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Abstract: The Swampland Distance Conjecture postulates the emergence of an infinite tower

of massless states when approaching infinite-distance points in moduli space. However, most

string backgrounds are supported by fluxes, and therefore depart from the purely geometric

paradigm. This fact requires an extension of the Swampland conjectures to scalar field spaces

with non-trivial potentials, rather than just moduli spaces. To address this task, we utilise

geometric flows, in particular generalised Ricci flow, to probe the associated scalar field spaces.

Considering internal spaces supported by three-form fluxes, we first show that the distance

defined in terms of the Perelman entropy functional needs to be refined in order to encompass

fluxes. Doing so, we extend the Ricci Flow Conjecture to include Kalb-Ramond flux besides

the metric and the dilaton field. This allows us to probe infinite-distance points within these

scalar field spaces in a purely geometric way. We subsequently construct a geometric flow for

internal manifolds supported by Ramond-Ramond fluxes and discuss its role in the Ricci Flow

Conjecture. Our analysis suggests that in the presence of fluxes the Distance Conjecture might

be better characterised in terms of a cost function on the space of metrics, rather than a genuine

distance.
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1 Introduction

The Swampland program [1] aims to identify the effective field theories that can be consistently

coupled to a theory of quantum gravity. A central aspect of this program is the systematic

exploration of all possible effective theories, testing their compatibility with a set of properties

believed to be essential for a consistent theory of quantum gravity. One such criterion is the

Swampland Distance Conjecture (SDC) [2], which postulates that for viable theories, infinite-

distance points in the moduli space of the effective theory imply the presence of an infinite tower

of massless states. The infinite distances usually correspond to couplings or geometric parameters

of the theory being sent to extreme values. Generalising the idea of SDC, the Generalised

Swampland Distance Conjecture [3] applies the Distance Conjecture to the variations of the

space-time metric itself, rather than scalar moduli. The relevant distance here is measured

using the deWitt metric1 [5],

∆g = c

∫ λf

λi

dλ

(
1

Vol(M)

∫
M

√
ggMNgOP ∂gMO

∂λ

∂gNP

∂λ

)1/2

, (1.1)

where λ parametrises the one-dimensional path, g is a Riemannian metric on the manifold M ,

and c is a dimensionful constant parameter of order one. Varying the metric one effectively

slowly evolves, in a usually smooth manner, from one geometry to the other. Furthermore,

going beyond moduli spaces, for which the conjecture was originally formulated, recent efforts

have increasingly concentrated on extending the conjecture to scalar field spaces with potentials

[6–10]. In the present paper we aim to make progress in this very direction, exploiting a natural

way to explore the string theory field space.

Scanning through geometries is a familiar problem to mathematicians, more notably through

so-called geometric flows. Given some geometrical data the space consisting of all such possible

data, for example the space of Riemannian or Kähler metrics, can be explored by varying the

initial manifold in a pre-assigned way. A celebrated example is Hamilton’s Ricci flow [11] and

Perelman’s combined flow [12, 13]. We first turn to the Ricci flow which consists of a set of

partial differential equations driving the metric in a way very similar to a heat equation. Here,

the Ricci tensor plays a role akin to the Laplacian of the heat equation, “diffusing” irregularities

in the manifold’s geometry, and thus smoothening out the metric over time. Ricci flow and

the multitude of other geometric flows are pivotal mathematical tools to classify and explore

geometries. For a given geometrical flow, a given initial manifold is evolved under the flow

towards canonical forms and thus revealing their topological and geometric properties.

Not surprisingly, geometric flows, and Ricci flow in particular, naturally emerge in physics,

most notably in their relation to the renormalisation group equations [14, 15]. In two-dimensional

non-linear σ-models (NLSM) the one-loop renormalisation group (RG) flow corresponds to the

Ricci flow of the target space metric. This relationship provides a geometric interpretation

of RG flow by relating the evolution of coupling constants under scale transformations to the

deformation of the manifold’s geometry via Ricci flow. More recently, in [16, 17] the authors

showed, how by differentiating between fixed points and solitonic solution the Ricci flow, scale

invariance implies conformal invariance in a two-dimensional σ-model with a compact target

space. In the context of black holes, the authors of [18] extended Ricci flow to the Einstein-

Maxwell action, in order to analyse the stability of Reissner-Nordström black holes.

More relevant to the aims of this paper is the manner in which the Ricci flow was used in

[19]. While Ricci flow in its original form only prescribes an evolution for the metric g, Perelman

1In particular, following the notation of [4] the deWittk metric with k = −1.
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Figure 1. This figure illustrates how the fluxes and curvature, rather than requiring direct extraction

of the potential on scalar field space, govern the flow and the corresponding paths in scalar field space.

As the flow evolves and modifies the geometry, the associated scalar fields dynamically adjust along a

trajectory that mirrors the path followed in the scalar field space.

combined the flow of the metric with a flow equation for the dilaton2 ϕ. It is then natural to

think of the combined Perelman flow as defining paths in a generalised field space

R → Mg ×Mϕ : t 7→ (g(t), ϕ(t)) , (1.2)

where Mg denotes the space of Riemannian metrics on a given manifold M , Mϕ the corre-

sponding space of dilaton configurations and t is the flow parameter. One of us and two other

authors considered precisely this mechanism to vary the geometric data of the metric and dilaton

and proposed that following Ricci flow towards a fixed point at infinite distance in the space

of background metrics must be accompanied by an infinite tower of states [19]. This conjec-

ture is dubbed Ricci Flow Conjecture (RFC) and was later applied in various contexts in the

Swampland program [20–23].

In this paper our goal is to generalise the range of applicability of the Ricci Flow Conjecture

to flux-supported internal geometries. We aim to study how, by allowing the internal space to

vary under geometric flows, infinite distances in scalar field space can be accessed3. Working at

the level of the spacetime rather than the scalar field space has the distinct advantage of offering

the mathematical ease to include fluxes into the analysis. More precisely, we propose a different

viewpoint to this issue by lifting the discussion from scalar field space back to the underlying

geometrical picture before compactification, i.e. in some sense geometrising the abstract path

or distance on scalar field space. By using geometric flows, we have no potential and we can

use the chosen flow and its functional in order to quantify lengths. More precisely, our goal

is to track infinite distances by varying the compact part of a string background and the flux

supporting it. This approach is summarised in fig. 1.

This paper is structured as follows. In section 2, we briefly review Hamilton’s Ricci flow

and the Swampland Ricci Flow Conjecture. We then review a generalised geometric flow of [24]

that includes NSNS-flux. Finally, we argue how geometric flows can probe the scalar field space,

by effectively visiting different paths in that space as the geometry evolves along the flow.

2The relation between the scalar field introduced by Perelman and with dilaton in the Einstein-Hilbert action

is rather subtle. We discuss this point extensively in section 3.2. For simplicity we identify the two in this

introduction.
3We remark that our strategy here is somewhat orthogonal to some recent bottom-up approaches. While a

clear disadvantage of our proposal is that not all infinite-distance points might be accessed using a geometric

flow, it does however not require working directly with any potentials. In fact, having to consider the potential is

circumvented entirely.
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In section 3, we define a measure of distance derived from measuring the length along

the gradient of the entropy functional capturing a geometric flow. This more general distance

measure reduces to the original distance measure proposed in [19], thus offering a first-principle

derivation. As the role of the dilaton is a critical ingredient in Perelman’s combined flow, we

show the implications of weakening the associated unit volume constraint. Using the three-sphere

with H-flux as a case study one can easily re-derive, using generalised Ricci flow, the conclusions

drawn in [7], provided the original Ricci flow conjecture is altered. This modification, which is

a direct consequence of the non-trivial fluxes, mirrors the behaviour induced by a potential on

scalar field space. Finally, closing the loop we extend the analysis to the T-dual space.

In section 4, we invoke new flow equations in order to capture the internal spaces of type

IIA/B and 11D supergravity. We prove the existence of short-lived solutions, and discuss the

monotonicity of the associated entropy functional. Finally, we illustrate the behaviour of the

11D supergravity flow when for an internal four-sphere supported by RR-fields.

In section 5, collecting the results and insights derived from earlier sections, we scrutinise

our proposed measure as a genuine mathematical notion of distance. Arguing in favour of cost

measure, we then go on to contrast our conclusions with other recent endeavours related to

probing scalar field space and extending the Swampland Distance Conjecture.

We conclude in section 6.

2 The Ricci flow, generalised Ricci flow and the Ricci flow conjecture

In the following section we review the necessary ingredients to tackle flux-supported internal

manifolds. We first provide a review of the Ricci and Perelman flow, emphasising the properties

relevant to the statement of the Swampland Ricci flow conjecture. In passing we highlight the

relation between Ricci flow and renormalisation group flow. We then introduce an extension of

the Ricci flow which naturally includes three-form flux besides the metric and the dilaton. With

these elements at hand we lay out how more generally geometric flows can offer a systematic

way to explore the space of metrics.

2.1 Ricci flow and its Swampland conjecture

We start by reviewing the Ricci flow and its associated conjecture. In absence of fluxes and

dilaton one way to vary the metric in a natural way is to consider geometric flows, in particular

Ricci flow:

∂

∂t
gij(t) = −2Rij , (2.1)

where Rij is the Ricci tensor for gij and t is the flow parameter. Hamilton’s Ricci flow is a

natural evolution of the metric that smooths out irregularities in the geometry over time. This

process can be thought of as a gradient flow associated with the entropy functional introduced

by Perelman:

F(g, f) ≡
∫

dxn
√
|g| e−f

(
R+ |∇f |2

)
. (2.2)

where f is a smooth real-valued function on M , which is essentially the dilaton up to a factor:

f = 2ϕ. Varying F(g, f) and under the additional constraint that the weighted integrated

volume element is constant along the flow∫
dxn

√
|g| e−f = 1 (2.3)
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the Ricci flow in eq. (2.1) is gradient with respect to the “Einstein Hilbert action” in eq. (2.2)

with the additional equation4

∂gij
∂t

= −2Rij ,
∂f

∂t
= −∆f + |∇f |2−R . (2.4)

In [19], the authors proposed that following the gradient flow of background metrics toward a

fixed point at infinite distance is associated with the emergence of an infinite tower of states

in quantum gravity. In particular, the new conjecture proposes that the entropy functionals of

gradient flows can define a generalised distance in the space of background fields. This distance

is measured by the logarithmic difference of the entropy functional

∆F = log

(
Ff

Fi

)
. (2.5)

For simple cases this distance is related to the scalar curvature of the manifold, expressed as

∆ ≃ logR. This proposal was further cemented by the retrieval of the AdS-Distance Conjecture,

showing that the Ricci-time parameter t is affinely related to the Weyl rescaling parameter.

Moreover, for constant metric and zero curvature, the flow of the function f corresponds

to the flow of the dilaton (see also the discussion in section 3.2). In this case the flow leads

to weak string coupling, where a tower of light string excitations is expected. In this way the

entropy functional F(g, f) nicely comprises the two cases where one expects light states at

infinite distance, as conjectured by the emergent string conjecture [25], namely either light KK

modes or light string states at weak string coupling.

2.1.1 Flowing flux-supported internal spaces

In this section we discuss how by starting from the Einstein Hilbert action and taking into

account fluxes we are naturally led to consider extensions of the Ricci flow. This in turn guides

us in the next section towards extending the Ricci flow conjecture.

Consider first a total space which we assume to be a direct product space MD =Md ×Kn,

where Md and Kn are respectively the non-compact and compact part of the D-dimensional

string background. Correspondingly, the background dynamics is determined by the Einstein-

Hilbert action5

S(D)
EH =

∫
dDx

√
|G| e−2Φ

(
R(G)− 1

12
|H|2+4|∇Φ|2

)
, (2.6)

where G and Φ are the metric and dilaton on the total space and H will henceforth be assumed

to only have legs in the internal space. Usually, starting from this action, the next step is to

compactify and study the resulting scalar field space and associated scalar potential. We will

comment on this possibility in subsection 5.2. In this paper however we take a different route.

Under the assumption that the background data respects the product structure, i.e. G =

ĝ ⊕ g and Φ = ϕ̂+ ϕ the total Einstein Hilbert action in eq. (2.6) “factorises” as

S(D)
EH =

∫
dDx

√
|ĝ||g|e−2ϕ̂−2ϕ

[(
R(ĝ) + 4|∇ϕ̂|2

)
+

(
R(g)− 1

12
|H|2+4|∇ϕ|2

)]
. (2.7)

4After performing a diffeomorphism in order to decouple the two equations, cf. section 2.2.
5Here and in the rest of the paper, for a n index objectMi1,...,in we write |M |2 for the contraction of all indices

using the metric, i.e |M |2= gi1j1 . . . ginjnMi1...inMj1...jn , which is the natural norm in this context.
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As we want to capture the data of the scalar field space, here we focus on the second term cap-

turing the internal contribution. We then introduce6 the “Einstein Hilbert functional” capturing

the internal geometry

SEH =

∫
dnx

√
|g|e−2ϕ

(
R− 1

12
|H|2+4|∇ϕ|2

)
. (2.8)

Remarkably, as we review in the next section, the functional in eq. (2.8) serves as the basis to

generate a gradient flow yielding the so-called generalised Ricci flow.

2.2 Generalised Ricci flow and scalar field space

Guided by a geometric interpretation of the β-functions a natural extension of the Ricci flow

equation was obtained in [14], see also [26]. This flow, later dubbed “generalised Ricci flow”,

naturally extends the Ricci flow to include the contribution from a Kalb-Ramond field. Realising

its natural implementation into generalised geometry [27, 28], a fact which is shortly reviewed

in appendix B, this flow has been extensively studied. We refer to the dedicated book [24] for

an extensive introduction and exhaustive bibliography.

In [14] it was shown how the flow defined by the β-functions, following the blueprint identi-

fied by Perelman for the Ricci flow, is a gradient flow for for the Einstein-Hilbert action. That

is, the new generating functional of interest is the generalised Perelman functional given by

F(g,H, f) =

∫
M
dVg e

−f

(
R− 1

12
|H|2+|∇f |2

)
, (2.9)

where we defined dVg = dxn
√

|g|. One can readily recognise this as the Einstein-Hilbert func-

tional SEH with the Kalb-Ramond fluxH turned on. The crucial observation is that the variation

of this functional together with the same constant volume condition from above

λ(g,H) = inf
{f |

∫
M e−fdVg=1}

F(g,H, f) , (2.10)

leads again to a gradient flow [24]

∂

∂t
gij = −2Rij +

1

2
H2

ij − 2∇i∇jf ,

∂

∂t
Bij = ∇kHkij −Hkij∇kf ,

∂

∂t
f = −R+

1

4
|H|2−∆f .

(2.11)

This is known as generalised Perelman flow or generalised combined flow and from now on

whenever we write F , we implicitly assume that the constraint (2.10) is imposed, while we use

SEH for the functional without any constraint imposed.

The right hand side of the flow equations are now nothing else than equations of motions of

the action SEH or equivalently the β-functions of the associated NLSM with background data

(g,B), i.e. ∂tg = −2βg, ∂tB = −2βB. The interpretation for f is less straightforward. In fact

the flow equation for f follows from the constraint in (2.10) and is not the equations of motion

or β-function of the standard string theory dilaton upon setting f = 2ϕ. However, whenever

we are at a fixed point of the flow of (g, b), the flow equation of f reduces to βϕ and therefore

indeed at the end of the flow we can identify f = 2ϕ with a on-shell dilaton.

6From now on we suppress the dependence on metric g and write simply R instead of R(g) for the Ricci scalar

and similar for other quantities.
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A notable feature of Ricci flow is its invariance under diffeomorphisms; that is, if ψt is

a one-parameter family of diffeomorphisms, then the pullback metrics ψ∗
t g(t) also satisfy the

Ricci flow equation. This implies in particular that the Ricci flow is not strictly parabolic,

which complicates the analysis of its behaviour. We will return in detail to this issue in a more

general instance of the flow in section 4.1. For the time being, this invariance property enables

to perform a diffeomorphism ψ generated by the vector field ∇f . The system (2.11) is then

brought into the form

∂

∂t
gij = −2Rij +

1

2
H2

ij ,

∂

∂t
Bij = ∇kHkij ,

∂

∂t
f = −R+

1

4
|H|2−∆f + (∇f)2 ,

(2.12)

therefore decoupling f from the other flow equations. This form of the generalised combined

flow is known as gauge fixed generalised (Perelman) flow and to the system without the flow

equation for f simply as generalised Ricci flow. In the remainder of this work we will most of

the time loosely refer to all the different nuances of the flow simply as generalised Ricci flow.

Note that upon integration by parts and using ∆(e−f ) = ef |∇f |2−e−f∇f one can write F in

the form

It is worth noting that fixed points of the generalised Perelman flow coincide with the

critical points of the functional F . However when only considering generalised Ricci flow, i.e.

when discarding the dilaton and its associated flow, fixed points of the flow will in general not

correspond to critical points of the Einstein-Hilbert functional. In order to understand this, note

that an extremal value of SEH is reached, see proposition 3.46 of [24], if and only if

R+
ij −

1

2
Rgij −

1

12
|H|2gij = 0 , (2.13)

where R+
ij is the Bismut-Ricci tensor defined in eq. (B.5). This is equivalent to asking for the

manifold to be Bismut flat and have a vanishing generalised scalar curvature

R+ = 0 , S = 0 , (2.14)

where S is the generalised scalar curvature defined in eq. (B.7). The condition for a critical

point (2.14) is clearly stronger than just asking for a fixed point of the generalised Ricci flow,

i.e. ∂tg = 0 in (2.12). In particular, and as expected, while for the conventional Ricci flow fixed

points and extremal points of the Einstein-Hilbert action are one and the same thing, this is no

longer true for the generalised flow when discarding the scalar field.

However when working with F and the associated generalised Perelman flow, the condition

of having S = 0 in addition to Bismut flatness is trivialised and therefore fixed points of this

flow are indeed critical points of its generating functional.

Furthermore, let us mention that due to the fact that the flow equations coincide precisely

with the renormalisation group flow β-functions of the non-linear σ-model with background

(g,B) one can try to give an interpretation of Ricci flow in terms of an RG flow. We comment

on this further in appendix A.
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2.3 Simple examples of the generalised Ricci flow

Let us first briefly review the simplest solution to gain some intuition for the Ricci and the

generalised Ricci flow: Einstein manifolds, whose Ricci curvature takes the form

Rij(g) = kgij , (2.15)

for k a real constant. Within this classes of manifolds we illustrate and contrasts the two flows

introduces in this section through three examples: the three-sphere with and without flux and

hyperbolic space with flux.

Three-sphere without flux. A particular example is the n-sphere of radius r for which k in

eq. (2.15) is positive with k = (n− 1)/r2. For later purposes it is illustrative to write the flow

equation in terms of the radius r, which will become time dependent under the flow. Indeed

taking the ansatz g(t) = r2(t)g0 with g0 the metric of the round unit sphere, the conventional

Ricci flow equation reads

∂

∂t
r(t) = −(n− 1)

r(t)
, (2.16)

such that the radius of the sphere shrinks to zero as

r(t) =
√
r0 − (n− 1)t . (2.17)

Three-sphere with H-flux. Now the simplest example of generalised Ricci flow is to support

the sphere with k units of H-flux. In particular in three dimension there is just one possible

choice of H-flux as it necessarily is proportional to the volume form

H = 2hdvol , (2.18)

where dvol is the volume form of the unit three-sphere and h is a real number. Explicitly, one

can easily show7 that ∂th = 0. The flow equation reduce to a differential equation for r(t)

∂

∂t
r(t) = − 2

r(t)
+

2h2

r(t)4
. (2.19)

Taking h = 0 we are back to standard Ricci-flown sphere which collapses after a time T . The

more interesting solution is when h ̸= 0, so we deal with a genuine generalised Ricci flow and in

this case the differential equation admits a (unique) fixed point: r =
√
h. This fixed point is in

fact attractive since when r <
√
k it follows that ∂tr(t) > 0 and when r >

√
h then ∂tr(t) < 0.

For t → ∞ the solution asymptotes to r(t) →
√
h. We see that the H-flux has removed the

singularity that would be present in the conventional Ricci flow, effectively rendering the solution

convergent at infinity.

We conclude that the three-sphere with H-flux, which realises the background of the SU(2)-

WZW model at level k = h correlated to the radius of the sphere via r =
√
h, is Bismut flat,

and thus a fixed point of the flow. This is a critical new feature introduced when fluxes are

included to the Ricci flow equation: while in the original flow the geometry may collapse into a

singularity, those will now be stabilised and circumvented.

This provides a first hint that the Ricci Flow Conjecture in the presence of H-flux is in fact

richer than the standard one. Indeed, although this geometry is a fixed point, we do not expect

7This follows directly from computing R+, observing it only possess a symmetric part and applying lemma 4.6

of [24].
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Figure 2. Plotted is the flow behaviour of the combined flow of the three-sphere with h = 1 units of

H-flux starting at an initial value of r(t0) >
√
h (solid lines). For t→ ∞ the radius r(t) (blue) decreases

and stabilised at the fixed point
√
h = 1. The flux number h (green) is constant in time and the scalar

f (orange) stabilises in a way such that all along the flow the generalised volume element stays constant.

The flows can be extended backwards in time from t0 (dashed lines).

any set of massless states for a sphere fixed at r =
√
h. We show in section 3.3 that this intuition

neatly mirrors the results of [7]: the geometry at r =
√
h does not lie at infinite distance.

We finally also state the full solution of the generalised combined flow, including the scalar

field f

∂

∂t
r(t) = − 2

r(t)
+

2h2

r(t)4
,

∂

∂t
h(t) = 0 ,

∂

∂t
f(t) = − 6

r(t)2
+

6h2

r(t)6
. (2.20)

Note that since f is only a function of t and not the coordinates, the gauge fixed version of the

flow and the one obtained directly from the functional coincide. We see that similar to r(t),

f(t) flows to a finite fixed point. It is easy to check that indeed the weighted volume element is

constant. The flow behaviour is illustrated in figure 2.

Three-dimensional hyperbolic space. When on the other hand we choose an Einstein

manifold with k negative, i.e. a compact hyperbolic 3-manifold, Rij(g) = −2gij such that its

radius behaves as

∂

∂t
r(t) =

2

r(t)
, (2.21)

and the manifolds expands (homothetically) forever. Including again a flux proportional to the

volume form one obtains [24]

∂

∂t
r(t) =

2

r(t)
+

2h2

r(t)4
. (2.22)

Therefore we see that in this example in contrast to the sphere the addition of flux does not

render the flow convergent for long flow times. The behaviour for large r(t) stays essentially

unchanged.

2.4 Flowing through the space of metrics and scalar field space

Following the generalised Ricci flow of a given initial data (gij , Bij , f), leads to a one-parameter

trajectory through the space of (generalised) Riemannian metrics on the associated manifold
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M , denoted GM:

R → GM×Mf
∼= Mg × Ω2(M)×Mf : t 7→ (G(t), f(t)) , (2.23)

where each point on along the flow is a generalised metric G(g,B), defined in eq. (B.1), or a

point in GM. This directly generalises the purely geometric scenario in eq. (1.2), where only

the metric and dilaton (or f) were considered. Note that here again we encounter the subtle

difference of differentiating between the dilaton ϕ and the scalar f , a point which we will return

to in section 3.2.

The (generalised) Ricci flow leading to the map in eq. (2.23) – in fact any geometric flow

for that matter – gives a means to probe the space of (generalised) metrics. In the present

work we propose to use Ricci flow, or more generally geometric flows, in order to make progress

in the exploration of scalar field spaces arising from compactification and therefore go beyond

the moduli space paradigm in the SDC. The main observation is that by utilising geometric

flow there is no need to study the scalar field space directly, extracting its metric and potential

which is sourced by curvature and fluxes. Instead, considering flows we lift the discussion from

the scalar field space to a purely geometric enquiry: solving the flow equations in terms of the

relevant curvature and flux terms characterising the solution.

This perspective offers the distinct advantage of alleviating the need to directly extract

and work with the potential on scalar field space. Instead the fluxes and curvature that would

otherwise give rise to this potential now directly control the flow and thus the paths visited in

the scalar field space. Whilst the flow gradually modifies the geometry, the associated scalar

fields change accordingly. More concretely, given an initial geometry the flow follows a trajectory

which is mirrored by a path in scalar field space, see fig. 1.

Our proposal can only work if we can construct a distance-measure on the space of (gener-

alised) Riemannian metrics which simultaneously accounts faithfully for the distance on scalar

field space. In addition we need to single out a path in this generalised field space and translate

it to the scalar field space. In the next section we show that this can be indeed realised. In

particular, the flow selects a path that, when working with Perelman’s combined flow, is gradient

with respect to the associated action. The metric on the generalised field space is the deWitt

metric, which is the natural metric on this space. In fact we show that this also carries over for

the generalised case of including the Kalb-Ramond B-field, leading to the Candelas-de la Ossa

metric [29].

3 Measures of distance along the flow

A crucial ingredient for formulating a generalised Ricci Flow Conjecture is a well-defined notion

of distance (though whether this is a genuine measure of distance is discussed in section 5). In

the case of standard Ricci flow, several possible definitions were proposed in [19]. In this section

we explore the natural generalisations in the presence of flux and show that there is a more

fundamental definition of distance whenever we have a generating functional at our disposal.

For special cases, this new definition reduces to the known simple form given in (2.5) while

generically also reproducing the generalised deWitt metric in the presence of H flux, introduced

in [29].

In the previous sections we discussed the generalised Perelman functional F(g,H, f) with

respect to which the generalised Ricci flow is gradient. Recalling therefore the proposed definition
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of distance along the combined flow of metric and scalar field f [19]

∆F = log

(Ftf (g, f)

Fti(g, f)

)
, (3.1)

there is a natural generalisation in the presence of H-flux by simply replacing F(g, f) by

F(g,H, f). However, a drawback of this approach is that apart from special cases it is not

clear how to connect this notion of distance to the “standard” deWitt metric. Therefore it

would be preferable to define a more general notion of distance along the flow, that incorporates

all of the above mentioned notions of distance. Indeed, we can define such a notion of distance

by taking inspiration from the well-known line integrals along vector fields.

3.1 A universal length from geometric flows

Given a geometric flow, we have all the necessary tools to explore different trajectories through

the space of (generalised) Riemannian metrics. In order to formulate the Distance Conjecture,

one is left with identifying an adequate notion of distance or length between two points along the

flow. Guided by the analogy between the Gibbons-Hawking entropy and Perelman’s entropy, the

distance ∆F ≃ logF , where F is the Perelman functional in eq. (2.2) was defined in [19]. It was

shown by Perelman in [12] as a central component of his proof that the function F is strictly

monotonous along the flow. In the present setting this ensures that ∆F verifies at least one

of the axioms for a distance. This definition was further cemented by matching with distance

obtained from the AdS-Conjecture. However a first principle derivation for the distance ∆F was

lacking.

In this section we show how, starting from a very natural definition for the length, we are

lead to length measure ∆L. Specialising this new definition to the cases where the manifold is

fluxless considered in [19], consistently reduces to ∆L ≃ ∆F ≃ logF . Furthermore, we explicitly

relate this new length ∆L to the generalised deWitt metric [7, 29] establishing the fact that, at

least for gradient flows, we are in fact measuring distances according to the natural metric on

this space. Ricci flow therefore mostly serves as a tool in defining the natural trajectories in

this space of theories. In particular, although describing off-shell configurations along the flow,

the paths follow the gradient of the natural functional in this setup, namely the string effective

action. At the fixed points of the flow the geometries are on-shell. This approach, in particular,

offers a natural mechanism for obtaining a controlled off-shell path that reverts to being on-shell

precisely at the fixed point of the flow.

In order to start we remind ourselves of the simple notion of a line integral. For a given

vector field FFF (x) and γ a curve in Kn the line integral along γ is defined as

Iγ =

∫
γ
FFF (rrr(t)) · ṙrr(t) dt , (3.2)

with rrr(t) a parametrisation of the curve γ. We now define the vector field FFF as the gradient of

the functional F8

FFF =∇∇∇F ≡
∫
K
dVge

−f
(
(βg)

ij∂∂∂gij + (βB)
ij∂∂∂Bij

)
, (3.3)

8The gradient is with respect to the basis (
∂

∂gij
,

∂

∂Bij

)T

.
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where the coefficients βg/B are essentially the flow equations given in (2.11), scaled by a factor

of −1/2. Now inspired by the line integral we define9

∆L =

∫
t

1√
VK

√
|FFF (rrr(t)) · ṙrr(t)| dt = 1√

VK

∫
t
|∂tF|1/2 dt , (3.4)

where VK =
∫
K dVge

−f and rrr(t) = (gij(t), Bij(t))
T . The square root was introduced in order

to ultimately match with the already known measures of distance. On the other hand we can

write

∆L =
1√
VK

∫
t
dt

∣∣∣∣∫
K
dVge

−f
(
(βg)

ij∂tgij + (βB)
ij∂tBij

)∣∣∣∣1/2
=

1√
VK

∫
t
dt

∣∣∣∣∫
K
dVge

−f

(
1

2
gilgjm∂tglm∂tgij +

1

2
gilgjm∂tBlm∂tBij

)∣∣∣∣1/2
=

1√
2VK

∫
t
dt

∣∣∣∣∫
K
dVge

−f
(∣∣g−1∂tg

∣∣2 + ∣∣g−1∂tB
∣∣2)∣∣∣∣1/2 , (3.5)

where in the second line we used the definition of the generalised Ricci flow (2.12). We recognise

the last line as the generalised deWitt metric which was encountered in [7], evaluated along the

path γ selected by Ricci flow. This last expression was already found and studied in [29] as a

natural metric on the space of parameters of Kähler manifolds supported by a non-trivial B-field.

Therefore as we argued in [7] and was also discussed in [8, 30–32] from different perspectives,

flux contributions enter the notion of distance in a non-trivial way and in particular cannot be

ignored in general. Furthermore, note that the expression in the last line of (3.5) is a sum of

positive terms and zero only at the fixed points, a fact which we come back to when discussing

the properties of the distance in section 5.

In order to connect this notion of distance to the existing distances for Ricci flow we restrict

to the case of conventional Perelman flow with just metric and scalar field f . In this case, the

above last line is of course just the deWitt metric. However we can also consider the expression

in eq. (3.5) which in this case reduces to10

∆L =
1√
VK

∫
t

√
|∂tF| dt = 1√

VK

∫
t
dt

∣∣∣∣∫
K
dV e−f ∂tR(t)

∣∣∣∣1/2 . (3.6)

If we further restrict to spaces with constant (in xµ) Ricci curvature such that RµνR
µν = k

2R
2

and k some constant it follows that ∂tR = kR2, such that

∆L =
1√
k

∫
t

∣∣∣∣∂tR(t)R(t)

∣∣∣∣ dt ≃ log

(
R(tf )

R(ti)

)
≃ log

(F(g, f)|tf
F(g, f)|ti

)
. (3.7)

Hence we recover the proposed distance ∆F in [19].

Of course a similar computation shows that under certain conditions on the metric g and

three-form flux H, the distance reduces to

∆L ≃ log

(F(g,H, f)|tf
F(g,H, f)|ti

)
(3.8)

9The factor VK is constant with respect to the flow time t for the generalised Perelman functional due to the

constraint. Therefore we could immediately pull it outside the integral, however we want to make the notion of

length also applicable even for more general functionals where the volume might not be constant in t, cf. section

3.2.
10Time-independence of the volume element is again crucial for pulling the time derivative into the integral.
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In the above, we worked with Perelman’s Ricci flow, i.e. we assumed that the constant volume

condition along the flow is fulfilled. Otherwise the normalising factor V
−1/2
K is time-dependent

and needs to be integrated over. Furthermore the gradient of F would no longer give the

generalised flow. Below we investigate ways in which one can relax the unit volume constraints.

These modifications however come at the price of losing monotonicity of the functional along

the flow. We explain that one can regardless obtain a well-defined notion of distance, this time

using (a modified version) of the distance ∆L above, while the naive choice log(Ff/Fi) turns

out to be problematic as we explain. We will return to the interpretation of the measure ∆L (or

lack thereof) as a distance in section 5.

3.2 Role of f as a dilaton

In the previous section we introduced the notion of distance ∆L in terms of generalised Perel-

man’s functional F and therefore with the generalised unit volume constraint. As detailed in

appendix C, the unit volume constraint effectively eliminates a contribution from the variation

of F that is proportional to the trace of g, by imposing a suitable flow equation for f . As such,

the unit volume constraint is critical in obtaining a well-behaved flow. Physically the interpre-

tation of this constraint appears somewhat artificial, and one could wonder how crucial it is in

the context of the Swampland Ricci Flow Conjecture. In particular, it is only when the relation

between the volume of the manifold and the dilaton are decoupled that one could contemplate

accessing infinite distance associated with the string coupling while at the same time keeping the

spatial volume finite. In [19], these infinite distance points could be attained by considering the

purely dilatonic flow. In this section, we discuss two ways in which the dilaton can be decoupled

from the constant volume constraint, while preserving (some) of the desirable properties of the

distance.

To address this question in this section, we explore the possibility of discarding the unit

volume constraint and discuss the resulting flows. In the absence of the unity volume constraint,

the additional term in the variation of the functional in eq. (C.4) has to be taken care of by a

different mechanism. One could attempt to absorb the terms proportional to the trace part of

g into the corresponding flow equation for the metric gij and therefore define a flow equation

that is given by the Einstein field equation. It is well known that this “Einstein flow” is highly

problematic flow and generically does not admit even short time solutions, which in fact can

be seen as a manifestation of the conformal mode problem of gravity. We refer to [16] for an

insightful discussion.

Instead we modify the flow equations at the expense of losing the gradient property. Indeed,

as noted in [24], there is the “curiosity” that the action SEH or equivalently the generalised

Perelman functional without the unit volume constraint can remain a monotonous function

along certain modified versions of the flow. However they are no longer acting as a generating

functional for the flow equations. In particular, the resulting flows will not be gradient with

respect to action SEH .

Leaving the details of the derivation to appendix C.2, we obtain a discrete family of flows

labelled by an integer α,

∂

∂t
f = −(α+ 1)R+

α+ 3

12
|H|2−(2α+ 1)∆f + α|∇f |2 . (3.9)

From this expression we single out two immediate special cases. Choosing first α = 0 gives back

the constrained flow. Choosing the parameter α instead to be strictly positive, the functional

SEH provides a monotonous function along the resulting flow which, however, is no longer
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gradient. For α = −1 the resulting flow equation for f turns out to be exactly the β-function

of the dilaton. However, it comes at the expense of even losing the property of monotonicity of

SEH along the corresponding flow. We contrast the resulting flow equations and their potential

physical interpretation in the appendix C, as they will not play a major role for the main

discussion to follow.

Lastly we mention that there is in fact a possibility for explicitly introducing a dilaton ϕ as

pointed out in [33]. Its flow equation is the associated β-function, i.e ∂tϕ = −2βϕ and the flow

is gradient. The complete system is then described by {g,B, ϕ} all evolving according to their

β-functions together with a scalar field f̃ that takes the same role as f for the combined flow.

However the gradient property is in the weaker sense that only the flow equations of g and B

arise as directly form the generating functional, while the flow equation for ϕ has to be imposed

by hand through a – somewhat artificial – splitting f = 2ϕ+ f̃ . The resulting flow successfully

decouple the dilaton ϕ from the volume of the manifold. The details and explicit examples can

be found in appendix C.

While this discussion clearly shows that, despite weakening the unit volume constraint, such

flows persist and one can decouple the probe points where the dilaton diverge, its use within the

Swampland Ricci Flow Conjecture is far less clear. Indeed, the above modified versions of the

flow come with different drawbacks as compared to the generalised Ricci flow that is obtained

as a gradient from F .

In light of a later discussion of the properties of the distance ∆L, we further comment on

the monotonicity of F for the modified flows in eq. (3.9). We can again distinguish between two

cases.

Restricting first to values α ≥ 0, we need to ascertain if at any point of the flow ∂tF = 0.

This happens if and only if all the summands in the functional are identically zero. This in

turn, as is explained in appendix C, is only true at fixed points. We can thus conclude that the

functional is strictly monotonous.

If we would allow for α = −1, the summands in the expression for ∂tF can cancel each other

such that ∂tF = 0 even at points which are not fixed points. This is potentially problematic

as such a situation can lead to a violation of the axiom of strict positivity, i.e. ∆(x, y) = 0 for

x ̸= y. We discuss this further in section 5. We also stress again that whenever the unit volume

constraint is not imposed for all t the factor 1/
√
VK can not be pulled out of the integral in ∆L.

Remark.

• In [34], the authors proposed an interesting interpretation for the unit volume constraint.

They observed that one can obtain the equations of motion for the metric, Kalb-Ramond

field and dilaton by using, in lieu of Einstein Hilbert action, the Perelman’s functional

together with the unit volume constraint. This is a known result, but their interpretation

suggests that this principle does deeper than a mathematical curiosity. Implementing this

idea they extended to incorporate higher order string-loop corrections, Ramond-Ramond

forms and moduli fields.

3.3 Revisiting the SDC and three sphere with H-flux

As we have outlined in the introduction, one of the main motivation of this work is to obtain

an alternative viewpoint on the role of potentials on scalar field space using generalised Ricci

flow. When considering fluxes, the resulting scalar field space will display a potential which

besides extrema will also generically feature divergent directions. A simple (toy) example for
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such behaviour is provided by the SU(2) WZW model. In [7], we argued that those divergent

points of the potential in the scalar field space go hand in hand with “missing” infinite towers

of states, effectively removing what naively would be an infinite distance point. In the example

of the three-sphere with H-flux this precisely occurs when taking the small radius limit. The

three-sphere doesn’t support winding modes and accordingly there is no tower of winding states

that becomes massless in this limit. The curvature of the sphere and the non-trivial H-flux

however generate a potential for the scalar corresponding to the radius which is easily seen to

diverge when r → 0.

Here we connect this discussion of the three sphere with flux to the geometric flow picture

presented in the introduction. This example was already briefly outlined in section 2.3 but for

convenience we state once more the flow equation for this background which reads

∂

∂t
r(t) = − 2

r(t)
+

2h2

r(t)4
, (3.10)

where r is the three-sphere radius and h is the three-form flux number and the explicit parametri-

sation reads

ds2 =
r2

4

(
dη2 + dξ21 + 4dξ22 − 4 cos(η)dξ1dξ2

)
, H = −h

2
sin(η)dη ∧ dξ1 ∧ dξ2 , (3.11)

with angular coordinates η ∈ [0, π], ξ1 ∈ [0, 2π), ξ2 ∈ [0, 2π). Note that for both radius r smaller

than
√
h as well as r bigger than

√
h the flow is towards the fixed point at r =

√
h. This can

be understood very nicely also in terms of the potential generated by this background (cf. also

figure 3). We simply flow in the potential towards the critical point at r =
√
h.

We can also look at the asymptotic behaviour of this PDE for large and small r. In these

cases we can neglect the latter or the first term respectively. We getr ≫ 1 : ∂
∂tr(t) ∼ − 2

r(t) ⇒ r(t) ∼
√
r20 − t,

r ≪ 1 : ∂
∂tr(t) ∼ + 2h2

r(t)5
⇒ r(t) ∼ 6

√
r60 + 6h2t

, r(0) = r0 . (3.12)

Therefore we see that for large r the flow asymptotes to the one of the sphere without H-

flux, while for small the flow now diverges with a positive sign. We see from this asymptotic

expressions that in principal a flow with initial condition r(t = 0) = r0 can admit an extension

backwards in time. Solving the system numerically confirms this behaviour for negative t. See

also figure 2. For r ≫ 1 this can be done arbitrarily long making the solution eternal, i.e defined

for all t ∈ (−∞,∞). For r ≪ 1 there is a finite time t∗ = r60/(6h
2) at which radius becomes zero

and the potential diverges. Therefore, the solution is “only” immortal, with maximal interval

of existence t ∈ (t∗,∞).

We can now turn to determine the distance ∆L we defined in section 3 for the various points

of interest. Note that, in principle, we calculated the flow in the gauge fixed from, where the

scalar f is decoupled from the other flow equations. This is not the gauge in which the unit

volume constraint is fulfilled in general so we should be careful when evaluating the formula for

∆L.
11 However since all the time dependence of gµν is in the radius and so does not depend

on the coordinates, the scalar field f will also not depend on the coordinates. In these cases, it

does not matter which gauge we choose and the constraint will be fulfilled in both flows.

11Of course at the end it should not matter which gauge choice we use, since F is a gauge invariant quantity.

One merely needs to be careful in keeping track of the volume element in case the constant volume constraint is

not manifest in some gauge.
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Figure 3. Pictorial summary for generalised Ricci flow and associated potential for S3 with and without

H-flux, in panel (a) and (b), respectively.

Recall that the formula for the distance ∆L defined in section 3.1 can be written as

∆L =
1√
2VK

∫
t
dt

∣∣∣∣∫
K
dV e−f

(∣∣g−1∂tg
∣∣2 + ∣∣g−1∂tB

∣∣2)∣∣∣∣1/2 . (3.13)

Since the only time dependence of gµν is through r(t) we can easily obtain
∣∣g−1∂tg

∣∣2 = 12 (∂tr/r)
2

and therefore

∆L =

√
12

2

∫ tf

ti

∣∣∣∣∣
(
∂tr

r

)2
∣∣∣∣∣
1/2

dt =
√
6

∫ tf

ti

∂tr

r
dt =

√
6 log

(
r(tf )

r(ti)

)
. (3.14)

We can now evaluate the distance to the three distinguished points in the flow, the fixed point

at r =
√
h, the fixed point at r → ∞ and the singularity at r → 0 where the last two can only

be reached backwards in time. This yields
∆L(r0,

√
h) = const. , for r0 > 0.

∆L(r0,∞) = ∞ , for r0 ≥
√
h.

∆L(r0, 0) = ∞ , for r0 ≤
√
h.

(3.15)

We have collected all necessary ingredients in order to finally interpret the situation with respect

to the SDC or RFC, respectively. The generalised flow on the three-sphere with three-form flux

possesses three distinct regions, see figure 3, panel (b). In fact, this example, although relatively

simple, features already the essential scenarios one can encounter following a geometric flow.

Let us describe them one-by-one, whilst juxtaposing with the conclusions arising from studying

the scalar potentials as carried out in [7].

1 Limit r → ∞ : Starting from r0 >
√
h and taking the limit t → −∞ the three-sphere

decompactifies as its radius becomes arbitrarily large. Since in this limit, from eq. (3.12),

we have that limt→−∞ ∂tr(t) = 0, this is in fact a fixed point of the flow. In addition this

point is at infinite distance as measured by the generalised Ricci flow, see eq. (3.15). We

thus obtain a genuine infinite distance point, where the tower of massless states is realised

by the associated KK-modes.
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2 At the minimum r =
√
k of the potential, the flow stabilises the three-sphere at a fixed

radius determined by the three-form flux strength. This corresponds to the conformal

string vacuum. This is a fixed point of the flow, limt0→∞ ∂tr(t) = 0. However, the

associated distance in eq. (3.15) is finite. This is consistent with our expectations since

we have a perfectly well defined completion to Quantum Gravity in terms of string theory

and we expect no modes becoming light at this point. Note that this conclusion applies

both to the forward and backward flows.

3 Limit r → 0: Now starting from some r0 <
√
h and extending backwards the flow encoun-

ters a singularity, i.e. limt→−∞ ∂tr(t) = ∞, rather than a fixed point. The picture that

emerges fits very nicely with that proposed in [7]. Compactifying on this configuration

one obtains a scalar field space with a non-trivial scalar potential. The scalar potential

sources by flux and curvature terms vanishes for large r while diverging for r → 0. The

point r = 0 is not a fixed point and therefore no tower of light states is predicted by the

Ricci Flow Conjecture. Indeed it was explained in [7] that the divergent potential should

be viewed as a signal of a pathological infinite distance limit for a theory that is anyway

in the landscape. Hence the potential “forbids” us to even visit this limit and therefore no

prediction of a tower of light states is made by the SDC in this case. These would usually

be given by string winding modes. However the sphere has π1(S
3) = 0 and there are no

non-trivial winding modes that can serve as the tower of light states. The situation we

encounter in the present discussion is the manifestation of this very principle, now seen

through the lens of (generalised) Ricci flow.

This example motivates the following reformulation of the Ricci flow Distance Conjecture,

taking into account now the effect of a non-trivial flux12. We propose that by following the

geometric flow a tower of states is encountered whenever we approach a fixed point that also

lies at infinite distance.

Modified Ricci Flow Conjecture. Consider QG on a family of backgrounds determined

by the triple (gij(t), Bij(t), f(t)) satisfying the generalised Ricci flow. There exists an infinite

tower of states becoming massless along the trajectory of the flow towards a fixed point which

in addition lies at infinite distance. The distance between two backgrounds at time ti and tf is

measured in terms of the generalised Perelman entropy functional F(g,B, f) by ∆L.

Note that infinite distance points with massless towers of states only occur when approaching

a fixed point that additionally is associated with a divergent distance by eq. (3.14), and vice-

versa. Indeed, we saw above that these two things do not necessarily go hand in hand. In case

1 above, the distance is infinite. Naively one might indeed expect a tower of light states also in

this limit. In the example at hand there are however no modes that can become light in the limit

of small r. However the crucial difference is that although the point lies at infinite distance, it

is not a fixed point of the flow but a singularity.

Remark.

• The Ricci flow equation is weakly parabolic but can be transformed into a strictly parabolic

system using the DeTurck trick – a method we will revisit when incorporating RR-fluxes in

section 4. The property of parabolicity ensures that the forward Ricci flow is well-posed,

12We discuss RR-fluxes, which require defining an extension of the Ricci flow in section 4.

– 17 –



and warrants the existence and uniqueness of short-time solutions. The backward evolution

of a parabolic system on the other hand is generally ill-posed. Small perturbations in the

metric can be uncontrollably , leading to non-uniqueness and instability in the solutions.

Nonetheless, under certain conditions, the backward flow can be well-defined. These cases

are less studied, but [35] proved for example the uniqueness of solutions to the Ricci flow

provided certain boundedness conditions on the curvature. Even fewer results are known

for generalisations of the Ricci flow. In the above, and for what is to come, we take a

pragmatic stance and assume the backward existence.

3.4 The SDC in the T-dual

Standard Ricci flow is not invariant under topological T-duality [27, 36], see also appendix B.

A given solution of Ricci flow will in general be mapped under T-duality to a solution of the

generalised Ricci flow. This will for example happen when T-duality is applied to a non-trivially

fibered circle, leading to a dual background with H-flux. As was shown in [27], generalised Ricci

flow in contrast is closed under T-duality. Solutions are mapped to other solutions under duality

transformation. This implies in particular that for the Ricci Flow Conjecture to be consistent

within String Theory, one is forced to extended its formulation to the generalised Ricci flow.

In this section, we check the consistency of applying the modified Ricci Flow Conjecture to the

T-dual of the three-sphere with H-flux. The T-dual of the three sphere with h units of H-flux

follows from the standard Buscher rules and results in the background given by

ds2 =
r2

4

(
dη2 + sin(η)2dξ21

)
+

(
cos(η)

h

2r
dξ1 −

1

r
dξ2

)2

,

H = −1

2
sin(η)dη ∧ dξ1 ∧ dξ2 .

(3.16)

The geometry is locally given by a product of a sphere S2 with radius proportional to r with

circle is proportional to r−1. Computing the associated flow equation for this background we

get

∂

∂t
r(t) = − 2

r(t)
+

2h2

r(t)4
,

∂

∂t
h(t) = 0 , (3.17)

which, as expected, is precisely the flow equation of the system before T-dualising. However,

what changes is the geometric interpretation of this background. For generic h, the metric above

defines a circle fibration over S2, i.e. S1 ↪→ E → S2 . Whenever h is integer (which for us it is

because it arises as the T-dual of the integer H-flux number), the circle bundle has first Chern

class given by h, and is known as a Lens space L(h, 1). We thus get the same flow equations

as before, and in scalar field space the same potential [7], but a geometrically very different

interpretation of the flow and its associated infinite distance points. Referring again to figure 3:

1 Consider first approaching r(t) → ∞, which can be attained by starting at some r0 >
√
h

and flowing backwards towards t→ −∞. Recall that for the flow on the three-sphere with

H-flux this corresponded to the decompactification. Here though, only the two-sphere

factor decompactifies, while the circle fibre vanishes. This is an infinite distance limit and

a fixed point of the flow. The relevant tower of states for the SDC comes from the KK

modes on the decompactifying two-sphere. One might wonder that contrary to the S3,

the circle factor could allow for non-trivial winding and therefore there should be winding

modes that become light as the circle shrinks. However, whenever h is non-zero, there is
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only a finite number of winding states Zh and therefore these states do not provide an

additional tower for the SDC. This is actually consistent with the exchange of towers of

states under T-duality as we explain in detail in [7].

2 At the end of the flow given in (3.17), i.e. taking t→ ∞, the radius r(t) stabilises to →
√
h.

This leads to a fixed point consisting of a local product of (up to overall normalisations)

a two-sphere with radius LS2 =
√
h and a circle of radius LS1 = 1/

√
h. Note that when

h = 1, the geometry is self-dual under topological T-duality and the fixed point of the

flow reduces to the standard round sphere S3 with radius r =
√
h = 1, i.e. the conformal

point. Although a fixed point, the end of the flow leads to a finite length and thus finite

distance for the Swampland Distance Conjecture.

3 On the other hand, in the limit r(t) → 0 the two-sphere vanishes while the circle fibre

decompactifies. This is again an infinite distance limit but not a fixed point. Indeed on

the S2 factor there are no winding modes that would become light in this limit. On the

circle fibre one might again expect an infinite tower of KK modes becoming light as the

circle decompactifies. However the presence of non-trivial H-flux spoils the conservation

of this tower and therefore there is indeed no tower of states for the SDC [7].

Lastly, let us briefly comment on the transformation of f under T-duality. In the action,

f appears as a generalised volume element
√
g e−f and the flow equation for f is obtained by

requiring this quantity to be constant along the flow. Denoting the T-dual metric by g̃ we can

ask what is the flow equation for a new quantity f̃ such that
√
g̃ e−f̃ is again constant. This

is of course nothing else than the original flow equation evaluated in the dual tilde quantities.

However, it is a well known fact that the generalised volume element is invariant under T-duality,

provided the “dilaton” is shifted according to

f̃ = f − log(det(g)) . (3.18)

From this one can easily derive the new flow equation for f and check explicitly that it gives

the right flow in order to keep the generalised volume constant for the T-dual geometry.13

4 Including RR-fluxes in the geometric flow

In the last sections we reviewed the generalised Ricci flow and its implication for the Swampland

Program as an extension of “standard” Ricci flow originally defined by Hamilton. However,

considering the full string effective action of type II SUGRA, the inclusion of RR-fluxes is

paramount. One could then ask whether the flow can be further generalised to also include the

Ramond-Ramond sector, hence including the RR p-form fluxes14 F p.

In the following we explain this possibility, defining a system of flow equations including

also contributions from the RR sector. Closely following the known proof for the NSNS sector,

we show that the resulting system is indeed well-defined and investigate the implications for the

Distance Conjecture and the Swampland Program.

13We note that similarly the flow equation for the modified flows can be obtained by simply evaluating the

equations in the dual frame or, in case of a gradient flow, by using the T-duality invariance of the volume element

under the appropriate shift as done above
14See [37] for a closely related flow which, however, cannot be used to study type IIA/B solution as the dilaton,

or rather scalar field, is not incorporated in an adequate way into the flow equations.
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Defining such a flow is, a priori, highly non-trivial. As noted in the introduction, geo-

metric flows are delicate to construct. A key challenge is that most “flows” are not short-lived.

Mathematically, this requires the system of partial differential equations to be strictly parabolic,

ensuring no singularity arises for arbitrarily small times. In the context of the Distance Conjec-

ture, this condition is crucial for obtaining paths of non-vanishing distance. For the Ricci and

generalised Ricci flows, additional properties come into play: both flows are gradient with respect

to a functional – the (generalised) Perelman’s functional – and are strictly monotonous along the

flow. While these properties are not strictly necessary for a geometric flow to be well-defined,

the existence of a functional is essential for the defined distance to remain meaningful.

A further property, which serves as our guiding principle for including RR-fluxes, is the

connection between the flow equations of the (generalised) Ricci flow and the β-functions or

equations of motion. Using this relation as a starting point, we construct a flow that is at

least short-lived and for which the Einstein-Hilbert action provides a monotonous functional.

Although this action is neither strictly monotonous nor gradient for the flow, these properties

are not necessary to define a distance as introduced in section 3.1.

4.1 A flow for type II supergravity

The flow equations of generalised Ricci flow are nothing else than the equations of motions of

NSNS sector of supergravity. We defined a further generalisation of this flow, by including p-

form RR fluxes such that the resulting flow equations are exactly the type II SUGRA equations

of motion. Explicitly, we define for (massive) type IIA theories

∂

∂t
gij = −2βgij = −2Rij − 4∇i∇jϕ+

1

2
H2

ij

+ 2e2ϕ
[
1

2
(F 2

2 )ij +
1

12
(F 2

4 )ij −
1

4
gij

(
1

2
F 2
2 +

1

24
F 2
4 +m2

)]
,

∂

∂t
Bij = −2βBij = ∇kHkij − 2Hkij∇kϕ+ ⋆(F2 ∧ ⋆F4 −

1

2
F4 ∧ F4 −m ⋆ F2)ij ,

∂

∂t
ϕ =

{
−2βϕ1 = 4∆ϕ− 4(∇ϕ)2 +R− 1

12H
2 ,

−2βϕ2 = ∆ϕ− 2(∇ϕ)2 + 1
12H

2 + 1
2e

2ϕ
(
(1− n

4 )|F2|2+1
6(1−

n
8 )|F4|2+n

2m
2
)
.

(4.1)

The equations for g,B and ϕ are supplemented by flow equations for the form potentials

∂

∂t
Ci = −2βC2

i =
(
∇kFki + ⋆(H ∧ ⋆F4)i

)
,

∂

∂t
Cijm = −2βC3

ijm =
(
∇kFkijm + ⋆(H ∧ F4)ijm

)
.

(4.2)

Similar equations can be defined for type IIB theories by use of the appropriate equation of

motions. The choice of the factors for the RR flow equations is in principal arbitrary, although

the above choice is convenient in order to obtain flow equations for the fluxes that are similar

to the generalised Ricci flow of section 2.2. We use the symbol β• which, however, is purely

notational in order to highlight the use of the associated equations of motion like for the NSNS

(generalised) Ricci flow. In particular they are not RG flow β-functions associated to a NLSM

description.

Note that we wrote two expressions for the flow of the dilaton. This is due to the fact

that there is an ambiguity in defining this particular flow equation. While the first choice βϕ1
corresponds to the equation of motion one gets directly from varying the action, the second

choice βϕ2 is obtained by substituting the traced equation βg. On shell case these are equivalent,
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and one often chooses the second form where the Ricci scalar is removed by use of the traced βg.

The following proof goes through with both choices of flow equations and therefore we simply

write βϕ.

Short time existence and uniqueness

A priori the flow (4.1), (4.2) need not be well behaved, i.e. might not allow for even short-

time solutions. A direct way to warrant for the existence of solutions of the system of partial

differential equations describing the flow is strictly parabolicity15. In fact the Ricci flow itself,

is not strictly parabolic. In particular, this non-linear differential equation is degenerate due to

the diffeomorphism invariance of the Ricci tensor. In other words, the Ricci flow is not strictly

parabolic because the metric can be altered by diffeomorphisms. The process of fixing the gauge,

thereby resolves this degeneracy and putting the Ricci flow into a manifestly strictly parabolic

form is called the “DeTurck trick”. Specifically, the Ricci flow equation is modified by adding a

term that corresponds to the Lie derivative of the metric along a chosen vector field X

∂

∂t
gij = −2Rij + LXgij , (4.3)

where LXgij is the Lie derivative of gij along X. The vector field X is chosen to depend on the

metric gij and the fixed initial metric (g0)ij , as follows

Xk = gij
(
Γk
ij − (Γ0)

k
ij

)
, (4.4)

where Γk
ij and (Γ0)

k
ij are the Christoffel symbols of gij and (g0)ij , respectively. The resulting

gauge-fixed Ricci flow takes on the form

∂

∂t
gij = −2Rij +∇iXj +∇jXi, . (4.5)

Being a strictly parabolic equation, existence and uniqueness of solutions are then guaranteed

for short times via the Nash-Moser implicit function theorem or similar in standard parabolic

theory [38]. After solving these modified equation, the diffeomorphisms are inverted to recover

a solution to the original Ricci flow equation.

We show in this section that the equations in eqs. (4.1) and (4.2), inspired by type IIA/IIB

solutions, when performing a similar DeTurck trick, are in fact parabolic and can apply the

existence and uniqueness theorems for parabolic PDEs.

As mentioned in the introduction, (generalised) Ricci flow by itself is not parabolic, due to

diffeomorphism invariance. We follow the strategy outlined in [24]. As outlined above, one first

need to identify a vector field to gauge fixing the ambiguity coming from the diffeomorphism

invariance. To that effect, one can actually take precisely the same vector field as in eq. (4.4).

Furthermore we define differential operators Oi(g,B, ϕ, F
p) consisting of the right-hand side of

the flow equations corrected by the Lie derivative of this vector field 16 as well as ∇ϕ in order

15A system of PDEs ∂tu = Lu is said to be strictly parabolic if the principal symbol of the differential operator

L is positive definite. Loosely speaking the principal symbol of L is captured by the highest-order derivatives.

For a non-linear L (like Rij viewed as an operator acting on gij) parabolicity is established by working with the

linearization of L.
16The flow equations of the fluxes F p are defined in terms of their equations of motion βFp

which can be

obtained from βCp−1 by derivation d(·).
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to obtain the analogue of the gauge fixed version of generalised Ricci flow

Og(g,H, Fp, ϕ) = −2βg + LXg − 2L∇ϕg ≡ −2β̃g + LXg ,

OH(g,H, Fp, ϕ) = −2βH + LXH − 2L∇ϕH ≡ −2β̃H + LXH ,

OFp(g,H, Fp, ϕ) = −2βFp + LXFp − 2L∇ϕFp ≡ −2β̃Fp + LXFp ,

Oϕ(g,H, Fp, ϕ) = −2βϕ + LXϕ− 2L∇ϕϕ = −2β̃ϕ + LXϕ .

(4.6)

In the last line we have defined β̃g/B = βg/B + L∇ϕ(g/B), β̃Fp = βFp + L∇ϕ(F
p) and β̃ϕ =

βϕ − L∇ϕ. Note that the Lie derivative with respect to ∇ϕ would usually decouple the dilaton

from the rest of the equations, but due to the RR-fluxes this is no longer possible. This is

particular to the new flow we are defining and we will return to this fact shortly.

For the next step we need to compute the linearisation of the operators Oi. This is done by

formally expanding the metric gij = (g0)ij + hij as well as the other quantities in the DeTruck-

modified flow and expand up to first order terms. The resulting PDE is then second order.

To do so, we introduce the following notation/convention. We write gs, Hs, F
p
s , ϕs in order to

explicitly stress the dependence on the linearisation parameter s and where in this section we

write F p ≡ Fp. Furthermore defined the shorthand

d

ds

∣∣∣∣
s=0

gs = ĝ ,
d

ds

∣∣∣∣
s=0

Hs = Ĥ ,
d

ds

∣∣∣∣
s=0

F p
s = F̂ p ,

d

ds

∣∣∣∣
s=0

ϕs = ϕ̂ . (4.7)

Then it is immediate from generalised Ricci flow on the NSNS sector, that [24]17

d

ds

∣∣∣∣
s=0

Og(gs, . . . ) = ∆ĝ + l.o.t. ,
d

ds

∣∣∣∣
s=0

Og(Hs, . . . ) = l.o.t. , (4.8)

and realising that F p (and ϕ) appear only at zeroth order in derivatives, up to lower order terms,

it is clear that

d

ds

∣∣∣∣
s=0

Og(F
p
s , . . . ) = l.o.t. ,

d

ds

∣∣∣∣
s=0

Og(ϕs, . . . ) = l.o.t. (4.9)

Proceeding similarly with the other OTi , the only leading order contributions are

d

ds

∣∣∣∣
s=0

OH(gs, . . . ) = Ξ ,
d

ds

∣∣∣∣
s=0

Oϕ(gs, . . . ) = Ω ,

d

ds

∣∣∣∣
s=0

OH(Hs, . . . ) = ∆dRĤ + l.o.t. ,
d

ds

∣∣∣∣
s=0

Oϕ(ϕs, . . . ) = ∆ϕ̂ ,

d

ds

∣∣∣∣
s=0

OFp(gs, . . . ) = Λ ,
d

ds

∣∣∣∣
s=0

OFp(ϕs, . . . ) = Σ ,

d

ds

∣∣∣∣
s=0

OFp(F
p
s , . . . ) = ∆dRF̂

p + l.o.t. ,

(4.10)

where Ξ,Λ,Σ,Ω are potentially leading order operators that however drops out of the argument.

Now employing the Weizenböck identity for an n-form ω, which relates ∆dR to ∆ via

∆dRω = ∆ω + curv(ω) , (4.11)

17In the following ∆ always denotes the “rough” connection Laplacian ∆ = gij∇i∇j while ∆dR = −(dd∗+d∗d)

denotes the Laplace-de Rham Laplacian. Furthermore we write . . . for all the quantities that we take independent

of t for each linearisation, i.e. Og(gs, . . . ) ≡ Og(gs, H, ϕ, F
i1 , . . . F in).
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where curv(ω) is a term depending on specific contractions of the Riemann tensor with ω, which

therefore is of lower order in derivatives on ω. Hence in the above equations we get

d

ds

∣∣∣∣
s=0

OH(Hs, . . . ) = ∆Ĥ + l.o.t. ,
d

ds

∣∣∣∣
s=0

OFp(F
p
s , . . . ) = ∆F̂ p + l.o.t. . (4.12)

With this we can write the principal symbol σ, in a basis defined by (4.7), as

σ
(
D(g,H,ϕ,F p)(Og,OB,Oϕ,OF p)

)

ĝ

Ĥ

ϕ̂

F̂ p

 =


∆ 0 0 0

Ξ ∆ 0 0

Ω 0 ∆ 0

Λ 0 Σ ∆



ĝ

Ĥ

ϕ̂

F̂ p

 , (4.13)

where the last entry ∆ should be again read as a block matrix, and similarly, the other (4, i)

and (i, 4) entries as column or row vectors. From this we see, using Silvester’s criterion, that

[σij ] is positive definite. We established the short time existence of the gauge-fixed flow.

In a second step we need to undo the gauge modification of the flow by applying a specific

diffeomorphism-gauge transformation, bringing it to the “standard” generalized Ricci flow form

given in terms of the β̃i. Again following [24] we define a one-parameter family of diffeomorphisms

ψt via

∂

∂t
ψt = −X(gt, g0) ◦ ψt , with ψ0 = id , (4.14)

which inverts the DeTurck gauge fix and define the pulled back fields

g̃t = ψ∗
t gt , F̃ p

t = ψ∗
tF

p
t , H̃t = ψ∗

tHt , ϕ̃t = ψ∗
t ϕt . (4.15)

Following [24], a short computation18 shows

∂tg̃t = ψ∗
(
−2β̃g(g,H, F

p, ϕ) + LX(gt,g0)g)
)
+ ψ∗L−X(gt,g0)gt

= −2β̃g(g̃, H̃, F̃
p, ϕ̃) , (4.16)

which trivially carries then over also for pulled back RR-fluxes F̃ p and dilaton field ϕ̃. There-

fore we showed that the quantities {g̃, H̃, F̃ p, ϕ̃} satisfy geometric flow equations extending the

conventional generalised Ricci flow to include RR-fluxes defined by the {β̃•}. This completes

the proof of existence. Furthermore by applying the “inverse” of L∇ϕ(·) this establishes the

existence of a family of backgrounds {ḡ, H̄, F̄ p, ϕ̄} satisfying the flow in the gauge defined by

the {β•}, hence the equations of motion of type IIA19 SUGRA.

We can translate the flow equations for the form fields back into the ones corresponding to

their potentials, by simple integration. This yields for example for H̃ = H0 + dB̃

2∂tdB̃t = 2∂tH̃t = ∆dRH̃ + d ∗ (F̃2 ∧ ⋆F̃4 +
1

2
F̃4 ∧ F̃4 −m ⋆ F̃2) , (4.17)

such that we obtain

2∂tB̃t = −d∗H̃ + ∗(F̃2 ∧ ⋆F̃4 +
1

2
F̃4 ∧ F̃4 −m ⋆ F̃2) . (4.18)

Similarly the equations for the RR-fluxes can be integrated.

18We use the identity for time dependent vector fields and tensors d
dt
(ψ∗

t Tt) = ψ∗ (LXtTt +
d
dt
Tt

)
(cf. [39],

Prop. 22.15)
19The proof carries over directly also to type IIB.
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Remark.

• Alternatively, one could vary the type II action functional, following the approach taken

for the purely NSNS sector (see appendix C for additional details). However the critical

observation is that the additional contributions from the RR fields can be repackaged

into the flow equation of the metric g. Therefore we again encounter as the problematic

contribution the term that reads

S(g,B, f)

(
1

2
gij
∂gij
∂t

− ∂f

∂t

)
. (4.19)

Hence, it appears possible to generate a gradient flow by imposing the (unaltered) gen-

eralized unit volume constraint once again. Following these steps, the resulting equation

would precisely match those given in eq. (4.1), except for the dilaton ϕ (or, equivalently,

scalar field f). The latter would then inherit a flow equation from the trace of βg, in a

way such that the above contribution vanishes. This precise flow equation is highly prob-

lematic as it contributes negatively to the principal symbol, rendering it indefinite. While

performing the proof for the purely NSNS sector once can decouple f from the system of

PDEs and therefore show the short-time existence of solutions like above. This decoupling

is no longer possible including the RR fluxes. This directly implies that, while the usual

short-time existence proof applies automatically to generalized Ricci flow, once extended

with RR-fluxes the flow becomes potentially ill-behaved. We will therefore not pursue this

possibility here.

4.2 A flow for 11D supergravity

An arguably even simpler case for which we can attempt to include RR fluxes is within the

setting of 11D Supergravity. Indeed, in 11D there is no dilaton implying that the flux terms

are no longer weighted differently than the Ricci scalar. This simple difference, compared to

the type IIA equations (4.1) and (4.2), drastically simplifies the flow. The absence of a dilaton

however comes as a two-edged sword as there is clearly no way to impose a generalised unit

volume constraint. In particular, the flow will generically not be gradient or monotonous, an

essential ingredient in defining a notion of length. We will return to what this implies in terms

of defining a distance in the spirit of section 3.1 in the following section. For now, recall the

action of 11-dimensional supergravity, which reads

S =
1

2κ211

∫
d11x

√
|g|
(
R− 1

2
|F4|2

)
. (4.20)

where κ11 is the 11D gravitational coupling, R the Ricci scalar and F4 the four-form flux.

Following the same reasoning as in the previous section, we define a flow for the metric and

g and four-form flux F4 (or C3) according to the equations of motion of this theory. This leads

to the flow equations20

∂

∂t
gij = −2βgij = −2

(
Rij −

1

12
(F4)

2
ij +

1

144
|F4|2gij

)
, (4.21)

∂

∂t
Cijm = −2βC3

ijm =

(
∇kFkijm +

1

2
⋆ (F4 ∧ F4)ijm

)
. (4.22)

20A flow of the same form has in fact already been proposed in [40], see also [41]. There however, the total

space is flowed rather than only the internal space of the 11-dimensional background. Since the metric is then of

Lorentzian signature, the short time existence of the flow is not guaranteed in general.
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Figure 4. This figure illustrates the flow of the S4 background with f4 = 3 units of RR flux, serving as

the internal part of an 11D SUGRA background. The plot shows the radius of the sphere, r(t) (blue),

stabilising at r = 1 as t→ ∞, and the flux (orange), which remains constant under the flow. The dashed

lines depict the extension of the flow backwards in time.

As before the symbol β• is purely notational as these are not β-functions in the usual sense.

The short-time existence directly follows from the discussion in the last section but now

without a dilaton contribution.

Example: Flows with RR-flux on S4

A simple example illustrating the flow of the internal space of an 11-dimensional supergravity

background is provided by the four-sphere, supported with f4 units of F4 flux. The resulting

flow equations are very similar to the NSNS generalised Ricci flow. We obtain

∂

∂t
r(t) = − 3

r(t)2
+

f24
3r(t)7

,
∂

∂t
f4 = 0 . (4.23)

Note that, as was already the case of the generalised Ricci flow in section 4, since the flux is

proportional to volume forms, does not flow. The 4-form flux does however contribute to the

flow of the metric, stabilising the sphere at a finite length related to its field strength.

The resulting picture (cf. figure 4) for the SDC closely resembles that of the three-sphere

with NSNS flux discussed in section 3.3. There are two infinite distance limits at r → {0,∞} but

only one of them – the r → ∞ limit – is also a fixed point, while r → 0 is a singularity. Again we

can expect KK-modes in the decompactification limit while in the small r limit we are lacking

winding modes. However, the main difference to the case studied in section 3.3 is, that this

geometry solves only the 4-dimensional subset of equations of motion of 11D SUGRA. In other

words, it cannot be trivially completed to a full 11-dimensional solution with a flat external

space. It can, however, be completed to a solution of the Freund-Rubin type by the addition of

an external AdS space of the appropriate radius. In general, this larger space will significantly

alter the set of flow equations. Therefore, and in contrast to the NSNS sector 3-sphere with flux,

we cannot make definite statements for the Swampland program as this would require treating

full product spaces. Hence this example is merely a first step in exploring the possibility of

adding higher form fluxes. We plan to come back to this problem in the near future.

Lastly, we stress again that in 11D there is no dilaton and therefore no obvious way to im-

plement a generalised constant volume constraint and thus gradient flow. A possible approach21

21We would like to thank Chris Blair for a very insightful discussion, in which he pointed out this possibility

to us.
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Figure 5. Ricci flow singles out the possible paths one can traverse in field space. Hence in some sense

the distance is only defined for points that lie along the same orbit. While distances between red dots

or between blue dots can be assigned there is no flow connecting blue points to red points. If one allows

to measure distances through fixed points, we can assign a distance to the red dots that lie on different

Ricci flow trajectories. This is only possible for fixed points at finite distance. The fixed point of the

flow with blue points is at infinite distance and it cannot be used to assign a distance to the blue dots

on different curves.

here, could be to consider a warping factor in the external metric, in a way such that the prob-

lematic trace part of the metric is removed from the flow equations, which in turn upon reducing

to 10D then can be seen as a dilaton.

5 SDC in scalar field space: distance or cost?

Recent work pointed out that in the presence of fluxes or equivalently when the moduli space is

lifted by a potential, the measure pertinent to the Distance Conjecture may no longer be a bona-

fide distance. This was for example the case in [9], where the defined distance, although passing

several non-trivial tests, fails to verify e.g. the triangle inequality. In addition, the requirement

for a geodesic distance needs to be reconsidered. Indeed, potentials introduce “external forces”

in moduli space motion which drive the trajectories to non-geodesic paths [6].

5.1 Properties and non-properties of the distance

In the original formulation of the SDC, the requirement of geodesicity was tantamount to min-

imising the path. In this section however, we carefully lay out how the length defined in section

3.1 in turn fails and succeeds in being a genuine geodesic distance. Naturally leading us to

conclude that, the Ricci Flow Conjecture favours visiting distance according to a minimising

cost principle, rather than a distance.

Unidirectionality. In all these cases considered so far a non-trivial potential in the scalar field

space introduces a preferred direction. The similar plight affects the Ricci Flow Conjecture: in

general the flow can only go one way. Indeed, the Ricci flow can be seen as a generalised heat or

reaction-diffusion equation and a backwards heat equation is generically ill-defined. In addition,

the flow cannot connect arbitrary points in the manifold of possible (generalised) metrics, cf.

“Triangle inequality” below.

Incompleteness. In the original Distance Conjecture, the distance is measured along geodesic

paths. Since most moduli spaces are described by spaces which are geodesically complete, the

“search” one can perform in such a way is exhaustive. In contrast this is distinctively no longer

true for the Ricci Flow Conjecture. While any point can serve as an initial condition to the flow,

its final point has to be a fixed point or critical points of Perelman’s functional.
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Triangle inequality. One of the fundamental properties22 of a proper mathematical notion

of distance is the triangle inequality, i.e. ∆L(x, y) ≤ ∆L(x, z) + ∆L(z, y). The Ricci flow draws

only for specific one-parameter paths in the space of (generalised) Riemannian metrics. While

three points along this path (if backwards flow is allowed) can be connected, this is no longer

true for randomly selected points in the space of (generalised) Riemannian metrics 5 a). The

only possibility of connecting two points that lie on different Ricci flow curves, is by “connecting”

them at a fixed point, at which two different flow lines merge. Of course here one has to be

careful. While a priori there is no problem in doing this when the fixed point is at finite distance,

it surely is problematic when trying to do so with a fixed point at infinite distance, cf. 5 b).

However due to their very nature of lying at infinite distance, it appears natural to exclude

these fixed points from the reasoning. As a concrete example of such a situation, see figure 6.

Furthermore, we stress that the space of generalised metrics admits a natural metric. Hence, in

principle, a distance (in the mathematical sense) can also be defined for points not lying on the

same flow orbit. However, it remains unclear how these paths translate to scalar field space with

a potential. Indeed, certain paths may not be realised from a minimising or other first-principle

criterion. This stands in contrast to the paths singled out by generalised Ricci flow, which have

a clear interpretation as being gradient with respect to SEH.

Strict monotonicity. The monotonicity properties of the length or distance measure defined

in section 3.1 is directly inherited from the monotonicity of the flow functional. While the dis-

tance is monotonous by definition the property of strict monotonicity depends on the functional.

We saw two cases for which the flow functional itself loses its monotonicity property. First in

section 3.2, when weakening the unit volume constraint, the resulting flows where generically

not even gradient. The second in section 4 was encountered when invoking a flow for type IIA/B

and 11D supergravity. One could alternatively only demand weak monotonicity, in which the

functionals together with the the distance ∆L remain viable in both cases. Only demanding

for a weak, generically progression along the flow may sometimes not go hand in hand with an

increase in length. It would be interesting to understand which precise role the property of strict

versus weak monotonicity plays in the statement of the Ricci flow and Distance Conjectures.

Geodesicity. The space of Riemannian metrics admits a set of geodesics with respect to its

natural metric, the deWitt metric.23 Although the Ricci flow naturally arises as a gradient flow

with respect to the same deWitt metric, the path followed by the Ricci flow are in general not

geodesic. In other words, the path selected by the flow should be seen as minimising the relevant

flow functional, but which may not coincide with a geodesic path, at least with respect to the

deWitt metric. This remains of course true for the generalised Ricci flow.

These observations leave us with the following dilemma. Should one insist that a genuine

distance underpins the formulation of the Swampland Distance Conjecture or should one instead

favour a cost function instead? In the next section, we contrast these conclusions with other

recently proposed approaches.

22(Strict) positivity is guaranteed whenever the functional is (strictly) monotonous along the flow i.e. ∆L(x, y) >

0 for x ̸= y and ∆L(x, x) = 0. Furthermore we have symmetry, i.e. ∆L(x, y) = ∆L(y, x), where we can think of

traversing the path “backwards in time”.
23See [42] for a detailed derivation and enlightening discussion in the context of Ricci flow. Let us also remark

that moduli spaces generically admit several distance measures, which may not necessarily lead to the same

prediction for the SDC, see [43] for a concrete example.
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Figure 6. Illustration of the principle explained in the paragraph “Triangle inequality” on the example

of an internal space of the form S3 × S3 with each supported by a three-form H-flux. The geometry is

a direct product. Choosing appropriate initial conditions one can have a flow through all possible pair

of radii r1, r2 of the two spheres. The plot shows the flow for flux numbers k1 = 1, k2 = 3. In order to

measure the distance between two points using paths selected by Ricci flow one needs to go through the

common fixed point at (r1 = 1, r2 = 3). The dotted green line corresponds to the shortest distance in

the purely mathematical sense, hence only with respect to the natural metric on the space of metrics.

5.2 Relation to other notion of distance in scalar field space

We briefly outline possible ways to connect our notion of distance to existing work on the SDC

in the presence of a potential on scalar field spaces.

When studying the geometric flow in the context of string compactifications, one really has

two options. The first, which is the main topic of this paper, is flowing the compact space or total

space. In section 2.1, we explained how starting from a D-dimensional theory the action splits

into an “external” and “internal” part and subsequently focused on the internal geometry. The

second, alternative option, is to work with the effective action obtained after compactification.

Indeed, upon compactifying the internal manifold Kn one obtains a lower-dimensional (effective)

action

Seff =

∫
ddx

√
|ĝ|e−2ϕ̂

(
R(ĝ)− 1

2
gij∂µφ

i∂µφj + V (φi)

)
, (5.1)

where φi are the moduli parametrising the internal space. In the special case of taking Kn to be

Calabi-Yau, the kinetic term for these fields is controlled by a Kähler metric gIJ̃ = ∂I∂J̃K , where

K is the Kähler potential associated to the Calabi-Yau manifold Kn. One could now attempt

(whenever the scalar potential is zero V = 0) to flow the moduli space, i.e. the geometry defined

by the kinetic term gij which would give an alternative way to explore genuine moduli spaces.

Alternatively one might try to define a flow directly for the system (5.1) taking into account also

the scalar potential [42] (and the external space parametrised by ĝ.). While there has already

been some work in defining flows for such an action, the resulting flows will in general not be as

nicely behaved as flows that evolve the geometry directly. Furthermore, especially when taking

the external space into account, one has to properly account for the Lorentzian signature, which

may lead to further complications. Since however an action of the form (5.1) is the starting

point of the considerations in [9] and [10] it is clear that a direct comparison with the notion of

distance we define in this paper and the one in the listed publications is non-trivial.
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However, we stress that in [19] it was observed that when applied to external AdS-spaces,

Ricci flow and its associated conjecture successfully recovers the AdS Distance Conjecture, and

the associated distance in the presence of a cosmological constant. Varying the action with

respect to the Weyl factor, one sees that it is affinely related to the Ricci flow parameter.

In particular, the distance from an initial AdS space to the flat fixed point space diverges

logarithmically with respect to the Ricci flow parameter t , or linearly with the Weyl rescaling

parameter τ , placing it at an infinite distance

∆ ≃ log

(
Λ(tf )

Λ(ti)

)
, Λ(ti) =

Λ0

1− 2Λ0t
. (5.2)

We note that, a priori, neither of the two flow scenarios may be entirely satisfactory as it

is unlikely that one can probe the whole scalar spaces in either way24. In principle one could

use other geometric flows, which do not result from the compactification process to probe other

trajectories.

In [44–47], the authors used the attractor mechanism to probe the moduli space when the

associated space admits supersymmetric BPS states. In addition, the distance was related to

the difference in squared ADM mass of the black hole. Their method is in spirit very similar

to the first scenario, where one flows the internal space, here a Calabi-Yau manifold, by the

means of a mechanism that gradually changes the internal moduli. In that case the attractor

equations. The crucial difference is that the attractor mechanism is, in general, not a geometric

flow. One could however hope to find a geometric flow which, although visiting different path

in moduli space, shares the same infinite distance points. Provided such a flow exists, distances

can be measured through its entropy functional.

The second perspective involves working directly at the level of the scalar field space with

potential that is the starting point of the considerations in [9, 10]. Relating our approach to

such an analysis would require working with a flow of the scalar field space metric gij sourced

by the scalar potential. However, generically this will not lead to a well-defined flow since the

equations will generically fail to be (weakly) parabolic.

6 Conclusions

This work is a natural continuation of [19], where the Swampland Ricci flow conjecture was

originally conceived. Motivated by insisting on consistency under T-duality and the abundance

of string solutions with fluxes, we showed how the conjecture extends to flux-supported inter-

nal spaces. This perspective on the Distance Conjecture in fact suggests a new way to explore

scalar field spaces with potentials. We propose to systematically explore the space of (gener-

alised) Riemannian metrics and RR-fluxes, utilising geometric flows. Indeed, geometric flows

are often motivated by the wish to reduce complicated geometries to simpler and canonical ones,

for example, Ricci flat or Calabi-Yau manifolds. Coincidentally, these canonical geometries nat-

urally arise in string theory. In particular, using geometric flows, one effectively geometrises the

exploration of scalar field space. It bypasses the need to perform the compactification procedure

leading to the metric and potential on scalar field, in favour of varying the metric of the internal

space and the supporting fluxes through flow equations. Each flow line in the space of metrics

24Although, in general we are able to cover the whole moduli space, by picking any point as an initial condition,

the possible trajectories will be constrained. A clear example is the Kähler-Ricci flow. Any trajectory generated

from this flow will preserve the complex structure. In other words we cannot look for infinite distances in the

complex structure moduli using this flow.
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draws out a trajectory in the corresponding scalar field space. Indeed, rather than directly

measuring distances in scalar field space, we now measure the length of the path taken by the

flow on the (abstract) space of generalised metric in terms of the gradient functional governing

the flow. In addition this approach provides a natural way to construct a controlled off-shell

path that returns to an on-shell configuration exactly at the flow’s fixed points.

In this paper, we employed this strategy to explore scalar fields in internal spaces supported

by fluxes, as they naturally emerge from string compactifications, therefore mainly focusing on

String Theory field space. We first generalised the definition of a distance appearing in the Ricci

flow conjecture to geometric flows that are gradient. For the special case where the gradient

functional is the generalised Perelman entropy, we show how it is directly related to the deWitt or

Candelas-de la Ossa metric [5, 29] on the space of generalised metrics. In addition, we show how

this generalised distance offers a first principle derivation of logarithmic distance with respect

to the Pereleman functional used in the original formulation of the Ricci Flow Conjecture [19].

We then extended the conjecture to allow for non-trivial Kalb-Ramond fields by utilising

the generalised Ricci flow of [24, 27, 28]. This flow already highlights the key distinction from

standard Ricci flow. Fluxes generically stabilise the flow, where otherwise the geometry would hit

a singularity. We showed how the generalised Ricci flow, and its associated length, successfully

probe the infinite distance points found in [7]. In fact, the stabilising property of the flux

perfectly mirrors the behaviour of the potential. The divergence in the potential at infinite

distance translates to an infinite-distance point along the generalised Ricci flow, which is not a

fixed point of the flow.

In order to extend the Ricci Flow Conjecture to account for RR-fluxes, we then consider

a flow capturing internal spaces in IIA/B and 11D supergravity. We discuss how, while the

flow admits short-time solutions, it loses its gradient property. Although one can in principle

insist on defining a length using the non-gradient associated functional, in general it will not be

monotonic along the path followed by the flow. The situation is even more challenging for 11D

supergravity, where in absence of a dilaton, no unit-volume constraint can even be imposed to

regularise the flow.

Future perspectives

This work suggests a more general narrative than the standard approach to moduli spaces or

scalar field spaces with potential in the context of the SDC. For flux-supported geometries, or

equivalently for a scalar field spaces with a potential, infinite distances can be probed using a

set of geometric flows. The path is singled out by Ricci flow and its corresponding gradient

functional. The latter allows for a very natural definition of the distance that agrees with the

conventional notion of distance in the space of generalised metrics. Here, we outline a few direct

extensions and promising future directions stemming from our results.

Product spaces, DGKT and quantum corrections. Unlike for the standard Ricci flow

[20], the presence of fluxes opens up the possibility of applying generalised Ricci flow to product

spaces and therefore full-fledged string vacua. It would be interesting to apply the same ideas

presented here to full type II(A) solutions, where the moduli can be fully stabilised and one

can discuss aspects like scale separation. In particular, this opens up the possibility to test

backgrounds like DGKT via the Ricci Flow Conjecture and their status in the Swampland

program [32, 48]. With the ability of tackling those examples, come many new and interesting

aspects, like the addition of localised or smeared sources, non-trivial warping and also – as
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discussed in detail in [48] – the role of quantum corrections. Through the Ricci Flow Conjecture,

it might then be possible to access quantum corrections by identifying the flow equations with

an RG flow, for which these corrections have been studied using integrability techniques [49].

N = 2 flux compactifications and generalised Calabi-Yau manifolds. In [50, 51], in-

finite distances in the moduli space of complex structure were identified by their infinite order

monodromy matrix. One could wonder if these infinite distance points are realised as the fixed

points of an adequate flow. An obvious candidate is the Kähler-Ricci flow [52] which naturally

varies Kähler moduli while keeping complex moduli fixed.

Geometric flows in addition suggest how this discussion can be in fact be extended to

complex moduli and combined variations. Going beyond Calabi-Yau manifolds, the Kähler

and complex moduli can no longer be disentangled. The resulting background fields are then

most naturally described in terms of pure spinors and complex geometry. The generalised

Ricci flow in fact admits a particularly elegant description in terms of generalised and complex

geometry [24]. Even more, by combining two different generalised Ricci flows allows one to

naturally flow generalised Kähler manifolds. Dubbed the generalised Kähler-Ricci flow [53], the

flow admits an elegant formulation in terms of pure spinors and a functional closely related to

Hitchin’s functional. Using this flow one can start to probe the scalar field space of N = 2 flux

compactification, hence going beyond Calabi-Yau compactifications. In addition, the known

relation between the generalised Hitchin functional and N = 2 compactifications [54, 55] as

well as between this functional and the attractor mechanism [56, 57], offer a promising avenue

to connect the Ricci Flow Conjecture to the Black Hole Entropy Distance Conjecture [44] and

extend it beyond Calabi-Yau compactifications. We plan on reporting on these points soon [58].

Existence of dualities and scalar field space. The recent paper [59] explores the relation-

ship between finiteness of quantum-gravity amplitudes and the existence of dualities, amongst

which T-duality, through the compactifiability of moduli spaces. The authors argue that this

implies the necessity for semisimple representations within duality groups. These results could

be extended to scalar spaces by using the framework of generalised Narain lattices of Drinfel’d

doubles [60], see also [7].

Non-geometric backgrounds and dualities. In this paper we have examined the Ricci

Flow Conjecture (RFC) in the context of geometric flux-supported internal spaces. A natural

extension arises when considering T-duality transformations in flux compactifications, which can

lead to non-geometric backgrounds. This prompts the intriguing question of how backgrounds

with non-geometric fluxes fit within the Swampland or the Landscape. While this has been

investigated in connection with various Swampland conjectures [7, 61–64], it remains largely

exploratory. Similarly, one would like to understand if an extension of the RFC may help identify

the viability of non-geometric fluxes in low energy effective description of quantum gravity.

Non-geometric spaces are however by nature not smooth manifolds, rendering the question

of obtaining a smooth flow rather ill-defined. However as already mentioned, reformulating

generalised Ricci flow using generalised geometry, admits a T-dual covariant formulation [27],

see also [36, 65]. Indeed, the flow equations are repackaged into the flow of the generalised

metric and sourced by the generalised Ricci curvature. This is a direct manifestation of the

action of (generalised) T-duality on the flow: while preserving the form of the flow equations,

it maps solutions to solutions. One could thus contemplate flowing non-geometric backgrounds,

albeit indirectly. By going to a non-geometric frame, the background is effectively described

by a smooth metric and a β-field. The resulting flow, once unpacked, would be a priori new
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and admit as a gradient function β-gravity functional [66, 67] together with an corresponding

volume constraint.

The generalised Ricci is in addition not only preserved by T-duality but also its gener-

alisation known as Poisson-Lie T-duality [68], see also the recent paper [65]. This offers the

possibility to explore a much wider set of supergravity backgrounds supported by geometric and

non-geometric fluxes.

An information theoretic distance. As extensively discussed in the main text, the proposed

length is not a genuine distance. More notably, by missing the properties of symmetry and by

not verifying the triangle inequality. Properties which, in other approaches [6, 9, 10], are also

found to be absent. These observations may be a strong indication that the formulation of

the SDC in presence of potentials, or equivalently that of the RFC with or without fluxes,

should be formulated in terms of some sorts of cost rather than distance. Ricci flow and the

generalised Ricci flow however admit an alternative description which comes with a natural

distance measure. The authors in [69] showed that Ricci flow can be directly related to the

theory of optimal transport. These results were later extended to the generalised Ricci flow

in [37]. The latter describes the most efficient way to transform one distribution into another,

given a cost function. However, the optimal transport cost leads to a genuine distance: the

Wasserstein distance. It would be interesting to explore this further and could help reinstate a

proper distance within the Swampland Ricci Flow Conjecture. In addition, this would provide

a novel window to explore the Swampland using classical information theoretical tools, and

possibly make contact with the conclusions of [70, 71].
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A Relation to renormalisation group flow

As mentioned previously, there is a close connection between RG flow and (generalised) Ricci

flow. The NSNS sector of the string effective action can be understood as the low-energy

effective theory of closed strings on a curved background, described by a non-linear σ-model

with target space parametrize by the triple {g,B, ϕ}. The resulting RG β-functions or Weyl

anomaly coefficients25 then coincide with the equations of motion of the string effective action.

Let us illustrate the connection on an explicit example. Take the bosonic σ-model with target

space S3 (equivalently the SU(2) principal chiral model)

S =
1

4π

∫
d2σ gij∂µX

i∂µXj (A.1)

and write gij = r2g0ij with r radius of the S3. We can think of r−1 as coupling constant of our

theory, i.e. we identify g2 ∼ 1/r2. Now it is well known that the RG β-functions of the bosonic

σ-model are given by βij(g) = Rij(g) such that

∂

∂ log(Λ)
gij = βij(g) = Rij(g) , (A.2)

where Λ is the RG scale. We can recover standard Ricci flow by introducing RG time via

Λ = Λ0e
−2t such that the equation becomes

∂

∂t
gij = −2Rij(g) . (A.3)

Therefore we see that Λ and t are inversely related: while Λ → +∞ corresponds to going towards

the UV, t→ ∞ describes a flow towards the IR. In particular looking at the (Ricci) flow equation

of the radius for the sphere (2.16), we see that in the IR (t→ +∞) the radius vanishes, while in

the UV (t→ −∞) the sphere decompactions. Since the coupling scales with the inverse radius,

g ∼ 1/r, we recover the well known fact, that the Principal Chiral Model is asymptotically free.

B Generalised geometry of generalised Ricci flow

A crucial property of generalised Ricci flow is that T-duality maps solutions of the flow to other

solutions, see [24] for an extensive discussion. Note that this is in contrast to conventional Ricci

flow, which is not closed under T-duality since, T-duality generically mixes metric and Kalb-

Ramond components. Generalised Ricci flow thus admits a formulation or repackaging in using

generalised geometry. Define the generalised metric

H =

(
g −Bg−1B Bg−1

−g−1B g

)
, (B.1)

Then the flow in terms of the generalised metric for given background fields (G,B) becomes

G−1 ∂

∂t
G = −2Rc(G) , (B.2)

25There is a subtle difference between these two quantities that is essentially related to the difference between

scale and conformal invariance. We refer to [72] and references therein.
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where G = ηH, with η the O(D,D) invariant metric and the indices have been suppressed, and

the generalised Ricci tensor is given by

Rc =

g−1R+
1

2
g−1H2 1

2
g−1d∗Hg−1

−1

2
d∗H −Rg−1 − 1

2
H2g−1

 . (B.3)

A convenient alternative form of the flow is, and reinstating the indices

∂

∂t
(G−B)ij(X,Y ) = −2R+

ij(X,Y ) , (B.4)

here R+
ij is the Bismut-Ricci tensor associated to the Bismut connection ∇+ = ∇+

1

2
g−1H and

takes the form

R+
ij = Rij −

1

4
(H2)ij −

1

2
(d∗H)ij , (B.5)

where (H2)ij = HiklHj
kla. Including the dilaton field ϕ, this becomes twisted Bakry-Emery

curvature

RH,ϕ
ij = Rij −

1

4
(H2)ij + 2∇i∇jϕ− 1

2
(d⋆H + ı2∇ϕH)ij . (B.6)

The associated generalised scalar curvature is

S(g,H, ϕ) =

(
R− 1

12
|H|2+4∆f − 4|∇ϕ|2

)
. (B.7)

C Gradient flow of SEH and modified flow equations for f

C.1 Variation of SEH

We start from the Einstein Hilbert functional in the presence of fluxes, which we denote SEH.

Taking the one parameter variation of SEH with respect to t gives ([14] or [24] Lemma 6.7 for

details)

d

dt
SEH =

d

dt

∫
K
dVg e

−f

(
R− 1

12
|H|2+|∇f |

)
=

∫
K
dVg e

−f

[(
−Rij −∇i∇jf +

1

4
H i

klH
jkl

)
∂gij
∂t

+

(
R− 1

12
|H|2+2∆f − |∇f |2

)(
1

2
gij
∂gij
∂t

− ∂f

∂t

)
+

1

2

(
∇kH

kij −Hkij∇kf
) ∂Bij

∂t

]
. (C.1)

Now recall that the F functional is identical to SEH but with the additional constrain of f being

subject to the constraint
∫
µt ≡

∫
e−fdV = 1. In fact it is easy to see that this constraint

implies that (
1

2
gij
∂gij
∂t

− ∂f

∂t

)
= 0 (C.2)
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and therefore from the above calculation it follows that F26 defines a gradient flow, where the

flow equations can be read off from (C.1) and are nothing else than the equations of motion for

g,B. The resulting flow equation for f can be computed in turn from (C.2) and reads

∂

∂t
f = −∆f −R+

1

4
|H|2 . (C.3)

Furthermore we see that along the flow, i.e when the flow equations are fulfilled the variation of

F can be written as

d

dt
F(g,H, f) =

∫
K
dVg e

−f

[ ∣∣∣∣−Rij −∇i∇jf +
1

4
H i

klH
jkl

∣∣∣∣2 + ∣∣∣∣12 (∇kH
kij −Hkij∇kf

)∣∣∣∣2
]
≥ 0

and therefore is monotonous along the flow.27

C.2 Modified flow equations for f

As discussed in section 3.2, the functional SEH stays monotonous even without imposing the

unit volume constraint, if we instead impose a modified flow equation for f . In fact from the

variation above we see that the variation is manifestly positive if each line can be written as

square of terms. In fact we would like to write(
R− 1

12
|H|2+2∆f − |∇f |2

)(
1

2
gij
∂gij
∂t

− ∂f

∂t

)
= S(g,B, f) · ∂tµt

µt
(C.4)

as a square. Taking the evolution of µt to be given by

∂

∂t
logµ = αS(g,B, f) (C.5)

with α a yet undetermined integer the variation of the functional SEH can then be written as a

sum of quadratic terms

d

dt
SEH ∼

∫
M

(
1

2
|∂tg|2+

1

2
|∂tB|2+1

α

∣∣∣∣∂tµµ
∣∣∣∣2
)
e−fdV ≥ 0 , (C.6)

and hence SEH is guaranteed to be striclty monotonically increasing along the flow whenever

we choose α greater or equal to 0. Choosing α = 0 is of course nothing else than the standard

constraint
∫
µt = 1.

From eq. (C.5) we can infer the flow of the scalar f by using ∂tµ
µ = 1/2gij∂tgij − ∂tf and

the definition of S(g,B, f). First note that tracing the flow equation ∂tgij we get

1

2
gij∂tgij = −(R+∆f − 1

4
|H|2) (C.7)

such that

0 = αS − ∂t log(µ)

= α

(
R− 1

12
|H|2+2∆f − |∇f |2

)
+ (R+∆f − 1

4
|H|2) + ∂tf

= (α+ 1)R− α+ 3

12
|H|2+(2α+ 1)∆f − α|∇f |2+∂tf . (C.8)

26The gradient is with respect to the basis ( ∂
∂gij

, ∂
∂Bij

).
27Actually F is strictly monotonous along the flow, since by definition the summands are only zero at the fixed

points of the flow.
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∂

∂t
f = T

(α)
f ≡ −(α+ 1)R+

α+ 3

12
|H|2−(2α+ 1)∆f + α|∇f |2 (C.9)

As a consistency check we can set α = 0, immediately implying the
∫
µt = 1 constraint and we

indeed get back the correct formula for ∂tf . For example choosing α = 2 in analogy to the other

flow equations we obtain

− ∂

∂t
f = 3R− 5

12
|H|2+5∆f − 2|∇f |2 . (C.10)

This is not the beta-function of the dilaton. Note nevertheless that whenever we hit a fixed

point of the flow, we have

0 =
∂

∂t
gij = −Rij −∇i∇jf +

1

4
HiklH

kl
i ,

0 = − ∂

∂t
f = 3R− 5

12
|H|2+3∆f − 2|∇f |2 .

(C.11)

Taking the trace of the first equation an substituting into the dilaton one then we obtain

0 =
1

3
|H|2+2∆f − 2|∇f |2≡ βf , (C.12)

which is nothing else (upon identifying f = 2ϕ) than the standard dilaton equation of motion

0 = |∇ϕ|2−1

2
∆ϕ− 1

24
|H|2 , (C.13)

and hence at the fixed point the dilaton equation of motion is also satisfied. Finally observe

that in principle we can also choose α = −1 to obtain

∂

∂t
f =

1

6
|H|2+∆f − |∇f |2∼ βf . (C.14)

and hence also f evolves according to the NLSM β-function and it is justified to identify f ≡ 2ϕ.

However in this case the functional SEH is generically no longer monotonic along the flow, since

the last quadratic term will appear with a minus in front.

Examples of modified flow Let us once more look at the canonical example of S3 with

H-flux, for different values of α.

For α = 2 we obtain

∂

∂t
f (α=2) = T

(α=2)
f = − 18

r(t)2
+

10h2

r(t)6
(C.15)

Since r(t) →
√
h for t → ∞ (as determined by the flow equation for the metric g), ∂f is not

vanishing but approaching the constant value −8
h and therefore f(t) is diverging towards −∞.

Therefore the combined flow {g(t), f(t)} does not reach a fixed point as t → ∞(r(t) →
√
k).

However similar to the standard case, starting at r(0) >
√
h, going to negative t there is a fixed

point at t→ −∞ where r(t) → ∞, cf. figure 7 left panel.

Choosing on the other hand α = −1 we obtain

∂

∂t
f (α=−1) = T

(α=−1)
f =

4h2

r(t)6
(C.16)

This flow is illustrated in the right panel of figure 7.
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Figure 7. Plotted is the behaviour of the modified flows described in this section on the example of S3

with h = 1 units of flux. It is clear that although r stabilises, f diverges towards −∞ for the modified

flow with α = 2 (left plot) while it diverges to +∞ for α = −1 (right plot).

C.2.1 Including the dilaton explicitly

In the last paragraph we briefly mentioned that upon setting α = −1 in the modified flow

equation for f , the resulting flow equation is exactly the dilaton equation of motionon. Hence

one can identify f ≡ 2ϕ with a dilaton. This is indeed an intriguing feature since it seems

interesting to have a flow for the dilaton according to its β-function given we already have g,B

evolving according to their β-functions. Concretely we would like to have a system of flow

equations for g,B and a scalar field ϕ that we identify with the dilaton that reads28

∂

∂t
gij = −2βgij = −2Rij +

1

2
H2

ij − 4∇i∇jϕ ,

∂

∂t
Bij = −2βBij = ∇kHkij − 2Hkij∇kϕ ,

∂

∂t
ϕ = −2βϕ = ∆ϕ− 2(∇ϕ)2 + 1

12
H2 .

(C.17)

Trying to directly identify f = 2ϕ leads back to the discussion of the last paragraph and is

therefore not desirable. However it has been realised in [73] that the system above can be

realised as (the gauge fixed) gradient flow of the functional

F(g,H, f = 2ϕ+ f̃) =

∫ (
R− 1

12
|H|2+|∇(2ϕ+ f̃)|2

)
e−2ϕe−f̃dVg

=

∫ ((
R− 1

12
|H|2+4|∇ϕ|2

)
+ 4∇ϕ∇f̃ + (∇f̃)2

)
e−2ϕe−f̃dVg ,

(C.18)

supplemented by the constraint ∫
µϕt =

∫
e−2ϕe−f̃dVg = 1. (C.19)

The flow equation for f̃ can be again calculated from this constraint and reads29

∂

∂t
f̃ = T̃f̃ ≡ −∆f̃ − 2∇ϕ∇f̃ −R+

1

12
H2 − 2∆ϕ+ (∇f̃)2. (C.20)

It has to be stressed that although the resulting flow is gradient, it is only the flow equations

for g and B that appear as the gradient of F(g,H, 2ϕ+ f̃). The dilaton equation is introduced

in a somewhat “artificial” manner and therefore also enters the distance only indirectly via the

other flow equations.

28This is indeed a well defined system of PDE, since by applying a diffeomorphism we can decouple ϕ from the

equations of g,B. The remaining equation is a Heat-like equation and can be solved a posteriori.
29After performing the diffeomorphism that decouples f form the other flow equations via L∇f̃ .
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Figure 8. Illustrated is the flow behaviour of the modified dlow including the dilaton via the split

f = 2ϕ+ f̃ . Both ϕ and f̃ diverge in a way such that the unit volume constraint is anyway satisfied.

Example including ϕ We look again at S3 with H-flux. Then we obtain (additionally to the

equation for r(t))

∂

∂t
ϕ(t) = βϕ = − 2h2

r(t)6
,

∂

∂t
f̃(t) = T̃f̃ = − 6

r(t)2
+

2h2

r(t)6
.

(C.21)

Again we encounter a situation in which even when r(t) approaches its fixed point value r =
√
h,

ϕ and f̃ do not approach a constant. However they diverge in a way such that the generalised

volume constraint
∫
K µϕt = 1 is fulfilled.
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