 —26 8 32 30 18 28) , (5.3)
. T

K:<—6 101 =320 —1) , (5.4)

furnish a conifold PFV as defined in §3.2, with

L 1 T
p—E(O 80 —24554) . (5.5)
The conifold flux quanta defined in (3.7) and (4.13) are
2
M =16 and K/:€6. (5.6)
Moreover, we have that
—M - K =162 = 4+ hbY(X) + W21 (X)), (5.7)

and so adding a single anti-D3-brane is necessary to fulfill Gauss’s law (2.29).

The leading terms in the bulk flux superpotential along the PFV locus are

1
\/ 8md

Using the location of the PFV minimum resulting from the first two terms in (5.8) as

Wepy = (14 3T — 80 2T 4 11820 4. ) . (5.8)

the starting point for numerical minimization of D..Ws. and D, Wy, we find a true
F-flat minimum, i.e., a solution to DWs,, = 0 for the full flux superpotential (2.48), with

parameters
gs = 0.0732, 2z = 1.390 x 10_7, Wy =0.0103, and g.M = 1.171. (5.9)

The precision quoted here is sufficient for the remainder of our analysis, but if desired
one can obtain extremely precise results for these quantities by keeping GV invariants up
to high degree.

Having stabilized the complex structure moduli, we now stabilize the Kahler moduli,

by considering nonperturbative effects on the 152 rigid prime toric divisors:

e 35 rigid prime toric divisors host O7-planes that support so(8) stacks, and so con-

tribute gaugino condensate superpotential terms, as in (2.68), with ¢p = 6.
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e 117 rigid prime toric divisors host Euclidean D3-branes, and so contribute to the

superpotential with c¢p = 1.

One prime toric divisor hosting a Euclidean D3-brane intersects the conifold, and so as
discussed in §3 its contribution is negligible. Removing this divisor, there are h''(X)+1 =
151 nonperturbative superpotential terms, all of which are pure rigid in all phases.*! We
adopt the Pfaffian normalization (2.65) for all 151 contributions.

First we search for a candidate AdS minimum 7Tagq for the Kdhler moduli. We do this
using the Kéhler potential in (2.70), including both the o’ term (2.40) and the worldsheet
instanton corrections (2.41) to the Calabi-Yau volume (2.71); we also incorporate the
corresponding terms in the holomorphic Kéhler coordinates (2.73).

We find a single KKLT point inside the torically extended Kahler cone of A°. Using
this point as the starting point for a numerical search, we find a unique AdS precursor
geometry in a Calabi-Yau Xqg obtained as an FRST of A°. The complete o'-corrected
string-frame volume V at Taqg, defined as the sum of the uncorrected string frame vol-
ume of Xaqs, defined in (2.32), and the shifts due to the a/* and worldsheet instanton
corrections defined in (2.40) and (2.41), is*?

V=VO 4 6V,s 4+ Vs = 665.447 — 0.344 — 0.578 = 664.525 . (5.10)
The Einstein-frame volume is
Ve = g, %%V = 3.304 x 10*. (5.11)

At this stage we have supersymmetrically stabilized all of the moduli, and can proceed
to incorporate supersymmetry breaking. As discussed in §4.5, we iteratively uplift both
the complex structure moduli and the Kéhler moduli until the two uplifts converge.

In this example, we find a candidate de Sitter vacuum, with supersymmetry broken

in both the complex structure and Kéahler sectors, with vacuum energy
Vas = +1.937 x 1077 M) . (5.12)

In the de Sitter vacuum, the complex structure parameters are given by

gs = 0.0657, (5.13a)
Wy = 0.0115, (5.13Db)
Zep = 2.822 x 1078, (5.13c)
gsM = 1.051. (5.13d)

41The polytope A° contains two two-faces of genus one, so the computation of h2’1(ﬁ) in (2.58) is

not completely trivial, but using [107] we have verified that all rigid divisors are pure rigid in all phases.
42Recall that we use units with ¢, = 1 throughout this work.

44



;X108 Example 1: Scalar potential
1
: —— de Sitter

1 -== anti-de Sitter
4 - 1
1
1
1
1
341
1
1
v |
241
1
1
1
14}
1
1
1
04—
\

32 34 36 38 40 42 44 46 48 50

Ve/103

Figure 4: Potential for the Kahler moduli before and after uplift for the example in §5.1

At the de Sitter point Tyg in Kéhler moduli space, the o/-corrected string-frame volume
is

V=V 4 5V,5 + Ve = 614.834 — 0.344 — 0.579 = 613.911, (5.14)
and the Einstein-frame volume is

Ve = g.%/?V ~ 3.646 x 10* . (5.15)
The effect of uplift on the potential for the Kahler moduli is shown in Figure 4.%3

All scalar modes have positive masses in this vacuum: the lightest mode, a Kéahler
modulus, has mass

Mmin = 8.616Hys . (5.16)
where Hgyg is the Hubble scale,

Has = \/+Vas = 2.5 x 107'M,. (5.17)

The mass spectra of the Kihler moduli, bulk** complex structure moduli, and axiodilaton
are shown in Figure 5.

43The existence of a de Sitter critical point in the AdS potential is surprising from the point of view of
the single-modulus toy example in [2]; nevertheless, it appears to be a generic feature of F-term potentials

at large h11. Such features can be seen in a single-modulus toy example in which the nonperturbative
superpotential has two terms with opposite-sign coefficients.

44The conifold modulus zf is not shown, as it gets replaced by the redshifted tower of modes localized
near the infrared end of the throat, with masses of order the warped Kaluza-Klein scale m ki in (B.18).
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Example 1: Moduli masses
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Figure 5: The masses of the Kéahler moduli, bulk complex structure moduli, and ax-
iodilaton in the de Sitter vacuum of §5.1. The warped Kaluza-Klein scale (B.18) is

104
Mmyrk ~ 10°Hgs.

We now check the consistency of the truncations made in finding the above solution.

First, the flux superpotential involves a series of corrections from type IIA worldsheet
instantons on the mirror X: see (3.22). Convergence of this series is demonstrated on
the left-hand side of Figure 6.

Second, despite the fact that the overall volume is quite large at Tyg, the string-frame
volumes of various two-cycles are not. As a consequence, convergence of worldsheet
instanton corrections to the Ké&hler potential and to the holomorphic coordinates, cf.
(2.71) and (2.73), is not guaranteed a priori.

In order to test whether the o’ expansion is under good control in this example,
we have sampled 2,643 random potent rays — i.e., rays hosting infinite sequences of
nonzero GV invariants, cf. [18] — inside low-dimensional faces of M(X). The rays we
obtained turn out to span a 144-dimensional subcone. For every potent ray {nC|n € Z, }
generated by a curve C € M(X) in some class q € M(X) N Hy(X,Z), we compute

En(t,C) = | Mg e 2 (5.18)

to high degree n, and plot the result on a log scale in the right panel of Figure 6.

Importantly, the corrections (5.18) decay exponentially with n.
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Convergence of flux superpotential Convergence of Kahler potential
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Figure 6: Convergence test for the example in §5.1. Left: The convergence of the super-
potential (3.22) for the bulk complex structure moduli in the de Sitter vacuum. Right:
The convergence of the worldsheet instantons associated to 2,643 potent rays spanning a
144-dimensional subcone of M(X).

The smallest potent curve C,,;, obtained in this way has

Li2 (6—27rVols (Crmin) )

min (27'(')2

Voly(Conin) = 0.971, Ae. =3, N ~ 1.705 x 107, (5.19)

where the final expression sets the size of the contribution of C.;, to the holomorphic
coordinates (2.73) (see §A.1.2). We conclude that the worldsheet instanton corrections
associated with potent rays are indeed negligible in this vacuum. On the other hand,
some corrections from curves that shrink at finite distance in moduli space lead to non-
negligible corrections to (2.73), but these effects are already fully incorporated in our
expressions (at string tree level, cf. the discussion in §2.1).

Finally, we check that string loop corrections and Euclidean D(-1)-brane and Eu-
clidean D1-brane corrections that are inherited from the N' = 2 parent model [15, 10],
and contribute to (5IC(9‘;)2 defined in (2.8), are small. The leading correction comes from
Euclidean D1-branes wrapping the smallest curves. We find that this contribution is
suppressed in comparison to the corresponding worldsheet instanton correction that we
have incorporated in 0/C{S, by a factor eﬁsf =2 ~ 0.005: see §A.2.1.

In summary, we have found, in the effective theory defined by the approximations
given in §2.5 and §3.3, a de Sitter vacuum in an explicit flux compactification on a
Calabi-Yau orientifold.
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5.2 Example 2: h''! =150, h>! =8

We again consider the polytope A defined in (5.1) and its dual A°, but now we consider an
alternative FRST thereof, specified in the GitHub repository, and the associated Calabi-
Yau X. The logic of [29] suffices to prove that the Calabi-Yau X considered here is
distinct from that of §5.1.

We find a conifold PFV furnished by the vectors

= T
M:<16 9 -5 —32 —42 4 1 —9) , (5.20)
= T
E=(-6 -3 2110 -2 -3) (5.21)
Tl
p=(0 -5 3 —14 —13 -2 -3 -4 X == (5.22)
with
;93
M=16 and K=, (5.23)

As before, we have that
—M - K =162 = 4+ h"'(X) 4+ h¥1(X), (5.24)

and so a single anti-D3-brane must be added to satisfy Gauss’s law.
With these flux quanta, the superpotential for the bulk complex structure moduli
along the PFV locus is

1
V 8&d

Using this superpotential to furnish a starting guess, we find a supersymmetric minimum

Wepy = (10 25 — 104 €27 4 42T 4 ) . (5.25)

for the complex structure moduli with parameters
gs = 0.0595, 2 = 1.591 x 107%, W, = 0.00465, and g,M = 0.953. (5.26)

As in §5.1, there are 151 rigid divisors that do not intersect the conifold, all of which
are pure rigid in every phase. We find a single KKLT point, which gives rise to an AdS

precursor with corrected Einstein frame volume
Vi = 4.256 x 10*. (5.27)

Incorporating the uplift potential of the anti-D3-brane, we find a candidate de Sitter
vacuum, with supersymmetry broken in both the complex structure and Kahler sections,

and with vacuum energy
Vas = +1.692 x 1070 M., . (5.28)
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Figure 7: Potential for the Kahler moduli before and after uplift for the example in §5.2

The complex structure parameters in the de Sitter vacuum are

gs = 0.0571, 2z =7.934 x 1077, W, = 0.00490, and g,M = 0.913. (5.29)
The fully-corrected Einstein frame volume in the de Sitter vacuum is

Vi = 4.431 x 10*. (5.30)

The effect of uplift on the scalar potential for the K&hler moduli is shown in Figure 7.
The masses of all moduli are positive, and the lightest mass is

MMmin = 14.658 HdS . (531)

The mass spectra of the Kahler moduli and complex structure moduli are shown in
Figure 8.

Finally, we check for convergence of the worldsheet instanton series, both on X and
X. The terms in the flux superpotential (3.22) are shown in the left panel of Figure 9.
Turning to the Kéahler sector, we have found 2,643 rays of potent curves, whose charges

generate a lattice of rank 144. The convergence of the worldsheet instantons associated
to these rays is demonstrated in Figure 9. The smallest potent curve C;, has

Li2 (6_27|'V013(Cmin))
Vol, (Cuin) &~ 0.966 , A =3, M oL ~ 1.759 x 107*. (5.32)
s
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perpotential for the bulk complex structure moduli in the de Sitter vacuum. Right: The

convergence of the worldsheet instantons associated to 2,643 potent rays spanning a 144-

dimensional subcone of M(X).
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5.3 Example 3: h'! =150, h>! =8

We again consider the polytope A defined in (5.1) and its dual A°; but now we consider yet
another alternative FRST thereof, specified in the GitHub repository, and the associated
Calabi-Yau X. The logic of [29] once again suffices to prove that the Calabi-Yau X
considered here is distinct from those of §5.1 and §5.2.

We find a conifold PFV furnished by the vectors

= T

M=(18 11 -19 -12 -2 -1- 13 5) (5.33)
= T

E=(-5 -3 -1 1 =13 -1 -1) , (5.34)

Tl
F=(0 -1 8 2 14 -1 2 —8) x, (5.35)

14

with
40

M=18 and K == (5.36)

As before, we have that
—M - K =162 = 4 + h"'(X) + h*'(X), (5.37)

and so a single anti-D3-brane must be added to satisfy Gauss’s law.
With these flux quanta, the superpotential for the bulk complex structure moduli
along the PFV locus is

1
Ve

Using this superpotential to furnish a starting guess, we find a supersymmetric minimum

Wepy = (—60 2SS 4736 €27 4 2180677 4 ) . (5.38)

for the complex structure moduli with parameters before uplift
gs = 0.0450, zp = 1.121 x 1077, W, = 0.0217, and g,M = 0.811. (5.39)

As in §5.1, there are 151 rigid divisors that do not intersect the conifold, all of which
are pure rigid in every phase. We find a single KKLT point, which gives rise to an AdS

precursor with corrected Einstein frame volume
Vi = 5.016 x 10*. (5.40)

Incorporating the uplift potential of the anti-D3-brane, we find a candidate de Sitter
vacuum, with supersymmetry broken in both the complex structure and Kahler sections,

and with vacuum energy
Vas = +4.983 x 1077 M., . (5.41)
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Figure 10: Potential for the Kahler moduli before and after uplift for the example in §5.3

The complex structure parameters in the de Sitter vacuum are

gs = 0.0442, 24 =8.730 x 1078, W, = 0.0222, and g,M = 0.796. (5.42)
The fully-corrected Einstein frame volume in the de Sitter vacuum is

Vi = 5.127 x 10*. (5.43)

The effect of uplift on the scalar potential for the Kéhler moduli is shown in Figure 10.
The masses of all moduli are positive, and the lightest mass is

Mimin = 16.030 Hys . (5.44)

The mass spectra of the Kahler moduli and complex structure moduli are shown in
Figure 11.

Finally, we check for convergence of the worldsheet instanton series, both on X and
X. The terms in the flux superpotential (3.22) are shown in the left panel of Figure 12.
Turning to the Kéahler sector, we have found 2,643 rays of potent curves, whose charges

generate a lattice of rank 144. The convergence of the worldsheet instantons associated
to these rays is demonstrated in Figure 12. The smallest potent curve C,,;, has

Li2 (6_27|'V013(Cmin))
Vol, (Cuin) &~ 0.922, Ao =3, M oL ~2.318 x 107*. (5.45)
s
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Example 3: Moduli masses
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Figure 11: The masses of the Kéahler moduli, bulk complex structure moduli, and ax-
iodilaton in the de Sitter vacuum discussed in §5.3.
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Figure 12: Convergence test for the example in §5.3. Left: The convergence of the
superpotential for the bulk complex structure moduli in the de Sitter vacuum. Right:

The convergence of the worldsheet instantons associated to 2,643 potent rays spanning a
144-dimensional subcone of M(X).
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5.4 Example 4: A =93, k> =5
We consider the polytope A whose vertices are given by the columns of the matrix

1 -1-1 -1 -1 -1 -1 -1 -1
-1 1 o0 o0 o0 1 1 2 1
-1 1 o0 o0 1 0 2 1 1
-1 060 o 1 o0 1 1 2 2

(5.46)

A fine regular star triangulation of A defines a toric variety whose generic anticanonical
hypersurface is a smooth Calabi-Yau threefold X with Hodge numbers A% (X) = 5 and
h231(55 ) = 93, and similarly an FRST of the polar dual polytope A° defines a Calabi-Yau
threefold X with the mirror Hodge numbers h'!'(X) = 93 and h*!'(X) = 5. The pair
(A, A°) is A-favorable, A°-favorable, and trilayer, and in any phase X obtained from an
FRST of A°, there exists a sign-flip orientifold with h>'(X/Z) = 2" (X/Z) = 0 [91]. Of
the h'''(X) + 4 = 97 prime toric divisors of A°, A" (X) + 3 = 96 are rigid. Thus, A°
meets all of our polytope criteria, and we will compactify on an orientifold of X.

There exists a particular FRST .7 of A, whose data is specified in the GitHub reposi-
tory, that yields a Calabi-Yau threefold X whose Mori cone has as a generator a conifold

curve with n. = 2. We find a conifold PFV furnished by the vectors

5 T
M= (20 48 —18 —20) , (5.47)
5 T
K= (—5 101 —1> , (5.48)
B} T
p-(@ 121 0) X 22 (5.49)
with
T
M=20 and K= (5.50)
Moreover, we have that
—M - K =102 = 4+ h¥Y(X) + k24 (X)), (5.51)

and so adding a single anti-D3-brane is necessary to fulfill Gauss’s law (2.29).
With these flux quanta, the superpotential for the bulk complex structure moduli
along the PFV locus is

Wepy = (108 ¥ a — 1120 €277 E 4 60 27w 4 ) . (5.52)

1
V8nd
Using this superpotential to furnish a starting guess, we find a supersymmetric minimum

for the complex structure moduli with parameters

gs = 0.0410, 2z = 2.369 x 107%, W, = 0.0525, and g,M = 0.821. (5.53)
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Figure 13: Potential for the Kéhler moduli before and after uplift for the example in §5.4.

There are 95 rigid divisors that do not intersect the conifold, all of which are pure
rigid in all phases. Unlike the examples in §5.1 and §5.2, where we found a single KKLT
point and correspondingly a single AdS precursor, in this geometry we find 36 KKLT
points, which give rise to 29 AdS precursors.

We will for now focus on a single AdS precursor, which has fully corrected Einstein
frame volume

Vi = 1.310 x 10*. (5.54)

Incorporating supersymmetry breaking from the anti-D3-brane, we find a nonsuper-

symmetric minimum for the complex structure moduli with parameters

gs = 0.0404 , z = 1.965 x 10°% Wy =0.0539, and g,M = 0.808. (5.55)

We similarly find a nonsupersymmetric minimum 7yg for the Kahler moduli. After uplift,

we end up with a de Sitter vacuum with vacuum energy

Vas = 42.341 x 107 M. (5.56)

The fully corrected Einstein frame volume at Tyg is

Vi = 1.340 x 10*. (5.57)
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Example 4: Moduli masses
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Figure 14: The masses of the Kéhler moduli, bulk complex structure moduli, and ax-

iodilaton in the de Sitter vacuum discussed in §5.4.

The effect of uplift on the scalar potential for the Kéahler moduli is shown in Figure 13.
The vacuum is tachyon-free, and the smallest mass is

Muin = 26.157 Hys . (5.58)

The full spectra of masses for the Kahler moduli and complex structure moduli are shown
in Figure 14.

Finally, we check for convergence of the worldsheet instanton series, both on X and
X. The terms in the flux superpotential (3.22) are shown in the left panel of Figure 15.
Turning to the Kahler sector, we have found 1,201 rays of potent curves, whose charges
generate a lattice of rank 93. The convergence of the worldsheet instantons associated to

these rays is demonstrated in Figure 15. The smallest potent curve Cy,;, has

Liz (6—27rVolS (Crmin) )

min (27T)2

Voly(Conin) = 0.795, Ae =3, N ~ 5.168 x 107*. (5.59)

So far we have focused on the uplift that results from a single AdS precursor, but as
mentioned above there are 28 others. From these 28 precursors, we find 21 additional de

Sitter vacua, which are shown in Figure 16.
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Figure 15: Convergence test for the example in §5.4. Left: The convergence of the
superpotential for the bulk complex structure moduli in the de Sitter vacuum. Right:

The convergence of the worldsheet instantons associated to 1,201 potent rays spanning a

93-dimensional subcone of M(X).
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Figure 16: Twenty-one other de Sitter vacua (blue dots) obtained in the same moduli

space as, and from the same choice of flux quanta as, the de Sitter vacuum presented in

full detail in §5.4 (red dot).
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5.5 Example 5: hl'' =93, k> =5
We consider the polytope A whose vertices are given by the columns of the matrix

1 -1-1 -1 -1 -1 -1 -1 -1
-0 o0 o o0 o0 1 2 2
-1 0 o0 1 1 o0 1 1 2
-1 0 1 o0 1 1 0 2 1

(5.60)

A fine regular star triangulation of A defines a toric variety whose generic anticanonical
hypersurface is a smooth Calabi-Yau threefold X with Hodge numbers A% (X) = 5 and
h231(55 ) = 93, and similarly an FRST of the polar dual polytope A° defines a Calabi-Yau
threefold X with the mirror Hodge numbers h'!'(X) = 93 and h*!'(X) = 5. The pair
(A, A°) is A-favorable, A°-favorable, and trilayer, and in any phase X obtained from an
FRST of A°, there exists a sign-flip orientifold with h>'(X/Z) = 2" (X/Z) = 0 [91]. Of
the h'''(X) + 4 = 97 prime toric divisors of A°, A" (X) + 3 = 96 are rigid. Thus, A°
meets all of our polytope criteria, and we will compactify on an orientifold of X.

There exists a particular FRST .7 of A, whose data is specified in the GitHub reposi-
tory, that yields a Calabi-Yau threefold X whose Mori cone has as a generator a conifold

curve with n. = 2. We find a conifold PFV furnished by the vectors

5 T
M:<16 12 —10 —30 —14) , (5.61)
5 T
K:<—4 413 —1) , (5.62)
T
7= = 5.63
p<01105>><40, (5.63)
with
29
M=16 and K' = 0 (5.64)
Moreover, we have that
—M - K =102 = 4+ h¥Y(X) + k24 (X)), (5.65)

and so adding a single anti-D3-brane is necessary to fulfill Gauss’s law (2.29).
With these flux quanta, the superpotential for the bulk complex structure moduli
along the PFV locus is

1
V&P

Using this superpotential to furnish a starting guess, we find a supersymmetric minimum

Wepy = (—88 27T 41024 €27 4 1368 €20 + ) . (5.66)

for the complex structure moduli, with parameters

gs = 0.0486 , 2= 1.468 x 107%, W, = 0.0291, and g,M = 0.778. (5.67)

o8


https://github.com/AndreasSchachner/kklt_de_sitter_vacua
https://github.com/AndreasSchachner/kklt_de_sitter_vacua

1o %x10-14 Example 5: Scalar potential

' I

' —— de Sitter

1.0 4 : —--=- anti-de Sitter
|
1
084 |
|
1
064 |
% I
1
044
|
1
024 |
1
\
0.0+
\
_0.2 T T T T T T T
75 80 85 90 95 100 105 110 115
Ve/10?

Figure 17: Potential for the Kahler moduli before and after uplift for the example in §5.5

There are 95 rigid divisors that do not intersect the conifold, all of which are pure
rigid in all phases. In this geometry we find 59 KKLT points. We will for now focus on

one of these, which leads to a single AdS precursor with fully corrected Einstein frame
volume

Vi = 7.804 x 10°. (5.68)

Incorporating supersymmetry breaking from the anti-D3-brane, we find a nonsuper-

symmetric minimum for the complex structure moduli with parameters

gs = 0.0466 , z; = 8.703 x 1077, Wy = 0.0304, and g,M = 0.746. (5.69)

We similarly find a nonsupersymmetric minimum 7Tyg for the Kahler moduli. The fully
corrected Einstein frame volume at Tyg is

Vi = 8.266 x 10°. (5.70)

The effect of uplift on the scalar potential for the Kahler moduli is shown in Figure 17.
After uplift, we end up with a de Sitter vacuum with vacuum energy

Vas = +2.113 x 107" M. (5.71)

The vacuum is tachyon-free, and the smallest mass is given in Hubble units by

MMmin = 9.539 HdS . (572)
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Example 5: Moduli masses
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Figure 18: The masses of the Kéahler moduli, bulk complex structure moduli, and ax-

iodilaton in the de Sitter vacuum discussed in §5.5.

The full spectra of masses for the Kahler moduli and complex structure moduli are shown
in Figure 18.

Finally, we check for convergence of the worldsheet instanton series, both on X and
X. The terms in the flux superpotential (3.22) are shown in the left panel of Figure 19.
Turning to the Kahler sector, we have found 1,181 rays of potent curves, whose charges
generate a lattice of rank 93. The convergence of the worldsheet instantons associated to

these rays is demonstrated in Figure 19. The smallest potent curve C;, has

Li, (e727rVolS (Crmin) )

1s min) ~ U. 1, .
Vol (Cunin) A 0.891, Az R G

=3, e

min

~ 2.809 x 107*. (5.73)
So far we have focused on the uplift that results from a single AdS precursor. Upon

considering the other precursors in this geometry, we find four other de Sitter vacua,

which are shown in Figure 20.
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Figure 19: Convergence test for the example in §5.5. Left: The convergence of the
superpotential for the bulk complex structure moduli in the de Sitter vacuum. Right:
The convergence of the worldsheet instantons associated to 1,181 potent rays spanning a
93-dimensional subcone of M(X).
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Figure 20: Four other de Sitter vacua (blue dots) obtained in the same moduli space as,

and from the same choice of flux quanta as, the de Sitter vacuum presented in full detail
in §5.5 (red dot).
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6 Outlook

This work has prepared the foundations for a systematic study of KKLT de Sitter vacua.
Despite considerable effort, the candidate vacua constructed here have some limita-
tions. We have neglected the effects of certain unknown corrections, including string loop
corrections to the Kéahler potential, o’ corrections to the potential of an anti-D3-brane in
a Klebanov-Strassler throat, and perturbations to the throat sourced by seven-branes in
the bulk. None of these corrections to the effective theory are parametrically large (see
Appendix A), but neither are they small enough to be immediately negligible.

In the course of this work we studied in great detail, and on a large scale, how the
vacuum structure in our solutions is modified by including known corrections, particularly
o/ corrections to the bulk theory (cf. §2). While including such effects in a given example
often led to destabilization, in an ensemble of solutions some were unaffected, and others
were rendered more stable. We anticipate a similar result from including the effects that
we have enumerated above, but cannot yet compute: some candidate vacua will surely be
spoiled, but some may survive as genuine de Sitter vacua of string theory. Put another
way, while any particular vacuum might be destabilized by the unknown corrections, in
a large enough ensemble of candidates we expect at least some to survive.

A further issue concerns flux quantization. In certain toroidal orientifolds, odd integer
flux quanta are consistent only in the presence of exotic O-planes [26]. Whether the flux
quantization conditions in Calabi-Yau orientifolds similarly restrict odd flux quanta is
not known, and resolving this question is a important target for future research. In any
event, the construction of candidate de Sitter vacua with purely even flux quanta and
control parameters comparable to those in §5 appears to be merely a computational task,
albeit a formidable one, and we see no principled obstacles: see Appendix C.

A number of technical advances in understanding compactifications of string theory
would put our solutions on more secure footing. These include computing o’ corrections
to the potential of an anti-D3-brane in a Klebanov-Strassler throat, as initiated in [19-

]; determining the Pfaffian normalization np in (2.64) by evaluating the sum over the
string spectrum that was set up in [80]; computing string loop corrections in Calabi-Yau
orientifolds; obtaining the Calabi-Yau metric numerically and propagating perturbations
due to gaugino condensation across the bulk of the compactification; and characterizing
the quantization conditions for three-form flux in Calabi-Yau orientifolds. If all of these
could be achieved, our methods could yield fully controlled KKLT de Sitter vacua, rather
than what we have termed candidate vacua.

Even without fundamental developments in string theory, one could make some amount
of progress through large-scale computation. The restriction of our search to h*! < 8,
which we found necessary to limit the computational cost of this initial survey, removes

the overwhelming majority of the search space for flux vacua in toric hypersurface Calabi-
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Yau threefolds. Thus, the vacua we find here barely scratch the surface of what may exist
in the Kreuzer-Skarke landscape, and there is much to discover in the future. In particu-
lar, there exist polytopes in the Kreuzer-Skarke list with much larger (o than those we
analyzed here; we expect these to be particularly rich targets for future study.

Even so, the computational effort required for this work was already nontrivial. After
adapting a host of efficient algorithms developed in [18,106,10%], and inventing many new
methods, approximately 50 core-years of computation time were required to construct
more than 100 million flux vacua. Deeper searches at larger h?!' would require novel
algorithms, as well as computational resources beyond the scale of small clusters.

Moreover, some limitations are intrinsic to the construction, and cannot be remedied
by statistics. We explained in §3.3 that the minimum attainable Wy in our setting is
bounded in terms of the other parameters by (3.38), which at strong 't Hooft coupling
is a severe and inflexible constraint. But so far we have not come close to saturating the
bound (3.38): for the vacua constructed here it requires Wy 2 107?, and we have reached
only Wy ~ 1072, The reason for this gap is that most of the conifold PFVs we construct
are far from saturating Q{°** ~ o, as demonstrated by Figure 2.

In any event, the modest values of W} found in this work are not, in themselves, an
insuperable obstacle to theoretical control. Indeed, in the example of §5.4 we found Wy ~
0.05, and yet this example passed all available tests of control of the o expansion for the
bulk supersymmetric theory, and moreover the string coupling g, ~ 0.04 is comfortably
small. In contrast, o’ corrections in the throat region, which are controlled by 1/(gsM),
are a risk in all our examples.

With this limitation in mind, let us speculate on what could be found in future
searches. We expect that the Kreuzer-Skarke landscape contains large numbers of can-
didate de Sitter vacua akin to those we have constructed. Some of these may well have
gsM = 5, but not = 15. Thus, o’ corrections to the anti-D3-brane potential are a partic-
ularly acute risk. Computing these corrections in full detail is therefore a crucial task for
the future. Even more valuable would be an understanding of dynamical supersymmetry
breaking in the Klebanov-Strassler theory at weak 't Hooft coupling, or indeed in any
other sector that can arise in these compactifications (see e.g. [109]). In our search we
discovered many flux vacua with exponentially small Wy in which g,M < 1, but in such

cases we have no method for supersymmetry breaking in hand (see Appendix C).

7 Conclusions

To search for de Sitter vacua of string theory, we constructed more than 100 million
flux compactifications of type IIB string theory on Calabi-Yau orientifolds. We found

33,371 cases that contain an anti-D3-brane and a Klebanov-Strassler throat in which the
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anti-D3-brane is metastable according to the criterion of [17]. Finally, we identified five
compactifications in which the potential for the complex structure moduli, axiodilaton,
and Kéhler moduli has a local minimum with positive vacuum energy, as foreseen in [2].

The minima we have found are de Sitter vacua of the effective theory in which we
performed our analysis. They are candidate de Sitter vacua of string theory because the
effective theory makes approximations: in the closed string sector we worked at string
tree level but to all orders in ', while for the anti-D3-brane potential we worked at
leading order in both expansions.

The vacuum structure in our models is controlled by instantons: Euclidean D3-brane
contributions to the superpotential, worldsheet instanton corrections to the Kahler po-
tential, and worldsheet instantons of type IIA on the mirror threefold. We computed
each of these series explicitly and then performed extensive tests of the validity of the
truncations we made (§A.1). The only undetermined parameters in the leading-order
effective theory were Pfaffian numbers, which we marginalized over.

To definitively establish whether the solutions we have presented are indeed de Sitter
vacua of string theory, advances in several areas will be essential. One needs a com-
putation of string loop corrections to the Kéhler potential and Kahler coordinates in
Calabi-Yau orientifolds [110-112], and of the warped metric in this setting. The most

urgent need is for a more complete understanding of o/ corrections to the potential of

an anti-D3-brane in a warped throat [19-23]. The string field theory framework for flux
compactifications developed by Cho and Kim [53] is a promising path for this computa-
tion.

We offer the compactifications we have constructed as a testing ground for addressing
the many questions that remain, and hope they will serve as a foundation for better

understanding the vacuum structure in cosmological solutions of string theory.
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A Control Analysis

In this Appendix we carefully analyze the candidate de Sitter vacua reported in §5,
enumerating the possible sources of error and explaining what we have done to limit
these errors.

Our definition of the leading-order EFT involves truncating infinite series of correc-
tions, and we first present strong evidence that the truncations we have chosen are con-
sistent, both in the nonperturbative superpotential (§A.1.1) and in the Ké&hler potential
(§A.1.2). We also marginalize over the Pfaffian numbers Ap, finding that our vacua sur-
vive in a very wide range (§A.1.3). Next we turn to corrections beyond the leading-order
EFT (§A.2). By evaluating known corrections inherited from A = 2 supersymmetry, as
well those obtained from a conservative model of N' = 1 effects, we argue that corrections
in the string loop expansion are plausibly well-controlled (§A.2.1). We then estimate the
effects of the leading perturbations of the Klebanov-Strassler throat (§A.2.2), as well as
the effects of warping (§A.2.3).

A.1 Control in the leading-order EFT

A.1.1 Truncation of the nonperturbative superpotential

The nonperturbative superpotential given in (2.61),

Wap(2,7,T) = Z.ADZT e_%D, (A.1)

involves a generally infinite sum over effective divisors . The importance of a nonper-

turbative correction to (A.1) is set by the action

S(D) =—1Tp, (A.2)
Cp
with smaller S(D) indicating more important contributions.

As a practical computational strategy, in each example we found a candidate minimum
Tys for the Kéhler moduli by first truncating the spectrum of divisors to include only*®
pure rigid prime toric divisors in (A.1). We denote by Sietain the largest pure rigid prime
toric divisor action that we retained in this truncation. Having found a vacuum through
the above truncation, we then established its consistency a posteriori by verifying that
at Tys all other effective divisors that we omitted are in fact negligible. That is, we

computed the smallest omitted action

Somit = Il’liIlDeff S(Deff) s (A?))

45We also omit any divisors that intersect the conifold, as explained in §4.3.
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with the minimum running over all (known) effective divisors that we did not retain, and
verified that Somit > Sretain-

Let us now explain how this consistency check was performed. The hb! + 4 prime
toric divisors Dy defined in (4.3) generate H,(X,Z) over the integers, and in particular

every effective divisor D can be written as

D=) D, dez. (A.4)
I

If ¢! € Zs, then D is inherited from an effective divisor 2 C V as D = 2 N X, and
we call D an inherited effective divisor. If D is effective but not inherited, i.e., if one or
more of the ¢! is negative, we call D autochthonous.

Whether a prime toric divisor is rigid is determined purely by polytope data, but
whether it is pure rigid can in principle depend on a choice of triangulation of the polytope,
i.e. on the particular Calabi-Yau phase. We refer to divisors that are pure rigid for some
triangulations but not for others as phase-dependent pure rigid divisors, and to those
that are pure rigid for all triangulations as phase-independent pure rigid.

In summary, effective divisors may be classified as

e inherited or autochthonous,

e if inherited, then either prime (D;) or non-prime (D =3, ¢'D;, ¢ > 0),

e rigid or non-rigid,

e if rigid, then either pure rigid (Ap = const) or non-pure rigid (Ap = Ap(z, 7)),
e if pure rigid, then either phase-dependent or phase-independent.

In all of the examples in §5, every rigid divisor is pure rigid in every phase.
Because there are at most four non-rigid prime toric divisors in our examples, it is
easy to check that these are negligible, with Sﬁﬁ?jmit /Sretain = 30.

Next, inherited effective divisors that are not prime toric are positive sums of prime

toric divisors. Sorting the pure rigid actions as
Sl S 52 S e S Sretaina (A5)

we find in our examples that, in particular, 257 ~ S1 + Sy < Sietain- Denoting by D; the
divisor producing the term with action .5;, at first sight it seems that Euclidean D3-branes
wrapping 2D, or Dy + D could yield significant contributions. However, as we explained
in §2.4.2, sums of rigid divisors have too many zero modes to contribute to W, and so
are immaterial for this work, regardless of their volumes.

Finally, we examine contributions from autochthonous divisors. No general algo-

rithm for finding all such divisors is available (though see [102] for progress on this
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question). However, a special class of autochthonous divisors known as min-face divisors
can be computed from polytope data (see [18, 102]). In examples where the effective
cone can be computed exactly [60], min-face divisors have been found to be the smallest
autochthonous divisors. In the vacua studied here, we find that the smallest min-face
divisors have S > 103, so we are extremely well-justified in neglecting the contribution
of this class of autochthonous divisors to the superpotential.

In summary, in all the examples presented in §5, we find S24¢ > Sﬂﬁfmit = Somit >
Sretain, and so the superpotential contributions of all identifiable effective divisors that we
have not included are exponentially subleading relative to the terms that we have kept:

see Table 3.

ID | SED3 1 82\ 1S ctain Sﬁf‘fmit Saut | 4 pot. rays | rank | Vol (Cin) A
1 | 8.264 | 6.419 | 16.641 676 5363 2643 144 0.971 1.776
2 19.197 | 7.351 | 17.631 814 6018 2643 144 0.966 1.766
3 | 7.768 | 5.922 | 16.324 931 5013 2643 144 0.922 1.686
4 |6.050 | 4.122 | 14.278 492 3875 1201 93 0.795 1.660
5 16.739 | 4.906 | 11.470 734 1943 1181 93 0.891 1.640

Table 3: Tests of truncation of the nonperturbative superpotential and the Kahler po-
tential. We show the minimum and maximum actions from pure rigid divisors that we

Sprime

retained, the smallest action Sp; " .

from prime toric divisors that were not included,

the smallest action S¥3¢

of an autochthonous divisor that we found, the number and rank

of rays of potent curves, the smallest volume of a potent curve, and the parameter A
defined in (A.8).

A.1.2 Truncation of the Kéahler potential

Just as we truncated the sum over divisors D in (A.1), we must also truncate the sum over
curves when evaluating corrections to the Kahler potential and the holomorphic Kéahler
coordinates, as defined in (2.70)-(2.73).

The leading contribution to the effective theory from a curve C is a correction to the
Kéhler coordinates (2.73),

1
AcT; = —— C; M Liy ((—1)7%—%“) . (A.6)
(2m)?
The main limitation in including such effects is computational, rather than technical:
using the algorithm in [108], in each geometry we can easily obtain the GV invariants

of hundreds of thousands of curves, and thus obtain the resulting corrections (A.6).
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However, evaluating the polylogarithms associated to such a large set of curves at each
step in our lengthy root-finding process is computationally intractable. Moreover, most
of the above curves are quite large, and so their contributions to the Kahler potential
and Kahler coordinates are negligible.

As in [18], our approach is to first directly incorporate the effects of curves that can
be realized as the intersection of toric divisors; these curves and their GV invariants are
described in §6 of [10%]. In addition, we include complete intersection curves obtained
from a set of birationally-equivalent toric ambient varieties, constructed from neighboring
triangulations as well as next-to-nearest neighbors. For this we use the methods developed
by MacFadden in [113].

Then, once we have found a minimum by incorporating the effects of such toric curves
in (2.70)-(2.73), we retroactively verify that we were justified in neglecting all other
curves by searching for additional small curves using [108], computing the corresponding
corrections (A.6), and verifying that these are negligible.

Specifically, for each example we sampled inside low-dimensional faces of M(X), and
also sampled directly in the full-dimensional cone up to a cutoff volume. In this way we
found nilpotent curves that had not been identified as complete intersection curves in a
nearby toric phase, and we then incorporated the corresponding corrections to the Kahler
potential and Kahler coordinates.

Moreover, from the above search we found potent curves C, which generate potent
rays nC, n € N. We denote the collection of generating curves in our sample by S,o;. We
record in Table 3 the largest correction A¢7; from any potent curve C € Spot.

A further diagnostic of control of the o/ expansion involves potent rays. Given a
potent ray generated by a curve C € S0, there exists a real constant A¢ € Ry such that
the contribution from worldsheet instantons along the ray nC diverges when evaluated
for the rescaled Kéhler parameters

1
te = —tas , )\c > 0. (A?)
Ac

Here tgg denotes the Kéhler parameters at the de Sitter minimum. In Table 3, we report
the minimal value of A¢ for all potent curves in our sample Sy, i.e.,

A= Jnin e, (A.8)

which can be interpreted as the (multiplicative) safety margin of the Kéhler parameters
in the de Sitter vacuum with respect to the worldsheet instanton series on the rays of
potent curves that we found.

Figure 21 shows the volumes of the nilpotent toric curves found in the triangulation
corresponding to the de Sitter vacuum, in the neighboring triangulations, and in the next-

to-nearest neighbors, as well as nilpotent and potent curves found by direct computation
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Curve volumes for Example 4

Main phase Next layer
80 80
[ toric . [ toric+1 flop
60 [ remainder _-'-_ 60 [ remainder
+— +—
C C
3 40 A 3 40~
o o
20 20 A
0 - Ty 0 -
1072 1071 100 10! 1072 1071 100 10!
Curve volumes Curve volumes
Next two layers Potent curves
80 80
[ toric+2 flops [ toric+2 flops
60 [ remainder 60 [ remainder
[ potent
+— +—
5 S
3 3 40 -
o o
20 A
0 -
1072 1071 100 10! 1072 1071 100 10!
Curve volumes Curve volumes

Figure 21: Minimum-volume curves found in the example of §5.4, according to the cate-
gories explained in the text.

as in [108]. As explained above, for all the nilpotent curves shown, we explicitly incorpo-
rated the corresponding corrections to the Kahler potential and Kahler coordinates. For

the potent curves, we checked that the largest contribution was small.

A.1.3 Effects of Pfaffian numbers

Thus far we have taken the Pfaffians Ap in the nonperturbative superpotential to be
given by setting np = 1 in (2.64),

2 np 21
=,/—-— i A9
Ap \/;471'2 - 7 472 (A-9)

However, the values of the numerical constants np are presently unknown, and so we
have also repeated our analysis for a wide range of values of np. In each of the examples

of §5, we have verified a successful uplift to a de Sitter vacuum over the range

107° < np < 10*. (A.10)
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These bounds are the smallest and largest values we attempted, not values at which uplift

failed.

We remark that in each case the minimal value n'5™" is such that
) 2 nmin 1
AT = \/j D« , A1l
m4r? 1672 ( )
Thus, a reader who expects that A = 16% with & € Z should expect our examples to

uplift to de Sitter vacua.

Increasing np increases the Calabi-Yau volume Vg at the point Txgg in Kéhler moduli
space where the supersymmetric AdS precursor exists. Comparing to the alignment
condition (3.34), we conclude that increasing np has the effect of increasing =. Thus, as
np increases, examples that uplifted to non-supersymmetric AdS vacua at np = 1 will
transition into de Sitter vacua, and examples that uplifted to de Sitter vacua at np = 1
will eventually transition into runaways. Conversely, as np becomes very small, examples
that were runaways at np = 1 may eventually become de Sitter vacua. Thus, even if the
correct values of np are outside the range where the examples presented in §5 uplift to
de Sitter, we expect that, for any reasonable value of np, at least some examples of the
large dataset shown in Figure 3 will successfully uplift.

So far we have considered uniform rescalings of the Pfaffians, i.e. we have taken the
Pfaffians of all contributing divisors to have the same value of np. We have also studied
unequal Pfaffians, randomly drawing each of the np from a distribution around a central
value 7. For modest variations around a central value in the range (A.10), we find that

the vacua typically survive.

A.2 Corrections beyond leading order

Having addressed the practical limitations related to finite computations within the

leading-order EFT, we now turn to corrections from beyond leading order.

A.2.1 String loop corrections

The Kéhler coordinates 7; on Kéhler moduli space can be written, as in (2.13),
Ti — Titree + Ti(a,)2 + TZWSI + 5Ti/\/=27(gs) + 6TzN:1 ) (A.12)
Thus far we have worked with the leading-order Kihler coordinates T},

Tvil.o. _ Tvitree + 7‘;(04’)2 I ZTZWSI (Alg)
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146 we have used Ko as

as given explicitly in (2.73). Likewise, for the Kahler potentia
given in (2.39). The expression (A.13) incorporates all o’ corrections, perturbative and
nonperturbative, at string tree level.

At higher orders in the string loop expansion, one expects corrections proportional
to powers of g, < 1, encoded in the terms 67V and 6TV=! in (A.12). In this

gs), as computed by [15,16], and show that this

Appendix we directly evaluate 5T
term is negligible in our examples. We then estimate corrections from (5TZN =1 which
has not been computed in Calabi-Yau compactifications, but has been modeled in [114]
following the toroidal orientifold computation of [110].

We begin with Euclidean D1-brane corrections inherited from the NV = 2 parent
model. Specifically, we have evaluated the corrections computed in [15,16] for the smallest
curves that arise in our models. For each such curve, with string-frame volume ¢ and
B-field b, the full SL(2,7Z)-invariant expressions for the Kéahler potential and Kéahler

coordinates receive corrections of the form

1 )
I= Z ¥ = b+ i mT + nlt. (A.14)
(0,0)#(m,n) €z [mT +nl

The m = 0 part of this sum corresponds to the effect of worldsheet instantons,
I,_o = 2Li, ((—1)2%*2”) , (A.15)

while the remainder can be Poisson-resummed to yield [15]

Lo — ZZ b+n+zt

m;éO nel

2
27szCO(b+n)K1 (_ﬂ-’m‘ . |b +n+ 2t|) , (A16)
gs

with K7 the modified Bessel function of the second kind, and amounts to the series of
Euclidean D1-brane corrections (including the sum over worldvolume flux). In our case,
b € {0,1/2} and the leading term in the two cases is

2 g <2—”t> b=0
Lm0 =~ z (A.17)
498 /1 + gz cos(mCo) K ( t2+1/4> b=1.
We define the control parameter
I
693/12 = Crlxllr%zgs ([miZ) , (A18)
which represents the size of the leading contribution from (5TN 9a) , compared to the
worldsheet instanton terms that we have already included. The value of ef]‘/ =< in each
of our models is given in Table 4. We conclude that the effects of (5TiN 2(92) are safely

negligible in our constructions.

46The o' corrections to the Kihler potential are small in all our examples, as shown in §5. Even so,
they have a non-negligible effect through the implicit dependence of V on the holomorphic coordinates

T;, and cannot be neglected when computing the vacuum point in moduli space.
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ID| €)=

5.3 x 1073
3.9x 1073
2.5 x 1073
5.6 x 1074

3.1 x10°8

QU= W N~

Table 4: Relative correction eﬁf =2 defined in (A.18), from the string loop corrections

STN=%19) 6 the Kihler coordinates.

We now turn to 67V=', which we will express in terms of
T = Re T}, (A.19)

with 77 the string tree level Kéhler coordinate including all o/ corrections, as in (2.73)
and (A.13). The T;'° are Einstein frame volumes, so corrections can be written as powers
of 1/T} = g,/ T, with T2 the corresponding string frame volumes.
We will write
STN=Y = oTNL  + 0TN-L (A.20)

i,divisor i,curve ?

and first consider the corrections involving divisor volumes. Naive dimensional analysis

suggests a series of corrections in powers of

gz'2N _ Cp;

= A21
1672 47r7;1'°' ’ ( )

where the left-hand side is the expectation for a gauge theory with coupling g; and N

colors, and the right-hand side is the corresponding expression in our notation. Thus, we

write!”
o) n
_ Cp, ; Cp. s
1,divisor A n§_1: self,n 47 7;}80 ’
with some unknown coefficients k? ;. By comparing with [70],*® which explicitly computed

corrections to the Kahler coordinates in A/ = 1 supersymmetric toroidal orientifolds, we
expect that the &’ are O(1). Directly computing these coefficients in a Calabi-Yau
orientifold is an important task for the future.

The one-loop term in (A.22), n = 0, defines the Pfaffian Ap, which we are treating

separately (§A.1.3), and so the first non-trivial correction could arise at O(g;), i.e., n = 1.

47 An additional possibility is a term proportional to log(Vg) [115]. The variation of such a term with
respect to the Kéahler parameters is of order 1/Vg. Therefore, to leading order in 1/Vg such a term can
be absorbed with an appropriate rescaling of the Pfaffians Ap. As we marginalize over the Ap in a wide

range (§A.1.3), we do not include a log term in (A.22).
18See also [114-116].
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Turning to the corrections 57}{{;}@ from curves, we expect the most dangerous effects
to come from small-volume cycles. It was argued in [110, 111] that the dominant effect
in this regime involves winding strings that wrap the curve of intersections of two stacks
of D7-branes. In our compactifications, the D7-brane stacks do not intersect at all, but
one might speculate that the curve of intersection of a D7-brane stack with a Euclidean
D3-brane could support modes that source a correction. We are thus led to a conservative
model of N' = 1 string loop corrections from small-volume curves, of the form [1 10,114,

| (see also [116])

TN = Y 69 ke, vmgsc. o, (A.23)
Ci;CD;ND; s+
where 0 is the Heaviside step function, g is the genus of C;;, and k¢, is an unknown con-
stant. That is, for coordinate 7T; we consider curves C;; corresponding to the intersection
of other divisors D; with D;. If C;; has genus g > 0, then winding modes along C;; can
correct T;.

Now we turn to evaluating (A.23). In each of our examples, all seven-brane stacks,
as well as all of the leading Euclidean D3-branes (see §A.1.1), wrap prime toric divisors.
So suppose that D; and D; are toric divisors, and that C;; C D; N D;. For X a Calabi-
Yau hypersurface obtained from a A°-favorable polytope whose dual is A-favorable (a
condition that holds in all our examples: see §4.2), C;; is a curve of genus > 0 if and
only if D; and D; are each associated with vertices of a one-face of A°, without interior
point, such that the dual two-face of A has at least one interior point.*® In our models
this situation does not arise, and so there are no contributions to (A.23) from toric
complete intersection curves C;; C D; N D;. That is, if we consider winding strings
on D7-brane/Euclidean D3-brane intersection curves, following [1 10, 1141], then we find

ST e = 0.

i,curve

In an abundance of caution, we suppose that there might be contributions

STN=1 — o s A24
1,curve C VOIS C ’ ( )

for some curve C, even one that is not the intersection of divisors supporting D7-branes
and Euclidean D3-branes (cf. [116]). We still require that C be potent, so that it might in
principle have g > 0 and so support winding modes. Thus, we take the string frame vol-
ume Vol, C of the smallest potent curve C as a template for corrections to the holomorphic
coordinates 7;. As we currently lack a method to determine whether higher genus Rie-
mann surfaces exist in any given curve class, we simply assume that such a representative
exists. For this reason, the corresponding correction is very likely an overestimate.
Table 5 records our estimates of the largest divisor self-correction from (A.22) and

the largest curve correction from (A.24) in each model, taking k¢ = kly; = 1.

49Gee e.g. [117] for an accessible approach to related results on stratification.
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ID | Self-correction | Curve correction
1 0.00609 0.0511
2 0.00463 0.0401
3 0.00713 0.0387
4 0.0147 0.0543
5 0.0104 0.0481

Table 5: Summary of largest relative corrections 6TVN="/T; to (A.22) and (A.24).

A.2.2 Perturbations of the throat

We now turn to ten-dimensional supergravity in order to examine the effects of relevant
operators that perturb the infrared region of the throat.

Gaugino condensation on a stack of seven-branes wrapped on a divisor D sources
three-form flux [24, 1 18], breaking the no-scale symmetry of the Klebanov-Strassler solu-
tion. The strength of the source is proportional to the nonperturbative superpotential
term Wrﬁﬁ’ ), which is small. However, if the flux excites a relevant perturbation of the
throat in the UV, this mode will grow toward the IR, and can become significant if the
hierarchy of scales is large. We now give a quantitative estimate of this effect, follow-
ing [21].

We consider the leading mode in the throat that breaks no-scale: this is a mode®

of the three-form flux (G5, corresponding to an operator in the dual field theory with

dimension A = 2 [24]. Given a UV source j[(f\),) from a divisor D, this mode grows toward
the IR as s
TUV\ 2 .
so(r) = ()R (A.25)

As the vev of the three-form Gj3 at the tip of the throat is of order M, we estimate the

relative size of the backreaction at the tip of the throat to be of order

5¢(7“1R) Tuv : j(D)
(D) .— _ uv
e -~ . (A.26)

We first compute the strength of the source. Writing the full superpotential (4.18) as

2 1 —27Tp/c (D)
W =Wy+ %mZe b D:W0+2Wnp , (A27)
D D
and using® [119,120]
<>\)\>(D) K D 4
oy e Wi x Vi, (A.28)
50This mode was classified as Series I flux in [24]: see Table 7 and §7.2.2 of [24].
®!The right-hand side is as in [119], with their e replaced by our (equivalent) factor V3.
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ID | maxe®

5.6 x 107°
5.2 x 107°
7.2x107°
2.3x 107
1.2 x 107

(S0 B N ORI N

Table 6: Sizes of perturbations to the Klebanov-Strassler throat, as estimated in (A.30).

we estimate

1
1 (D) 3 1
(D) AN Ve — WD (A.29)

Juv ™~ ~ =
Vs 327\ /198p ¢D

To evaluate £(P), we compute the hierarchy of scales rg /ruv. Uplift to a de Sitter

vacuum requires the relation (B.16) between z. and Wy, as derived in Appendix B. For

= ~ 1 the hierarchy of scales is given by (B.17), so we arrive at

1
3 WrSD)
Vi M

D)~ 0.14 x —
coM(g3V)s  wy

(A.30)

Table 6 shows that e?) < 1 for all divisors D hosting nonperturbative effects, for all
of the examples of §5. We therefore expect the infrared region of the warped throat to
be unaffected by the dynamics in the bulk.

If one instead found ¢(”) > 1 for some D, the impact would depend on the location of
D in relation to the throat. A divisor Dy, sourcing fluxes that have to propagate across
the compactification to reach the throat will have smaller effects on the infrared than a
divisor D,e,, that extends into the upper reaches of the throat. However, quantifying the
suppression that results from propagation would require knowing the Calabi-Yau metric

in the bulk, and so is beyond the scope of this work.

A.2.3 Warping Effects

Next we consider the NV = 1 effects due to warping, parameterized in (4.17) of [18] as
i | Nps(wi)|
gy = st (A31)
LT
for divisors D;, and
Qo
Ir—1 = YR (A.32)
Vi

for the entire Calabi-Yau. The sizes of these corrections in each of the examples are
summarized in Table 7. We see that the characteristic size of warping effects is O(30%)
for divisors and O(15%) for the entire Calabi-Yau.
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The quantities (A.31) and (A.32) provide estimates®® of the margin of safety from the

effects of backreaction of seven-branes and O3-planes, respectively, on the warp factor, a

phenomenon studied in [95-97] and referred to as the singular bulk problem in [96].
ID max(gjv:l) gj)\(/:l
1 0.273 0.146
2 0.244 0.128
3 0.292 0.116
4 0.363 0.177
5) 0.374 0.245

Table 7: Summary of the characteristic size of warping effects, given in (A.31) and (A.32),

in the five de Sitter vacua, labeled as in §5.

B Normalization of the Anti-D3-brane Potential

In this Appendix we compute the energy of a warped anti-D3-brane, in conventions that
accord with our treatment of the supersymmetric theory.
We write the Kéhler potential (2.70) as

K = —log(16V}/g.) — log (/12" (B.1)

where Vi = V/g2'? is the Einstein frame volume of X in units of 2 = (2r)2¢/, including
perturbative and nonperturbative corrections in o/, cf. (2.71), and [|Q[|? == —i [, QA Q.
Denoting Wy = |(Wauy)| with Whayy given in (2.48), the supersymmetric bulk mini-

mum lies at

3 Js WVO|2
Vel =— -5 .
Vel =16 vz P

Next, we compute the contribution to the scalar potential from a warped anti-D3-brane.

(B.2)

The warped ten-dimensional metric in Einstein frame reads (see e.g. [71,121])
2 e2A
ds® = 4—57dx2 + e sk, e = Lt ¢y, (B.3)
7T

in terms of the overall volume modulus ¢, and a reference solution of the warp factor

e~440and with the Calabi-Yau metric ds2, normalized to unit volume, and finally with

to ::/ Vgoye o (B.4)
X

throat

auoat rather than Qo in an estimate for the singular bulk problem, but

52Tn principle one could use @

Q4roat s not a great deal smaller than Qo in our examples.
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In this system of units, the four dimensional reduced Planck mass measured with the
four-dimensional Weyl-rescaled metric dz? is given by M, = 1. We now assume that
complex structure moduli are stabilized near a conifold point where a special Lagrangian
three-sphere A degenerates. Its volume measured with the (unit volume) metric ds2y- is

then given by [122]

_ Q |z .
2732 . Vol(A) oy = If\ATH =: ’||Qf||‘ = 2. (B.5)

In contrast, the physical volume measured with the full ten-dimensional Einstein frame

metric is given by

Vol(A) = e 347 Vol(A) oy €2 (B.6)
where e47% is the value of the warp factor at the tip of the throat.
The Klebanov-Strassler solution [15] implies the relation
%
3
Vol(A)ks = M2 03 B.7
(s = 5= (Va6 (B.7)
with
o th(z) — 1 1
e 23/ dx%(smh@x) —22)% ~ 1.13983... . (B.8)
0 sinh?(x)

Comparing (B.5), (B.6), and (B.7), we find that

E . 87-V3
(vai~ T
Therefore, the warped anti-D3-brane potential can be written

N2 etdin 1 M 3¢ g0 (VP |ay)s
Voo~ 2T (-) S =5 9 (Y5 | % , B.10
D3 D3 A 2 41 t2 32 Vé/g 12 (93M>2 ( )

IR

~ 39.4612. (B.9)

in terms of 198 13
(= (E> ~ 114.037 . (B.11)

3
At large volume ¢ > 1, we may identify

Vi —/ dSy\/goye M ~ t2 (B.12)
X

Njw

up to corrections of order ND?,/VE7 — see §A.2.3.
The above expressions are only valid when warping is significant near the tip of the
throat, i.e., when
eAr  BAuv (B.13)
or equivalently when
lisul,
WV

|zl < (95M2)7 (B.14)
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Finally, at large complex structure we have
19> ~ 8V, (B.15)

where V is the volume of the mirror threefold measured in type ITA string frame.

We can therefore write

4 1,31
= . VﬁB _ |ZCf|3 VEV3

= T WP g S (B.16)

—

where the numerical constant { ~ 114.037 was given in (B.11).

Configurations with Vpz/|Vr| > 1 will quickly decompactify, while configurations
with Vp3/|Vr| < 1 will have negative vacuum energy. The de Sitter vacua found in this
work arise in cases where 1 < Vpg/|Vr| < 3.

For = = 1, the throat hierarchy of scales reads

3
(TIR )3 o e34m N (3)3/4 " W3/2<gs) 4 (B.17)
. ~ 0 - . .

ruv 63AUV 2 15/4 V

Finally, the warped Kaluza-Klein scale m,kx in four-dimensional Planck units is

m2 g o T (3>3 [Zerl® — (B.18)
8T/ (JGM)3VEVs

C A Landscape of Vacua

In this Appendix we present a selection of anti-de Sitter vacua, both supersymmetric and
non-supersymmetric, that we found in the course of our search for de Sitter vacua. We
plan on presenting a more thorough analysis of this dataset in future work [123]. This
Appendix is merely intended to provide context for the ensemble from which our de Sitter

candidates are drawn, as also illustrated in Figures 2 and 3.

C.1 KS in KS

Supersymmetric AdS vacua with all moduli stabilized, but without conifolds, were con-
structed in [18], and conversely flux compactifications with conifolds but without all
moduli stabilized were constructed in [84,85]. In Table 8 we give the first examples of

supersymmetric AdS vacua with conifolds, and with all moduli stabilized.
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ID | (h*',h"Y) | M | K’ | Nps s W gsM EX —Vr =

(6,160) | 8 | x| 2 |3-107%|1.0-107% | 0.021 | 6.0-107% | 2.5-107% | 10™
b | (7,155) [ 8 | 2] 0O 0.18 | 7.4-107'% | 146 | 2.1-107% | 51-107% | 10%
c | (6,160) | 2 10| 0 | 0.015 [1.6-107%"| 0.30 | 2.4-107%7 | 5.8-10"" | 0.06
d | (6,160) | 2 | 2| 11 027 |3.2-107% | 0.55 | 1.3-107** | 2.3-107% | 0.65
e | (8,150) | 14| 4 | 0 | 0.075 0.032 1.05 | 9.1-10°7 | 1.8-107'7 | 3.38

Table 8: The first examples of supersymmetric AdS flux vacua with Klebanov-Strassler
throats and with all moduli stabilized.

Examples (a)-(e) in Table 8 are all supersymmetric AdS vacua with Klebanov-Strassler
throats. Each of these compactifications can fulfill Gauss’s law (2.29) with Ngz = 0, and
so has no net anti-D3-branes. Net D3-branes are present in (a) and (d), but not in (b),
(c), or (e). We have stabilized all closed string moduli in each of these examples; in
(a) and (d) the additional moduli associated to the D3-branes are presumably lifted as
in (89, 124], but are not studied here.

Example (a) has the smallest value of W, in our ensemble, while example (b) has the
largest g,M in a case with Wy < 1 x 107!°. However, in both (a) and (b) the alignment
parameter = defined in (3.34) is exponentially large, so there is no prospect of controllable
supersymmetry breaking from physics in the throat in either case.

Example (c) has the smallest z.¢ in a well-aligned vacuum. Example (d) has the largest
gsM in a well-aligned, strongly-warped vacuum with very small Wj.

Finally, example (e) is a very special vacuum. Gauss’s law (2.29) is fulfilled with
Nps = 0, so there is a supersymmetric AdS vacuum with a strongly-warped Klebanov-
Strassler throat. If one now introduces an anti-D3-brane at the tip of the throat and a
D3-brane elsewhere in the compactification, the tadpole is unchanged. One can check that
because the vacuum is well-aligned, the brane-antibrane pair does not cause immediate
decompactification, but instead uplifts to a configuration with positive energy. Moreover,
because M > 12, the anti-D3-brane is metastable against brane-flux annihilation, at least
at the level of the leading order in o/ approximation made throughout this work.

Thus, compactification (e) provides a totally explicit setting for the inflationary sce-
nario of [39]. The closed string moduli are not initially destabilized by the energy of
the brane-antibrane pair, and the D3-brane position can evolve under the influence of
the nonperturbative superpotential. We expect (but have not shown) that for suitable
initial conditions the D3-brane will fall down the throat and annihilate against the anti-
D3-brane. We hasten to state that we have not computed the full potential for D3-brane
motion, only the potential for the closed string moduli in the presence of the anti-D3-

brane energy. Determining whether the D3-brane evolution is actually slow-roll inflation,
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rather than a rapid plunge followed by tachyon condensation, would at a minimum require
applying the results of [21], but more realistically will require a numerical supergravity

solution. This is a natural target for future work.

C.2 Vacua with even flux quanta

It was shown in [20] that, in flux compactifications on toroidal orientifolds, odd flux
quanta are only permitted in the presence of exotic O3-planes, which modify the definition
of Qo away from the form given in (2.27). However, in the toroidal context, this constraint
follows from the existence of “half-cycles” ~ T%/Z, in the quotient that do not exist in
the unorientifolded parent torus. Corresponding cycles and constraints have not been
examined in Calabi-Yau orientifolds, and therefore it is unclear whether the conclusions
of [26] apply in the Calabi-Yau context.

In any event, finding de Sitter vacua with purely even flux quanta is beyond the
scope of this work. This is because, for the orientifolds we considered, one always has
Qo = 24+ h 1 (X)+h*(X) = 0 mod 4. Thus, if the PFV flux vectors M and K are both
even, then in light of (2.29) we must have an even number of anti-D3-branes, p € 2Z. As
a result, to meet the leading-order metastability criterion (3.30), we would need to find
configurations with two antibranes, and correspondingly flux vectors with M > 24. From
Figure 2 it is clear that flux vacua with extremely large M do exist, but at the same time
the computational methods used here are poorly suited to finding them on a large scale.

While the construction of de Sitter with even fluxes will require a dedicated search and
improved methods, the construction of supersymmetric AdS vacua with even fluxes and
Klebanov-Strassler throats is well within reach. We have thus far constructed 183,069
conifold PFVs with purely even flux quanta, among which those with small Wy and g,
are shown in Figure 22. To illustrate some of the possible parameter values, we present

three of these configurations in Table 9.
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ID | (B*',hYY) | M | K" | Nos | g Wo gsM |zt Vi E

f (7,155) 8 2 0 0.18 [9.7-10718 | 146 | 2.1-1073 | =8.3-107°9 | 10%
g | (8150) | s |2 | 0 |023]23 1021831107 -16-107]028
h (6,160) 4 % -2 10.056 | 1.9-107 | 0.23 | 1.0-10722 | —2.2-1073® | 0.22

Table 9: A selection of vacua with even flux quanta and their control parameters.

10-°

1078

10—10

10—12

10714

1071

Small Wy vacua with even fluxes

1072

1071
gs

10°

Figure 22: Examples of 2,412 conifold PFVs with purely even flux quanta and small Wj.

Examples (f) and (g) in Table 9 have no net D3-branes or anti-D3-branes. In each

case we have carried out stabilization of all moduli, arriving at a supersymmetric AdS

vacuum with a Klebanov-Strassler throat. Vacuum (f) has the smallest value of W,

amongst even PFVs, but has = > 1, whereas vacuum (g) is a well-aligned vacuum but

has more moderate Wj.

Finally, we turn to example (h), which has the smallest W occurring in a well-aligned

PFV with even fluxes. Moreover, (h) contains p = 2 anti-D3-branes. Because g,M is

quite small, it is far from clear that this anti-D3-brane configuration is metastable, and so

we do not refer to this as a vacuum. Nevertheless, we present example (h) as a curiosity,

and as evidence that aligned configurations with anti-D3-branes and small W, can be

found in compactifications with purely even fluxes.
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C.3 Non-supersymmetric AdS vacua

Thus far in this Appendix we have focused on supersymmetric AdS vacua. We now
turn to nonsupersymmetric AdS vacua. In §5 we considered nonsupersymmetric vacua
in which the supersymmetry breaking energy of the anti-D3-brane was sufficient to uplift
to de Sitter space, which required = > 1 — see (3.34). If instead we consider vacua with
= < 1, the energy of the anti-D3-brane is insufficient to uplift the vacuum to positive
energy, and we obtain a nonsupersymmetric AdS vacuum.

Following the framework laid out in the main text, we have found three nonsupersym-
metric AdS vacua, whose properties are summarized in Table 10. We note that although
in a de Sitter vacuum the masses of all moduli must be positive, in an AdS vacuum
the Hessian of the potential is allowed to have negative eigenvalues as long as the re-
sulting tachyonic mass is above the BF bound [125]. In particular, example (i) has two
BF-allowed tachyons, whereas examples (j) and (k) have positive-definite masses.

We have not subjected the nonsupersymmetric AdS vacua presented here to the full
battery of tests that we applied to the de Sitter vacua of §5; we defer a complete study
of AdS vacua in our ensemble to future work [123].

ID (h2717 hl’l) M | K' gs WO gsM ‘Zcf| Vb

1 (7,155) | 14 % 0.15 0.29 2.05 | 20-107° | =1.7-10713

i (7,147) |14 | 1810059 | 7.9-1074 | 0.83 | 1.1-10710 | —1.2-1072

k (6,160) | 14 % 0.079 | 5.9-1072 | 1.10 | 25-1077 | —8.8-1071¢

Table 10: Nonsupersymmetric AdS vacua.

D Formulas for the Potential and its Derivatives

In this section we derive formulas for evaluating the relevant terms in the scalar potential,
and for computing first and second derivatives with respect to the moduli. We divide the
problem into three parts: in §D.1 we consider the Kéhler moduli (for fixed g), in §D.2
we consider the complex structure moduli and the dilaton, and in §D.3 we consider the
uplift potential (3.31) and its derivatives.

In each case we used finite-difference methods and automatic differentiation to perform

consistency checks of the expressions for the derivatives and Hessian.
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D.1 Kahler moduli sector

We consider the Kahler potential

K = —2log(g,°®),

with
1 :
® =V + dVppuL — 5[-7: —t'Fil,
Re(T}) =g;'Te, Tii=1i— 5o+ Fi.
in terms of 0Vppur, == — Zf((;z;(s, and

. 1 oT g _—2mq- .
7 ‘W;"qhg«—m”e "), Fi=0uF, et

It will be useful to define the following quantities:

yi = Tit! =21+ Fiyt!, yij = Tigt® = iy + Figt®
zi = Ttt" = 275 + Fipt't* 2y = Tijut™t' = Fijut*t',

where we define 7T;; == 0,7}, Tijr = 0uTji; ete.
We have the following useful relation:
1

Vi, 3tiyj = Yij + 72]’ .

8tiq) - 2

The inverse Kahler metric takes the form
4P
95 = 5 leyiy; — Tisl

S
and the F-term potential can be conveniently reorganized as
2

V= % [~Y + e (4XX — dg,Re[XTW] + ¢n[W]?)] .

with W := 9, W, W := 07, W7 etc, and

1 )

X = — iW’L,
2y

Y = T,;WWi,

e = (Tt —20)"
60— Tit't! _ 60Vegar, — 3F + 3t'Fi — Fit't!
40 AP '

n:
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(D.10)

(D.11)
(D.12)

(D.13)



We define
O =TyW, TH=WITWk, =Wy, 9= Wiy,
7;§W) — ’Ejkwk’ 7;;1“) = Tijn Fk 7;j(§) — ﬁjkgk’
A = T WA, T = T W W = W
Denoting ¢; = Im(7}), we find

1
X = 00X 5oy + o)W + L0 T
Xi = ad)z :—52 ,
X, = 0p X =TV L]
ig — Ui 1] 2 1) 295 29
zkﬁ] Wzk(yk] _'_77{])

X'y =0 X =5
- 1
XY .= aqleJ - _ §§U ,
- 2 .
Y = Y =T"WWi + =T Re [IV] |
gs
Yii=0,Y = — QIm(Wijg)
Vi 2
= 0, Y; =T 4 - [T Re [WHTM| 4+ (6 o )] + = ~Re ]
t o LTV Ty + TR W]
i . i - ik W) L ik T
V' =0uY"=—2Im g—W@)ﬁj +W 7;j + g—W TaWim T, |,
YU = 0, Y7 = = 2Re |[Wi — W W]
Moreover,

€ =0ue = —€ (y; + z) ,
€ij =0 = 26 (yi + 2) (y; + 25) — € (i + 3y + Tig)
vi o Figt) — Figutt*

i :81 = —— ,
n i) 2<I>77 + 1D
Yt Ty iy n Fij — Figet" = Figuat"t'
Mij - 20 20 4 '
Using these expressions, one finds for the gradient of the F-term potential:
4q? — —
V= 0V = — ﬁv - gs Re [V; — ¢ (4XX — dg.XTV + ng?[W %)

+ € (4Xi(gW — 2X) + 202X — gW) — gZni|W?)

) 4g? ) o _ o _
Vii= 0,V = — gs Re [V + e(4X(gV — 2X) + 2ig. W' (2X — gayW))] .
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) T+ — [y + T WG + (i )] +

(D.18)

(D.19)
(D.20)

(D.21)

(D.22)
(D.23)

(D.24)

(D.25)

(D.26)
(D.27)

(D.28)

(D.29)

(D.30)

(D.31)



For the Hessian V¥ = Dy, Vi Vi = 0yV" and V;; == 9,V; we find
Vil = %“%Re [Yij te <4Xif (9T — 2X) — 8XTX7 — 4gyi( XTWI + WixY)
20K ) 22T | (D3
Vi = Sys Mg [ Yo — e (4X9(2X — g,TV) — 2ig, W/ (2X — g, TV))
. (4Xﬂ(gsW — 9X) — 8X, X7 — 4ig, X;Wi
2T W (29X — g W) + 200(2X7 + igsn W)

—2ig2n; W W) ] , (D.33)
?ng + 7:] szg + V;y]
Vij = V-
J 20 20
95 ke [y AXX — 4. XW + ng?|W |2
e e ij_€ij( — 40s +n9g;| |)

+ 6 (4X;(gW = 2X) + 202X — gnW) — gong|[W ) + (i ¢ j)
+ e (4X5(gsW — 2X) — 8X, X + 4(X:Q; + X; )
1 — —
AT+ T W T X — g W)

—295(Qm; + Qn)W — g2ni|W?) | (D.34)

Importantly, we have written the above formulas in a way that requires numerical evau-
lation of tensors of rank at most equal to two. For this reason, we are able to efficiently

evaluate our expressions numerically, even at the largest values of of h'! = O(100).

D.2 Complex structure moduli sector

In the complex structure moduli and axiodilaton sector, we have the following superpo-

tential and Kéahler potential:

2miq-Z
\/7W —Nabzz a2” 2 Z M - §)e?™ia? (D.35)

— log(—i(r — 7)) — log(V) ; (D.36)
T
P =g (e () + <X

-
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It follows that

o~ 1 Q- . . . Tiq-Z
Te =20V =7a = 553 %:ngqa (27T (g Z)Liy (€*77%) + ilm(Liz (7))

(D.38)
NN ad 1 . Tiq-Z
Koy =200, Ty = Kap — Dy Z ny gagsRe(Liy (e*777)), (D.39)
q
leab =210, Tp = Kap + Z ngqaqblm((j’- Z)Lig (ezm'(f'g) , (D.40)
q
Kabe =2i0aKpe = Kabe + Y _ 13 ¢atselio (€77 (D.41)
q
Kabe =2i0,Kpe = Kaps — 47 Z ng-»qaqchhn(”- 2V, (62’”6'5) , (D.42)
q
Kaped =210,y qg = —4m Z ng Qaqpqcqalii (€7™77) (D.43)
q
where 7, = %/{abCIm(zb)Im(zc), and ke = Kapelm(z°). It follows that %ICabIm(zb) =
Re(7a).
The Kahler connection and metric read
K, = zli , (D.44)
2y
1 (T.Ty
9ob = —= (T"’% - ICab) ) (D45)
4V \ VYV
and we further define LT
ghot = — (“Tb - /€a5> . (D.46)
4V \ vV
Denoting W, 4, = Osa1 ... 0, W, the covariant derivatives of the superpotential are
Ta
DW =W, +i—=W, (D.47)
2V
. ]@a
D, D)W =Wy, + 2 (Ta DWW + T, D,W) =T, D.W + ~bW, (D.48)
2V 4y
DanDcW :Wabc + % (%DchW + 7Z,Z)aDcVV + ﬁDanW)
~ T4 DyDW —T¢ DyDW — T DyD,W
1 /- . .
= <lCachW 4 KueDyW + ICbcDaW>
Ty
+ % (TaT + ToT + TT%) D
— (0T + T YD, — %/@abcw, (D.49)
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with

7; _
Fcb - g 8agbd _§ng7abJ7 (D50)
. TTT ToKose + ToKoaz + K Te /Cac
Yave = 200Gy = + ’ : : (D.51)
2V3 4p? 4y’
and
1 .-
aargc + Zgrim = _ngm%bcmu (D52)
- = 2i0 o _ICach + ade + Icacd% + ICbcd,]:l E 7;l
N KaKeq + KacKig + KocKag (KapTe + Ko 77, + ICbCTl)T
4V? _2V3
KadToTe + KogTaTe + chTT 3T Ty TTa (D.53)
28 20 ‘
The potential gradient is
V= 0.V =" (D,DyW¢*D W — 2D,WW) . (D.54)
Moreover, one finds
Vi = 0,0,V = (DanDch“ZDdW - DanWW) LTSV (D.55)
Vi = 003V =¢* (9u(g™ DV DIV = 2W?) + Ry DW g*" D, W
4D, D,WD, DV — DaWDbW> , (D.56)
with R 3, = —0p1'¢,. Finally, we have
1 m 2 cn  pm——o-
OLaa = 7 (9" Vadom — 99" by Yaam) - (D.57)
in terms of
~ 3 . Kaéd% + ’CbEcZ’]:l + Kabé?d + K:abJTc
Vaped = 2100 Vpeq = 5
4y L
'\ Kaioe + KaeKoa + Keakay  KaTeTa + KeaT T
_ A _ 2V? __
- KaeToTa + KagTyTe + KoeTaTa + Kyg TaTe n 3T Ty T Ta (D.58)
2)3 294 '
Next, we consider the contribution from the axiodilaton:
1 1
K, =— . G = — — D.59
T—T g (tr—7)2 ( )
2 6 2
7 =— 7+ (T7,) = = : D.
TT T—7 ’ a7' TT + ( TT) (7_ o 77_)2 ) RTT T (7_ o 77_>2 ( 60)



Using this one finds

\/ngw:—Kaza— _ (D.61)

T—7

D2W = 0°W =0. (D.62)

As [D,, D] =0, we conclude that

T To = ™ D,W
-D.,D =—K,—1—=(K-2)—4/= D.
\/g WD W “ 121/( ) \/gT_T, (D.63)

. K L7 . .
\/EDanDTW — (TR, + TK.) 4+ 2T 4T, (Kc LR z)7;>
2 2V 212 2V

K.7. D, D,3W
LY g \/E ALENS (D.64)

4V 2 T—T

are the only remaining independent and non-vanishing superpotential derivatives.

The resulting 7-derivatives of the F-term potential are

V, = 0.V = eX(D,D,Wg*D,W — 2D, WW), (D.65)
V.r =0V =" (=0PWW ! V, = ! V. D.66
V= OV S Y T (D-66)
Vyo == 0.V, = (D, DD, W ¢*DWV — D,D,W W), (D.67)
b D WD,3W — 2|W|? . -
Vi = 0,0,V =K 4 WD, W + ¢*D,D,WD,D,W —2|D,W|* | ,
4Im(7)?

(D.68)
Vs = 0,0;V = X (¢*D, DyWD.D,W — D,WD, W) . (D.69)

In practice, we evaluate the above formulas near a conifold limit, by integrating out the
(heavy) conifold modulus explicitly, supersymmetrically, using the formula (3.11), and
considering only the light fields corresponding to fluctuations §z% such that dz?qS" = 0.
The enormous hierarchy between the masses of the light degrees of freedom and the
conifold modulus makes a numerical treatment involving all fields impractical. Happily,
corrections to our treatment are of order |z.|, which is of order 107¢ — 107® in our

solutions.

D.3 Uplift potential

We are interested in computing derivatives of the anti-D3-brane potential, in an effective
theory in which a conifold modulus as been integrated out supersymmetrically. Thus

again, we use the formula (3.11), i.e.,

1 2m
‘Zcf| = %GXP <—W(5) (D?O)
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with

= (2QuueIm(r) + M“M°K5)| o+ Olzer) , - (D.71)
We record,
5, = 0.0 = —iQuux, O 1= Dad = —ficabEMch, (D.72)
Sap = 0pa000 = ilCabchch (D.73)
and 6,5 = 0.

Having integrated out the heavy conifold modulus, its vev still varies adiabatically as
a function of the light moduli, specifically

2m
0M2

or 1\’ o _ or \?_ —
aaab‘ch’ = ((W) (5a6b 0M2 ab) ’ZCfl aaab’ch‘ = (W) 5a5b7 (D75)

and we define the low energy effective theory via imposing these relations onto the fields

@7—|Zcf| (5 |Zcf’ 8a|ZCf| (D74)

0M25 [zt

entering the Kahler potential and superpotential. We will work in a regime where z. <
W, so we may approximate our effective theory by sending z.s — 0.
We now would like to address the backreaction of an anti-D3-brane uplift onto the

light moduli. For this we assume an uplift term

Vig=n-~——o~ (D.76)

and we will set p = %, thus matching (3.31), where it is understood that z is a function
of the light moduli, and not itself an independent dynamical degree of freedom.
We find for the gradient

7 2T
Ve = | — — 0, k , D.
0-Vp3 < 2Tm () pngMg > Vs =t k:Vps (D.77)
T, 27
6avﬁ3 =P (E — W5a> Vﬁg = kan, (D78)
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and for the Hessian

1
O Vg = {m + ki] Vg (D.79)
1
0,0 Vg = {—m + \/’%11 Vs, (D.80)
0,0,V55 = krkoVig, (D.81)
0,0; Vg = kirka Vg, (D.82)
Dud Vs = |p (=g — =250 ) + kaks | Vg D.83
aVbV D3 — p 29ab ngMz ab + avb D3> ( . )
p —_
0uO5Vg = bgaz; + kakbi| Vb3 - (D.84)

Evaluating the derivatives with respect to the Kahler moduli only involves derivatives of

Vg, which is straightforward.

References

[1]

P. Candelas, G. T. Horowitz, A. Strominger, and E. Witten, “Vacuum
configurations for superstrings,” Nucl. Phys. B 258 (1985) 4674, et seq.

S. Kachru, R. Kallosh, A. D. Linde, and S. P. Trivedi, “de Sitter Vacua in String
Theory,” Phys. Rev. D 68 (2003) 046005, arXiv:hep-th/0301240.

L. McAllister and F. Quevedo, “Moduli Stabilization in String Theory,”
arXiv:2310.20559 [hep-th].

A. Saltman and E. Silverstein, “The Scaling of the no scale potential and de Sitter
model building,” JHEP 11 (2004) 066, arXiv:hep-th/0402135.

V. Balasubramanian, P. Berglund, J. P. Conlon, and F. Quevedo, “Systematics of
moduli stabilisation in Calabi-Yau flux compactifications,” JHEP 03 (2005) 007,
arXiv:hep-th/0502058.

A. Westphal, “de Sitter string vacua from Kahler uplifting,” JHEP 03 (2007) 102,
arXiv:hep-th/0611332.

J. Louis, M. Rummel, R. Valandro, and A. Westphal, “Building an explicit de
Sitter,” JHEP 10 (2012) 163, arXiv:1208.3208 [hep-th].

M. Cicoli, D. Klevers, S. Krippendorf, C. Mayrhofer, F. Quevedo, and
R. Valandro, “Explicit de Sitter Flux Vacua for Global String Models with Chiral
Matter,” JHEP 05 (2014) 001, arXiv:1312.0014 [hep-th].

90


http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/0550-3213(85)90602-9
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.68.046005
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-th/0301240
http://arxiv.org/abs/2310.20559
http://dx.doi.org/10.1088/1126-6708/2004/11/066
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-th/0402135
http://dx.doi.org/10.1088/1126-6708/2005/03/007
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-th/0502058
http://dx.doi.org/10.1088/1126-6708/2007/03/102
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-th/0611332
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/JHEP10(2012)163
http://arxiv.org/abs/1208.3208
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/JHEP05(2014)001
http://arxiv.org/abs/1312.0014

[9] M. Cicoli, F. Quevedo, and R. Valandro, “De Sitter from T-branes,” JHEP 03
(2016) 141, arXiv:1512.04558 [hep-th].

[10] C. Cérdova, G. B. De Luca, and A. Tomasiello, “Classical de Sitter Solutions of
10-Dimensional Supergravity,” Phys. Rev. Lett. 122 no. 9, (2019) 091601,
arXiv:1812.04147 [hep-th].

[11] C. Crino, F. Quevedo, and R. Valandro, “On de Sitter String Vacua from
Anti-D3-Branes in the Large Volume Scenario,” JHEP 03 (2021) 258,
arXiv:2010.15903 [hep-th].

[12] G. B. De Luca, E. Silverstein, and G. Torroba, “Hyperbolic compactification of
M-theory and de Sitter quantum gravity,” SciPost Phys. 12 no. 3, (2022) 083,
arXiv:2104.13380 [hep-th].

[13] M. Cicoli, I. G. Etxebarria, F. Quevedo, A. Schachner, P. Shukla, and
R. Valandro, “The Standard Model quiver in de Sitter string compactifications,”
JHEP 08 (2021) 109, arXiv:2106.11964 [hep-th].

[14] L. Randall and R. Sundrum, “A Large Mass Hierarchy from a Small Extra
Dimension,” Phys. Rev. Lett. 83 (1999) 3370-3373, arXiv:hep-ph/9905221.

[15] 1. R. Klebanov and M. J. Strassler, “Supergravity and a confining gauge theory:
Duality cascades and chi SB resolution of naked singularities,” JHEP 08 (2000)
052, arXiv:hep-th/0007191.

[16] S. B. Giddings, S. Kachru, and J. Polchinski, “Hierarchies from fluxes in string
compactifications,” Phys. Rev. D 66 (2002) 106006, arXiv:hep-th/0105097.

[17] S. Kachru, J. Pearson, and H. L. Verlinde, “Brane / flux annihilation and the
string dual of a nonsupersymmetric field theory,” JHEP 06 (2002) 021,
arXiv:hep-th/0112197.

[18] M. Demirtas, M. Kim, L. McAllister, J. Moritz, and A. Rios-Tascon, “Small
cosmological constants in string theory,” JHEP 12 (2021) 136,
arXiv:2107.09064 [hep-th].

[19] D. Junghans, “LVS de Sitter vacua are probably in the swampland,” Nucl. Phys.
B 990 (2023) 116179, arXiv:2201.03572 [hep-th].

[20] D. Junghans, “Topological constraints in the LARGE-volume scenario,” JHEP 08
(2022) 226, arXiv:2205.02856 [hep-th].

91


http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/JHEP03(2016)141
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/JHEP03(2016)141
http://arxiv.org/abs/1512.04558
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.122.091601
http://arxiv.org/abs/1812.04147
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/JHEP03(2021)258
http://arxiv.org/abs/2010.15903
http://dx.doi.org/10.21468/SciPostPhys.12.3.083
http://arxiv.org/abs/2104.13380
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/JHEP08(2021)109
http://arxiv.org/abs/2106.11964
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.83.3370
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ph/9905221
http://dx.doi.org/10.1088/1126-6708/2000/08/052
http://dx.doi.org/10.1088/1126-6708/2000/08/052
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-th/0007191
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.66.106006
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-th/0105097
http://dx.doi.org/10.1088/1126-6708/2002/06/021
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-th/0112197
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/JHEP12(2021)136
http://arxiv.org/abs/2107.09064
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.nuclphysb.2023.116179
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.nuclphysb.2023.116179
http://arxiv.org/abs/2201.03572
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/JHEP08(2022)226
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/JHEP08(2022)226
http://arxiv.org/abs/2205.02856

[21]

[22]

28]

[32]

[33]

A. Hebecker, S. Schreyer, and G. Venken, “Curvature corrections to KPV: do we
need deep throats?,” JHEP 10 (2022) 166, arXiv:2208.02826 [hep-th].

S. Schreyer and G. Venken, “a’ corrections to KPV: an uplifting story,” JHEP 07
(2023) 235, arXiv:2212.07437 [hep-th].

S. Schreyer, “Higher order corrections to KPV: The nonabelian brane stack
perspective,” arXiv:2402.13311 [hep-th].

D. Baumann, A. Dymarsky, S. Kachru, I. R. Klebanov, and L. McAllister,
“D3-brane Potentials from Fluxes in AdS/CFT,” JHEP 06 (2010) 072,
arXiv:1001.5028 [hep-th].

S. Gandhi, L. McAllister, and S. Sjors, “A Toolkit for Perturbing Flux
Compactifications,” JHEP 12 (2011) 053, arXiv:1106.0002 [hep-th].

A. R. Frey and J. Polchinski, “N=3 warped compactifications,” Phys. Rev. D 65
(2002) 126009, arXiv:hep-th/0201029.

M. Demirtas, M. Kim, L. McAllister, and J. Moritz, “Vacua with Small Flux
Superpotential,” Phys. Rev. Lett. 124 no. 21, (2020) 211603, arXiv:1912.10047
[hep-th].

A. Chandra, A. Constantin, C. S. Fraser-Taliente, T. R. Harvey, and A. Lukas,
“Enumerating Calabi-Yau Manifolds: Placing bounds on the number of
diffeomorphism classes in the Kreuzer-Skarke list,” arXiv:2310.05909 [hep-th].

N. Gendler, N. MacFadden, L. McAllister, J. Moritz, R. Nally, A. Schachner, and
M. Stillman, “Counting Calabi-Yau Threefolds,” arXiv:2310.06820 [hep-th].

M. Bodner and A. C. Cadavid, “Dimensional Reduction of Type IIb Supergravity
and Exceptional Quaternionic Manifolds,” Class. Quant. Grav. 7 (1990) 829.

R. Bohm, H. Giinther, C. Herrmann, and J. Louis, “Compactification of type I1B
string theory on Calabi—Yau Threefolds,” Nuclear Physics B 569 no. 1-3, (Mar.,
2000) 229-246.

A. Sagnotti, “Open Strings and their Symmetry Groups,” in NATO Advanced
Summer Institute on Nonperturbative Quantum Field Theory (Cargese Summer
Institute). 9, 1987. arXiv:hep-th/0208020.

M. Bianchi and A. Sagnotti, “On the systematics of open string theories,” Phys.
Lett. B 247 (1990) 517-524.

92


http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/JHEP10(2022)166
http://arxiv.org/abs/2208.02826
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/JHEP07(2023)235
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/JHEP07(2023)235
http://arxiv.org/abs/2212.07437
http://arxiv.org/abs/2402.13311
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/JHEP06(2010)072
http://arxiv.org/abs/1001.5028
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/JHEP12(2011)053
http://arxiv.org/abs/1106.0002
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.65.126009
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.65.126009
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-th/0201029
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.124.211603
http://arxiv.org/abs/1912.10047
http://arxiv.org/abs/1912.10047
http://arxiv.org/abs/2310.05909
http://arxiv.org/abs/2310.06820
http://dx.doi.org/10.1088/0264-9381/7/5/013
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-th/0208020
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/0370-2693(90)91894-H
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/0370-2693(90)91894-H

[34] A. Dabholkar and J. Park, “Strings on orientifolds,” Nucl. Phys. B 477 (1996)
701-714, arXiv:hep-th/9604178.

[35] A. Sen, “F theory and orientifolds,” Nucl. Phys. B 475 (1996) 562-578,
arXiv:hep-th/9605150.

[36] A. Dabholkar, “Lectures on orientifolds and duality,” 1998.

[37] B. S. Acharya, M. Aganagic, K. Hori, and C. Vafa, “Orientifolds, mirror
symmetry and superpotentials,” arXiv:hep-th/0202208.

[38] I. Brunner and K. Hori, “Orientifolds and mirror symmetry,” JHEP 11 (2004)
005, arXiv:hep-th/0303135.

[39] I. Brunner, K. Hori, K. Hosomichi, and J. Walcher, “Orientifolds of Gepner
models,” JHEP 02 (2007) 001, arXiv:hep-th/0401137.

[40] T. W. Grimm and J. Louis, “The Effective action of N = 1 Calabi-Yau
orientifolds,” Nucl. Phys. B 699 (2004) 387-426, arXiv:hep-th/0403067.

[41] S. Gukov, C. Vafa, and E. Witten, “CFT’s from Calabi-Yau four folds,” Nucl.
Phys. B 584 (2000) 69-108, arXiv:hep-th/9906070. [Erratum: Nucl.Phys.B 608,
477-478 (2001)].

[42] C. P. Burgess, C. Escoda, and F. Quevedo, “Nonrenormalization of flux
superpotentials in string theory,” JHEP 06 (2006) 044, arXiv:hep-th/0510213.

[43] E. Witten, “Nonperturbative superpotentials in string theory,” Nucl. Phys. B 474
(1996) 343-360, arXiv:hep-th/9604030.

[44] M. Kim, “D-instanton superpotential in string theory,” JHEP 03 (2022) 054,
arXiv:2201.04634 [hep-th].

[45] D. Robles-Llana, M. Rocek, F. Saueressig, U. Theis, and S. Vandoren,
“Nonperturbative corrections to 4D string theory effective actions from SL(2,Z)
duality and supersymmetry,” Phys. Rev. Lett. 98 (2007) 211602,
arXiv:hep-th/0612027.

[46] D. Robles-Llana, F. Saueressig, U. Theis, and S. Vandoren, “Membrane
instantons from mirror symmetry,” Commun. Num. Theor. Phys. 1 (2007)
681711, arXiv:0707.0838 [hep-th].

[47) M. T. Grisaru, A. E. M. van de Ven, and D. Zanon, “Four Loop Divergences for
the N=1 Supersymmetric Nonlinear Sigma Model in Two-Dimensions,” Nucl.
Phys. B 277 (1986) 409-428.

93


http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/0550-3213(96)00395-1
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/0550-3213(96)00395-1
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-th/9604178
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/0550-3213(96)00347-1
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-th/9605150
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-th/0202208
http://dx.doi.org/10.1088/1126-6708/2004/11/005
http://dx.doi.org/10.1088/1126-6708/2004/11/005
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-th/0303135
http://dx.doi.org/10.1088/1126-6708/2007/02/001
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-th/0401137
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.nuclphysb.2004.08.005
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-th/0403067
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/S0550-3213(00)00373-4
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/S0550-3213(00)00373-4
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-th/9906070
http://dx.doi.org/10.1088/1126-6708/2006/06/044
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-th/0510213
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/0550-3213(96)00283-0
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/0550-3213(96)00283-0
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-th/9604030
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/JHEP03(2022)054
http://arxiv.org/abs/2201.04634
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.98.211602
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-th/0612027
http://dx.doi.org/10.4310/CNTP.2007.v1.n4.a3
http://dx.doi.org/10.4310/CNTP.2007.v1.n4.a3
http://arxiv.org/abs/0707.0838
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/0550-3213(86)90449-9
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/0550-3213(86)90449-9

[48]

[51]

[52]

D. J. Gross and E. Witten, “Superstring Modifications of Einstein’s Equations,”
Nucl. Phys. B 277 (1986) 1.

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,
arXiv:hep-th/9707013.

K. Becker, M. Becker, M. Haack, and J. Louis, “Supersymmetry breaking and
alpha-prime corrections to flux induced potentials,” JHEP 06 (2002) 060,
arXiv:hep-th/0204254.

M. Dine, N. Seiberg, X. G. Wen, and E. Witten, “Nonperturbative Effects on the
String World Sheet,” Nucl. Phys. B 278 (1986) 769-789.

M. Dine, N. Seiberg, X. G. Wen, and E. Witten, “Nonperturbative Effects on the
String World Sheet. 2.,” Nucl. Phys. B 289 (1987) 319-363.

M. Cho and M. Kim, “A worldsheet description of flux compactifications,” JHEP
05 (2024) 247, arXiv:2311.04959 [hep-th].

R. Minasian, T. G. Pugh, and R. Savelli, “F-theory at order o/3,” JHEP 10
(2015) 050, arXiv:1506.06756 [hep-th].

S. Cecotti, S. Ferrara, and L. Girardello, “Geometry of Type II Superstrings and
the Moduli of Superconformal Field Theories,” Int. J. Mod. Phys. A 4 (1989)
2475.

F. Baume, F. Marchesano, and M. Wiesner, “Instanton Corrections and Emergent
Strings,” JHEP 04 (2020) 174, arXiv:1912.02218 [hep-th].

F. Marchesano and M. Wiesner, “Instantons and infinite distances,” JHEP 08
(2019) 088, arXiv:1904.04848 [hep-th].

E. Witten, “Superstring Perturbation Theory Revisited,” arXiv:1209.5461
[hep-th].

M. Haack and J. U. Kang, “Field redefinitions and Kéhler potential in string
theory at 1-loop,” JHEP 08 (2018) 019, arXiv:1805.00817 [hep-th].

A. Sen and B. Zwiebach, “String Field Theory: A Review,” arXiv:2405.19421
[hep-th].

T. W. Grimm, “Non-Perturbative Corrections and Modularity in N=1 Type I1B
Compactifications,” JHEP 10 (2007) 004, arXiv:0705.3253 [hep-th].

94


http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/0550-3213(86)90429-3
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/S0550-3213(97)00572-5
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-th/9707013
http://dx.doi.org/10.1088/1126-6708/2002/06/060
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-th/0204254
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/0550-3213(86)90418-9
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/0550-3213(87)90383-X
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/JHEP05(2024)247
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/JHEP05(2024)247
http://arxiv.org/abs/2311.04959
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/JHEP10(2015)050
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/JHEP10(2015)050
http://arxiv.org/abs/1506.06756
http://dx.doi.org/10.1142/S0217751X89000972
http://dx.doi.org/10.1142/S0217751X89000972
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/JHEP04(2020)174
http://arxiv.org/abs/1912.02218
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/JHEP08(2019)088
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/JHEP08(2019)088
http://arxiv.org/abs/1904.04848
http://arxiv.org/abs/1209.5461
http://arxiv.org/abs/1209.5461
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/JHEP08(2018)019
http://arxiv.org/abs/1805.00817
http://arxiv.org/abs/2405.19421
http://arxiv.org/abs/2405.19421
http://dx.doi.org/10.1088/1126-6708/2007/10/004
http://arxiv.org/abs/0705.3253

[62]

[63]

[64]

[65]

[66]

[71]

[72]

[73]

R. Gopakumar and C. Vafa, “M theory and topological strings. 1.,”
arXiv:hep-th/9809187.

R. Gopakumar and C. Vafa, “M theory and topological strings. 2.,”
arXiv:hep-th/9812127.

T. W. Grimm, “Non-Perturbative Corrections and Modularity in N=1 Type [I1B
Compactifications,” JHEP 10 (2007) 004, arXiv:0705.3253 [hep-th].

S. Hosono, A. Klemm, and S. Theisen, “Lectures on mirror symmetry,” Lect.
Notes Phys. 436 (1994) 235-280, arXiv:hep-th/9403096.

N. Gendler, M. Kim, L. McAllister, J. Moritz, and M. Stillman, “Superpotentials
from singular divisors,” JHEP 11 (2022) 142, arXiv:2204.06566 [hep-th].

R. Blumenhagen, M. Cvetic, S. Kachru, and T. Weigand, “D-Brane Instantons in
Type II Orientifolds,” Ann. Rev. Nucl. Part. Sci. 59 (2009) 269-296,
arXiv:0902.3251 [hep-th].

E. Witten, “Five-brane effective action in M theory,” J. Geom. Phys. 22 (1997)
103-133, arXiv:hep-th/9610234.

O. J. Ganor, “A Note on zeros of superpotentials in F theory,” Nucl. Phys. B 499
(1997) 5566, arXiv:hep-th/9612077.

M. Berg, M. Haack, and B. Kors, “Loop corrections to volume moduli and
inflation in string theory,” Phys. Rev. D 71 (2005) 026005,
arXiv:hep-th/0404087.

S. B. Giddings and A. Maharana, “Dynamics of warped compactifications and the
shape of the warped landscape,” Phys. Rev. D 73 (2006) 126003,
arXiv:hep-th/0507158.

G. Shiu, G. Torroba, B. Underwood, and M. R. Douglas, “Dynamics of Warped
Flux Compactifications,” JHEP 06 (2008) 024, arXiv:0803.3068 [hep-th].

D. Baumann, A. Dymarsky, I. R. Klebanov, J. M. Maldacena, L. P. McAllister,
and A. Murugan, “On D3-brane Potentials in Compactifications with Fluxes and
Wrapped D-branes,” JHEP 11 (2006) 031, arXiv:hep-th/0607050.

A. R. Frey and J. Roberts, “The Dimensional Reduction and Kéahler Metric of
Forms In Flux and Warping,” JHEP 10 (2013) 021, arXiv:1308.0323 [hep-th].

L. Martucci, “Warped Kahler potentials and fluxes,” JHEP 01 (2017) 056,
arXiv:1610.02403 [hep-th].

95


http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-th/9809187
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-th/9812127
http://dx.doi.org/10.1088/1126-6708/2007/10/004
http://arxiv.org/abs/0705.3253
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/3-540-58453-6_13
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/3-540-58453-6_13
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-th/9403096
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/JHEP11(2022)142
http://arxiv.org/abs/2204.06566
http://dx.doi.org/10.1146/annurev.nucl.010909.083113
http://arxiv.org/abs/0902.3251
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/S0393-0440(97)80160-X
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/S0393-0440(97)80160-X
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-th/9610234
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/S0550-3213(97)00311-8
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/S0550-3213(97)00311-8
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-th/9612077
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.71.026005
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-th/0404087
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.73.126003
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-th/0507158
http://dx.doi.org/10.1088/1126-6708/2008/06/024
http://arxiv.org/abs/0803.3068
http://dx.doi.org/10.1088/1126-6708/2006/11/031
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-th/0607050
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/JHEP10(2013)021
http://arxiv.org/abs/1308.0323
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/JHEP01(2017)056
http://arxiv.org/abs/1610.02403

[76]

[77]

[78]

[79]

[30]

[85]

[36]

[87]

8]

[39]

M. Bianchi, A. Collinucci, and L. Martucci, “Magnetized E3-brane instantons in
F-theory,” JHEP 12 (2011) 045, arXiv:1107.3732 [hep-th].

M. Bianchi, A. Collinucci, and L. Martucci, “Freezing E3-brane instantons with
fluxes,” Fortsch. Phys. 60 (2012) 914-920, arXiv:1202.5045 [hep-th].

M. Bianchi, G. Inverso, and L. Martucci, “Brane instantons and fluxes in
F-theory,” JHEP 07 (2013) 037, arXiv:1212.0024 [hep-th].

P. Jefferson and M. Kim, “On the intermediate Jacobian of M5-branes,”
arXiv:2211.00210 [hep-th].

S. Alexandrov, A. H. Firat, M. Kim, A. Sen, and B. Stefanski, “D-instanton
induced superpotential,” JHEP 07 (2022) 090, arXiv:2204.02981 [hep-th].

M. Kim, “On D3-brane Superpotential,” arXiv:2207.01440 [hep-th].

M. Kim, “D-instanton, threshold corrections, and topological string,” JHEP 05
(2023) 097, arXiv:2301.03602 [hep-th].

F. Denef and M. R. Douglas, “Distributions of flux vacua,” JHEP 05 (2004) 072,
arXiv:hep-th/0404116.

R. Alvarez—(}arcia, R. Blumenhagen, M. Brinkmann, and L. Schlechter, “Small
Flux Superpotentials for Type IIB Flux Vacua Close to a Conifold,” Fortsch.
Phys. 68 (2020) 2000088, arXiv:2009.03325 [hep-th].

M. Demirtas, M. Kim, L. McAllister, and J. Moritz, “Conifold Vacua with Small
Flux Superpotential,” Fortsch. Phys. 68 (2020) 2000085, arXiv:2009.03312
[hep-th].

F. Denef, M. R. Douglas, and B. Florea, “Building a better racetrack,” JHEP 06
(2004) 034, arXiv:hep-th/0404257.

F. Denef, M. R. Douglas, B. Florea, A. Grassi, and S. Kachru, “Fixing all moduli
in a simple f-theory compactification,” Adv. Theor. Math. Phys. 9 no. 6, (2005)
861-929, arXiv:hep-th/0503124.

S. Liist and L. Randall, “Effective Theory of Warped Compactifications and the
Implications for KKLT,” Fortsch. Phys. 70 no. 7-8, (2022) 2200103,
arXiv:2206.04708 [hep-th].

S. Kachru, R. Kallosh, A. D. Linde, J. M. Maldacena, L. P. McAllister, and S. P.
Trivedi, “Towards inflation in string theory,” JCAP 10 (2003) 013,
arXiv:hep-th/0308055.

96


http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/JHEP12(2011)045
http://arxiv.org/abs/1107.3732
http://dx.doi.org/10.1002/prop.201200030
http://arxiv.org/abs/1202.5045
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/JHEP07(2013)037
http://arxiv.org/abs/1212.0024
http://arxiv.org/abs/2211.00210
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/JHEP07(2022)090
http://arxiv.org/abs/2204.02981
http://arxiv.org/abs/2207.01440
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/JHEP05(2023)097
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/JHEP05(2023)097
http://arxiv.org/abs/2301.03602
http://dx.doi.org/10.1088/1126-6708/2004/05/072
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-th/0404116
http://dx.doi.org/10.1002/prop.202000088
http://dx.doi.org/10.1002/prop.202000088
http://arxiv.org/abs/2009.03325
http://dx.doi.org/10.1002/prop.202000085
http://arxiv.org/abs/2009.03312
http://arxiv.org/abs/2009.03312
http://dx.doi.org/10.1088/1126-6708/2004/06/034
http://dx.doi.org/10.1088/1126-6708/2004/06/034
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-th/0404257
http://dx.doi.org/10.4310/ATMP.2005.v9.n6.a1
http://dx.doi.org/10.4310/ATMP.2005.v9.n6.a1
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-th/0503124
http://dx.doi.org/10.1002/prop.202200103
http://arxiv.org/abs/2206.04708
http://dx.doi.org/10.1088/1475-7516/2003/10/013
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-th/0308055

[90]

[100]

101]

[102]

[103]

C. Crino, F. Quevedo, A. Schachner, and R. Valandro, “A database of Calabi-Yau
orientifolds and the size of D3-tadpoles,” JHEP 08 (2022) 050,
arXiv:2204.13115 [hep-th].

J. Moritz, “Orientifolding Kreuzer-Skarke,” arXiv:2305.06363 [hep-th].

I. Bena, E. Dudas, M. Grana, and S. Liist, “Uplifting Runaways,” Fortsch. Phys.
67 no. 1-2, (2019) 1800100, arXiv:1809.06861 [hep-th].

I. Bena, J. Blaback, M. Grana, and S. Liist, “The tadpole problem,” JHEP 11
(2021) 223, arXiv:2010.10519 [hep-th].

X. Gao, A. Hebecker, S. Schreyer, and G. Venken, “The LVS parametric tadpole
constraint,” JHEP 07 (2022) 056, arXiv:2202.04087 [hep-thl].

F. Carta, J. Moritz, and A. Westphal, “Gaugino condensation and small uplifts in
KKLT,” JHEP 08 (2019) 141, arXiv:1902.01412 [hep-th].

X. Gao, A. Hebecker, and D. Junghans, “Control issues of KKLT,” Fortsch. Phys.
68 (2020) 2000089, arXiv:2009.03914 [hep-th].

F. Carta and J. Moritz, “Resolving spacetime singularities in flux
compactifications & KKLT,” JHEP 08 (2021) 093, arXiv:2101.05281 [hep-th].

M. Grana, T. W. Grimm, D. van de Heisteeg, A. Herraez, and E. Plauschinn,
“The tadpole conjecture in asymptotic limits,” JHEP 08 (2022) 237,
arXiv:2204.05331 [hep-th].

S. Liist and M. Wiesner, “The tadpole conjecture in the interior of moduli space,”
JHEP 12 (2023) 029, arXiv:2211.05128 [hep-th].

N. MacFadden and et al, “Even Smaller Cosmological Constants,” In preparation .

M. Kreuzer and H. Skarke, “Complete classification of reflexive polyhedra in
four-dimensions,” Adv. Theor. Math. Phys. 4 (2000) 1209-1230,
arXiv:hep-th/0002240.

N. Gendler, B. Heidenreich, L. McAllister, J. Moritz, and T. Rudelius, “Moduli
Space Reconstruction and Weak Gravity,” arXiv:2212.10573 [hep-th].

S. AbdusSalam, C. Crino, and P. Shukla, “On K3-fibred LARGE Volume Scenario
with de Sitter vacua from anti-D3-branes,” JHEP 03 (2023) 132,
arXiv:2206.12889 [hep-th].

97


http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/JHEP08(2022)050
http://arxiv.org/abs/2204.13115
http://arxiv.org/abs/2305.06363
http://dx.doi.org/10.1002/prop.201800100
http://dx.doi.org/10.1002/prop.201800100
http://arxiv.org/abs/1809.06861
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/JHEP11(2021)223
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/JHEP11(2021)223
http://arxiv.org/abs/2010.10519
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/JHEP07(2022)056
http://arxiv.org/abs/2202.04087
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/JHEP08(2019)141
http://arxiv.org/abs/1902.01412
http://dx.doi.org/10.1002/prop.202000089
http://dx.doi.org/10.1002/prop.202000089
http://arxiv.org/abs/2009.03914
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/JHEP08(2021)093
http://arxiv.org/abs/2101.05281
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/JHEP08(2022)237
http://arxiv.org/abs/2204.05331
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/JHEP12(2023)029
http://arxiv.org/abs/2211.05128
http://dx.doi.org/10.4310/ATMP.2000.v4.n6.a2
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-th/0002240
http://arxiv.org/abs/2212.10573
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/JHEP03(2023)132
http://arxiv.org/abs/2206.12889

[104]

105

[106]

107]

[108]

[109]

[110]

[111]

[112]

[113]

[114]

[115]

[116]

P. S. Aspinwall, “Enhanced gauge symmetries and Calabi-Yau threefolds,” Phys.
Lett. B 371 (1996) 231-237, arXiv:hep-th/9511171.

S. H. Katz, D. R. Morrison, and M. R. Plesser, “Enhanced gauge symmetry in
type II string theory,” Nucl. Phys. B 477 (1996) 105-140,
arXiv:hep-th/9601108.

M. Demirtas, A. Rios-Tascon, and L. McAllister, “CYTools: A Software Package
for Analyzing Calabi-Yau Manifolds,” arXiv:2211.03823 [hep-th].

M. Kim, “A note on h*! of divisors in CY fourfolds. Part 1,” JHEP 03 (2022) 168,
arXiv:2107.09779 [hep-th].

M. Demirtas, M. Kim, L. McAllister, J. Moritz, and A. Rios-Tascon,
“Computational Mirror Symmetry,” JHEP 01 (2024) 184, arXiv:2303.00757
[hep-th].

M. Aganagic, C. Beem, and S. Kachru, “Geometric transitions and dynamical
SUSY breaking,” Nucl. Phys. B 796 (2008) 1-24, arXiv:0709.4277 [hep-th].

M. Berg, M. Haack, and B. Kors, “String loop corrections to Kahler potentials in
orientifolds,” JHEP 11 (2005) 030, arXiv:hep-th/0508043.

M. Kim, “On string one-loop correction to the Einstein-Hilbert term and its
implications on the Kéhler potential,” JHEP 07 (2023) 044, arXiv:2302.12117
[hep-th].

M. Kim, “On one-loop corrected dilaton action in string theory,”
arXiv:2305.08263 [hep-th].

N. MacFadden, “Efficient Algorithm for Generating Homotopy Inequivalent
Calabi-Yaus,” arXiv:2309.10855 [hep-th].

M. Berg, M. Haack, and E. Pajer, “Jumping Through Loops: On Soft Terms from
Large Volume Compactifications,” JHEP 09 (2007) 031, arXiv:0704.0737
[hep-th].

J. P. Conlon and F. G. Pedro, “Moduli Redefinitions and Moduli Stabilisation,”
JHEP 06 (2010) 082, arXiv:1003.0388 [hep-th].

X. Gao, A. Hebecker, S. Schreyer, and G. Venken, “Loops, local corrections and
warping in the LVS and other type IIB models,” JHEP 09 (2022) 091,
arXiv:2204.06009 [hep-th].

98


http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/0370-2693(96)00003-2
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/0370-2693(96)00003-2
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-th/9511171
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/0550-3213(96)00331-8
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-th/9601108
http://arxiv.org/abs/2211.03823
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/JHEP03(2022)168
http://arxiv.org/abs/2107.09779
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/JHEP01(2024)184
http://arxiv.org/abs/2303.00757
http://arxiv.org/abs/2303.00757
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.nuclphysb.2007.11.032
http://arxiv.org/abs/0709.4277
http://dx.doi.org/10.1088/1126-6708/2005/11/030
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-th/0508043
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/JHEP07(2023)044
http://arxiv.org/abs/2302.12117
http://arxiv.org/abs/2302.12117
http://arxiv.org/abs/2305.08263
http://arxiv.org/abs/2309.10855
http://dx.doi.org/10.1088/1126-6708/2007/09/031
http://arxiv.org/abs/0704.0737
http://arxiv.org/abs/0704.0737
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/JHEP06(2010)082
http://arxiv.org/abs/1003.0388
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/JHEP09(2022)091
http://arxiv.org/abs/2204.06009

[117)

[118]

[119]

[120]

[121]

[122]

[123]

[124]

[125]

A. P. Braun, C. Long, L. McAllister, M. Stillman, and B. Sung, “The Hodge
Numbers of Divisors of Calabi-Yau Threefold Hypersurfaces,” arXiv:1712.04946
[hep-th].

P. Koerber and L. Martucci, “From ten to four and back again: How to generalize
the geometry,” JHEP 08 (2007) 059, arXiv:0707.1038 [hep-th].

S. Kachru, M. Kim, L. McAllister, and M. Zimet, “de Sitter vacua from ten
dimensions,” JHEP 12 (2021) 111, arXiv:1908.04788 [hep-th].

Y. Hamada, A. Hebecker, G. Shiu, and P. Soler, “On brane gaugino condensates
in 10d,” JHEP 04 (2019) 008, arXiv:1812.06097 [hep-th].

A. R. Frey, G. Torroba, B. Underwood, and M. R. Douglas, “The Universal
Kahler Modulus in Warped Compactifications,” JHEP 01 (2009) 036,
arXiv:0810.5768 [hep-th].

P. Koerber, “Lectures on Generalized Complex Geometry for Physicists,” Fortsch.
Phys. 59 (2011) 169242, arXiv:1006.1536 [hep-th].

L. McAllister, J. Moritz, R. Nally, A. Schachner, et al., “A Landscape of AdS

Vacua,” In preparation .

O. DeWolfe, L. McAllister, G. Shiu, and B. Underwood, “D3-brane Vacua in
Stabilized Compactifications,” JHEP 09 (2007) 121, arXiv:hep-th/0703088.

P. Breitenlohner and D. Z. Freedman, “Stability in Gauged Extended
Supergravity,” Annals Phys. 144 (1982) 249.

99


http://arxiv.org/abs/1712.04946
http://arxiv.org/abs/1712.04946
http://dx.doi.org/10.1088/1126-6708/2007/08/059
http://arxiv.org/abs/0707.1038
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/JHEP12(2021)111
http://arxiv.org/abs/1908.04788
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/JHEP04(2019)008
http://arxiv.org/abs/1812.06097
http://dx.doi.org/10.1088/1126-6708/2009/01/036
http://arxiv.org/abs/0810.5768
http://dx.doi.org/10.1002/prop.201000083
http://dx.doi.org/10.1002/prop.201000083
http://arxiv.org/abs/1006.1536
http://dx.doi.org/10.1088/1126-6708/2007/09/121
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-th/0703088
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/0003-4916(82)90116-6

	Introduction
	Leading-Order Supersymmetric EFT
	Conifolds and Supersymmetry Breaking
	Search Procedure
	Candidate KKLT de Sitter Vacua
	Outlook
	Conclusions
	Control Analysis
	Normalization of the Anti-D3-brane Potential
	A Landscape of Vacua
	Formulas for the Potential and its Derivatives

