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ABSTRACT: Understanding which effective field theories are consistent with an ultravio-
let completion in quantum gravity is an important theoretical question. Therefore, it is
important to know the structure of the 4D effective theory associated with a given com-
pactification of string theory. We present a first-principles derivation of the low-energy 4D
effective theory of geometric moduli in a warped Calabi-Yau compactification of type IIB
string theory with imaginary self-dual 3-form flux. This completes the derivation of the
metric on Kédhler moduli space from the 10D equations of motion. We also give the first
derivation of an effective action for flat directions in the complex structure moduli space of
the Calabi-Yau (which generically mix with the axiodilaton).
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1 Introduction

Type IIB supergravity (SUGRA), in the presence of D-branes and O-planes, admits the
Giddings-Kachru-Polchinski (GKP) backgrounds [1|. These solutions feature a 10-dimensio-
nal warped product spacetime, where the 4D component is a warped Minkowski spacetime,
and the six-dimensional internal manifold is a conformally Calabi-Yau (CY) orientifold. The
warping is sourced by the 3-form flux G5 which features components only in the compact
directions. Moreover, G3 is imaginary self-dual (ISD) with respect to the CY orientifold ie,
*(G'3 = iG3, where % is the Hodge star operator associated with the CY orientifold. The CY



manifold has two types of deformations that preserve its Ricci flatness, which we will call
geometric moduli: Kéhler moduli (which are characterized by harmonic (1,1) forms on the
CY) and complex structure moduli (which are characterized by harmonic (2,1) and (1, 2)
forms on the CY). The Kéahler deformations are moduli of the full 10D GKP background,
while some of the complex structure deformations are moduli, with the remaining ones
stabilized by the ISD condition on the G5 flux.

Because GKP compactifications contain a classical mechanism for stabilizing some of the
geometric moduli, they are an important testing ground for ideas in string phenomenol-
ogy. Notably, with string (o) and nonperturbative contributions included, they have been
proposed as a basis for de Sitter backgrounds in string theory [2-4] (though not without
controversy; see for example [5, 6]) and further explorations in string cosmology. See [7-9|
as reviews of many aspects of physics based on or inspired by GKP compactifications and
their generalizations. Since some GKP compactifications are supersymmetric (and there-
fore expected to survive o’ and quantum corrections), they are also key test cases for the
swampland program, which asks about general properties that lower-dimensional effective
field theories must possess in order to have an ultraviolet completion in a theory quantum
gravity such as string theory. For reviews of the swampland program, see [10, 11].

In both contexts of string phenomenology/cosmology and the swampland program, the ef-
fective action of classically unstabilized moduli in the 4D effective theory, specifically the
metric on moduli space, is of key importance. In the large volume limit, the warp factor
becomes negligible and the flux dilute, so the effective action of a product of Minkowski
spacetime with a CY manifold (subject to an orientifold projection) is a good approxi-
mation [12]; corrections to the moduli space metric due to the warp factor and flux are o’
suppressed. However, strongly warped regions can appear even in regimes where curvatures
remain small, so the full structure of the GKP compactification including warp factor and
flux plays a role in determining the effective action.

There have so far been two approaches used to derive the moduli space metric (or equiv-
alently the Kéhler potential of the 4D SUGRA). One, followed by [13-15|, uses combined
considerations of the expected N = 1 SUSY properties of the 4D effective theory and the
structure of the 10D vacua, to determine the holomorphic coordinates and Kéhler potential
of the 4D SUGRA. The Kéhler potential for the Kdhler moduli (geometric moduli and axion
partners), 2-form moduli, and D3-brane moduli, appeared in [15]. The other approach is a
direct dimensional reduction by finding massless solutions to the 10D equations of motion.
As pointed out initially by [16, 17|, the equations of motion include nontrivial constraints
due to gauge invariance, which can be solved by introducing additional nonvanishing com-
ponents of the 10D fields known as compensators; [18, 19] demonstrated the use of different
gauge choices in the dimensional reduction. This first-principles approach has been applied
to the universal volume (Kéhler) modulus [20], axions descending from Cy, Cs, and By form
fields [21], and D3-brane position moduli [22]. The Cy axions are supersymmetric partners
of the geometric Kdhler moduli; these moduli together share a single moduli space metric
and are often together known as Ké&hler moduli of the 4D SUGRA.



In this article, we address the case of unstabilized geometric moduli from first principles.
For the Kéhler moduli, this work bridges a gap in the literature by deriving the 4D kinetic
action through dimensional reduction, completing the derivation of the moduli space metric
for all the Kéhler moduli. We also provide the kinetic action and moduli space metric of
unstabilized complex structure moduli for the first time. To ensure that the deformed 10D
system remains in the moduli space of the GKP compactification, we restrict G3 (in the
compact directions) to remain ISD with respect to the deformed CY metric. Following [15],
we will see that this is possible for all geometric Kéhler moduli, although generically Gj
must change in response to the change of metric. While generic geometric complex structure
moduli cannot satisfy the ISD condition, some do, possibly in tandem with a deformation
of the axiodilaton. We will refer to these unstabilized moduli as complex structure flat
directions whether they involve the axiodilaton or not.

Since they are classically massless, Kahler moduli have long been of interest in cosmology,
for example, in models of inflation (with one or several inflaton fields). Complex structure
flat directions are of more recent interest. The tadpole conjecture suggests that many of
the complex structure moduli are flat [23-28]. Such flat directions, when stabilized with
non-perturbative complex structure instanton corrections to the prepotential, have been
used to obtain an exponentially low stabilized value of the superpotential [29, 30]. For
specific cases like toriodal orientifold or specific CY orientifolds, explicit flux vacua with
flat directions are systematically classified in [31] generalizing ideas first appeared in [32].

The article is organized as follows. Section 2 provides a review of the necessary details of the
GKP background and outlines the general framework for dimensional reduction to derive
the 4D effective action from the 10D action. Section 3 explores the geometric moduli space
(Kéhler and flat complex structure) of GKP solutions in keeping with the ISD 3-form flux
(3. In section 4, we present our ansatz for linear fluctuations of the metric and the form
fields and show how to solve the linearized 10D SUGRA equations of motion and Bianchi
identities. Specifically, section 4.2 derives the constraints on the linear fluctuations as well
as the dynamical equations of motion, while section 4.3 focuses on solving these constraints.
In section 5, we derive the kinetic action for the Kahler and flat complex structure moduli,
ensuring the constraints are satisfied off-shell. Finally, section 6 concludes the paper and
discusses potential applications of our results.

Although appendix A compiles all the conventions used throughout this paper, we highlight
the following to help the reader. A tilde on upper indices denotes those raised by the internal
CY metric of the GKP background, whereas a hat on upper indices indicates those raised by
the 4D Minkowski metric. d is the external derivative with respect to noncompact spacetime
coordinates, d denotes a differential with respect to internal coordinates, and covariant
derivatives with tilde are defined using the Christoffel connection for the background CY.
An [i, j]-form refers to a differential form on 10D spacetime with ¢ < 4 non-compact and
j < 6 compact indices. Meanwhile, an (4, j)-form on the internal complex manifold specifies
a differential form with ¢ < 3 holomorphic and j < 3 anti-holomorphic indices.



2 Review

In this section, we review the Giddings-Kachru-Polchinski (GKP) background in type I1IB
supergravity, around which linear fluctuations are considered in this article. Subsequently,
we briefly outline the dimensional reduction methodology in deriving moduli action for later
use.

2.1 Giddings-Kachru-Polchinski background

The GKP background is a solution to the type IIB SUGRA equations of motion and Bianchi
identities given in (B.5)-(B.7), where the fields take the following form:

ds? = eQQeQA(y)ﬁWda:“dx” + e 2AW G, (y)dy™dy™
Fs = e*e A de* W) 4 3de™ W) | 1Gs(y) = iGs(y), (2.1)

where x#,y™ are respectively the coordinates along the 4D spacetime and the 6D internal
manifold. 1), is the Minkowski metric, and g, a Calabi-Yau (CY) metric (therefore
Ricci flat). These are orientifold compactifications with either O3- or O7-planes as well
as corresponding D-branes. For simplicity, we assume that any D7-brane charge cancels
locally (ie, we work in the orientifold limit of F theory), so the axiodilaton 7 = Cy + ie™®
takes a constant background value; the complex 3-form is defined G3 = dCy — 7dB>. The
metric, 7, and C4 have positive parity under the orientifold involution, while the 2-form

potentials (and G3) have negative involution parity.

Away from local sources, the warp factor A satisfies a Poisson equation given by
1 Gy A Gg

5 .

dxde*AW) =
Imr

(2.2)

This equation has two important consequences. First, it is still satisfied if we add a constant

to e~%4; such a shift is an overall volume modulus for the compactification. We define the

_ 1 = _ - -
e 20 = V/df’y\/ge . Vz/d6y\/§, (2.3)

so the 4D Planck scale is constant over this moduli space (7, is the Einstein frame metric).

Weyl factor as

At any given point in moduli space, 2 is simply a constant. Second, scaling G, by a
constant also scales the warp factor such that the only change to the 10D metric is an overall
scaling of the noncompact metric. This can be removed by rescaling the z* coordinates, so
it is pure gauge.

Given the background fields (2.1), the equations of motion mean that G3 is harmonic. The
condition that the flux is ISD restricts the moduli of the metric since any deformation
of the metric must maintain the ISD condition as well as keeping the metric Calabi-Yau.
As pointed out by GKP and we will see in detail below, the Kéhler moduli maintain
the ISD condition, while the complex structure moduli and the axiodilaton generically do
not.! However, if the number of independent components of G is limited as suggested by

The discussion is somewhat modified if the compactification contains a torus factor, to be discussed
below.



the tadpole conjecture [23-28|, we expect that there are nonetheless flat directions in the
complex structure moduli space as well in many GKP compactifications.

There are additional moduli of these backgrounds. The form potentials Cy, C, Bo can take
values proportional to harmonic forms on the CY (of the appropriate involution parity)
without contributing to the field strengths, and the proportionality constants are moduli
(commonly referred to as axions, though not all have shift symmetries). There are also
moduli associated with the degrees of freedom of any D-branes in the background.

Henceforth, we will explore fluctuations around a single fixed background of this type,
moving to a second GKP background with the same topological quantities (ie, the same
CY manifold and the same integrals of the background G3). We denote the field values of
the initial fixed background with a subscript or superscript (0).

2.2 Dimensional reduction scheme

Now we outline the general scheme of dimensional reduction for a first-principles derivation
of the 4D effective theory from the 10D supergravity, for later use in the case of a geometric
modulus.

Schematically, consider an action functional in 10D that depends on the fields 1, and their
derivatives up to second order. The action and the corresponding FEuler-Lagrange equations
of motion are given by

0L o L L
S0MONYa " SOMtbe | Ot

S = / A2 dOyL (e, Orrthes O Onta),  E® = Dy 0,

(2.4)

where £ includes /—g. We refer to E® as the equation of motion (EOM) operators. Suppose
wgo) are background fields that satisfy above equations of motion, i.e. Eflo) = 0. Linear

fluctuations around 1/1((10) result in linear fluctuations in E£¢, as follows:
Yo =) + 00, E° = Ef) +0E°, (2.5)

where d £ involve the fluctuations v, and their derivatives 0pr61,, OnrOnIY,. At second
order, the action can be organized as

S = % / d*xd®y 6,0 E* . (2.6)

At zeroth order, we get a constant S(g) obtained by evaluating the action at the background
fields which we ignore. The linear order terms cancel, due to the background equations of
motion. One can also keep second order variations around the background fields, and prove
that those do not contribute to the action at the second order. For further details, see
[18, 21].

For the case of type IIB supergravity the EOM operators can be taken as

Eyn=Gun — Ty,



dT A *d )
E. Ed*dT—i—w—FiGgA*G;g,
Im77 2
By = dx iy (G310 G8
2ImT7
] idT A xReG3

Es=dxG3— %(Fg, — *F5) NGs + , (27)

Im7

and we define E; and Fg as complex conjugates to E, and Eg, respectively. In terms of
the linear variations of these EOM operators the quadratic action can be written as

4K 2 ImT(O))
1 _ _
— [ 6CYNSEg — ——— 0As NOEg + Ay ANOE 2.
/04/\ ‘ 2Im7'(0)/( 21 OBs oA NOEY) | (28)

where 64y = 6Cy — 7©06By and 6C) = 6C4 — CS A 5By/2 + BSY) A 6Cy/2. As discussed
in [16, 21, 22|, the fluctuation 0Cy is not globally defined because the background Céo) and
Béo) are also not globally defined — if they were, G:())O) would not be harmonic. Instead, the
redefined 0CY is globally defined (it does not transform under the gauge transformations of
C’éo) and Béo)) and is suitable to describe a 4D degree of freedom. This field redefinition
also removes an additional term (which we have already omitted from (2.7)) from the
EOM operator Fg. There is another subtlety related to the self-duality of Fy; namely, the
components of 6Cy (or Eg) are not independent. In fact, if we included all the components
of 6C} (and 0Fg) in (2.8), the corresponding term would vanish. One approach, as stated
in [1], is to keep only a set of independent components of 6C. Following [22], we keep
only the “magnetic” [0,4] and [1,3] components (]2, 2] components that are d exact are also
magnetic but do not appear in this work). Restricting to only the magnetic components
also requires us to double the action in the 5-form sector, which we have already done in

(2.8). For more rigorous approaches to the IIB SUGRA action, see [33-35].

Because the action is an off-shell quantity, we should not set the EOM operators d £ to
zero, which amounts to satisfying the 10D supergravity equations of motion. However,
because the compactification breaks part of the gauge and diffeomorphism invariance, some
components of 0E® are constraints that must vanish. The action (2.8) describes four-
dimensional degrees of freedom after integration over the compact dimensions, but it is only
invariant under the full gauge and diffeomorphism transformations of the 10D spacetime
if the constraints are satisfied. (See [21] for a further discussion and example.) These
constraints have overall multiplicative factors d,u and 0,0,u (with p # v) and determine
the y dependence of the fluctuations, and we impose the constraints off-shell to simplify
and perform the y-integrations to evaluate the 4D kinetic action for the modulus u(z). The
other equations of motion are dynamical equations of motion in the form of a Klein-Gordon
equation with terms proportional to u and its d’Alembertian. In this paper, we also restrict
to the moduli space of the compactification, which is another constraint setting the terms
proportional to u equal to zero. We also impose this constraint off-shell, ensuring that we
are working with massless modes. After imposing this constraint, the dynamical equation
of motion is a massless Klein-Gordon equation, which we do not satisfy off-shell.



In the following sections, we additionally use a subscript « on the variations § to emphasize
the dependence on the infinitesimal modulus w. The variation § without this subscript,
which will appear more frequently, refers to the coefficients of the fluctuations when the
dependencies on u are factored out.

3 Geometric moduli in ISD flux

We consider linear fluctuations wdgmn(y) (where w is infinitesimal) of the unwarped CY
metric components gﬁ%(y), ensuring that it remains Ricci flat and preserves the unwarped

volume at linear order. Therefore we have?
ﬁZﬁmégnl + @i@négml - 6Z@légmn
= @mﬁzégnl + @nﬁiégml - 2R(0)l~mﬁn6glp - 6Z@lé‘gmn = 0’
g(O)mn5§mn = 07 (31)

where R(g)impn is the Riemann tensor w.r.t. the background gf}?

n, and we have used Ricci
flatness of the background metric i.e. R(gymn = 0. It is also common to impose the condition
V5Gnm = 0, which is a gauge choice for constant u. We will later see that this condition

is required for varying u(x).

We refer u as a geometric modulus. However, as we described in section 2.1, GKP back-
grounds have additional requirements on the flux and warp factor beyond the CY condition
on the metric. In this section, we find the conditions on linear fluctuations of the additional
SUGRA fields that allow the geometric modulus u to remain an (unstabilized) modulus of
the full GKP compactification. These are solutions to the first order equations of motion
for static deformations, i.e., constant u.

3.1 Static deformations

One of the characteristic features of GKP compactifications is the ISD nature of the 3-form
flux (as required for the background to solve the SUGRA EOM). Therefore, for u to be a
modulus, the (compact direction components of) perturbed 3-form flux G5 must satisfy the
ISD condition with respect to the perturbed unwarped metric. That is, up to linear order

we require?

FO o) (G5 +uxs) =i (G5 +us ) (3.2)

where 0,G|o 3 = ux3(y) is the fluctuation in G3. Therefore, the ISD condition links §g to
X3, through W3 = x5 + %) X3, where we have defined

573G = —FOWy . Wiy = 365,mG Ol - (3.3)

2Tildes on covariant derivatives @p and differentials d indicate those w.r.t. y-coordinates (using the
Christoffel connection for g,%% in the case of V,). Tilde on upper indices indicate raises by the background
inverse metric §(®?".

3 An [4, j]-form refers to a differential form on 10D spacetime with 4 non-compact and j compact indices.



From the definition of W3 and the ISD property of the background 3-form G:(SO), it follows
that W3 is AISD

FOWy = —iws, (3.4)

which is consistent with its relationship to xs.

Since the 3-form flux G5 is given by Gs = dCs — 7d B3, fluctuations 6,Cs, 0, Ba, &, 7 induce
a [0, 3] linear fluctuation

©0) _ A0
5,G = db, Ay + 5,78 G

iIlm7(©0) 7

6uds = 6,05 — 706,B, . (3.5)

Taking 0, A2 = uns(y) and §,7 = udt, the static deformation is

0 A0
) = dp + 6755 =G (3.
Clearly xs is closed as G:(),O) is harmonic.
The linearized ISD condition becomes
W3 = di + i%xOdny + hiiT(O) G\ (3.7)

where the Ggo) term vanishes because the background flux is ISD. Moreover, acting d on
(3.7) results in

dxOdny = —idWs, (3.8)

due to the closedness of the background flux Géo). We impose CZ;(%Q = 0 (for constant u,
this is a gauge choice, but we will find it is required for spacetime dependent fluctuations),

so (3.8) becomes a Poisson equation.

Through (2.2) and (2.3), the variation of the metric introduces fluctuations A and 62 in
A and €, where 6€) is a constant for static deformations. It is convenient to introduce the

notation
Se=t = _4e=14Y54 572 = 202950 (3.9)

for later use. The above fluctuations, in turn, generate a fluctuation in Fy through the
expansion of (2.1):

5uF’[0’5} = —ux OV, + ux Ve 44 . (3.10)
We have defined

Vin = 0Gmnd7e 447 . (3.11)



The linearized Bianchi identity becomes

1
2Im7(0)

35O dse=14 — GO, (G5 A dip + dno 1 G (3.12)

Since dA and Q) appear in the metric, the (u,r) component of the Einstein equation is
similarly nontrivial:

%629(0)—1—8,4(0) (@Q56—4A _ @’rﬁvm) f//.t

1 [e220+8AO0 5, ©)  ~(0) 2048410 ~(0) ~(0) _ 0
:4%[ (mr@yz O3 O i (G W= 6 s~ a6 )]-

(3.13)

Due to the AISD property of G’:())O) and Wy, G’go) - W3 vanishes, and the definition of y3 in
(3.6) allows us to simplify this further as

G:(z,o) - dny + djs - G§0)
2Im7(0)

V25e A - VY, + =0. (3.14)

With ISD background flux, this is the Hodge dual of (3.12) w.r.t. the background metric,
and both are the first-order expansion of (2.2).

We can now determine the warp factor and Weyl factor through the use of Green’s functions
because (3.14) takes the form of a Poisson equation of the form

=5 S o 1 ~(0) 7p , - P
VZ(S@ M= vmf s S =V — m (nan(o)m P4 77anTY(O)m p) (315)

after some simplification (because Géo) is ISD and closed). This can be solved in terms
of the biscalar Green’s function @(y, Y) or equivalently in terms of the bivector Green’s
function ér/m (y,Y) (see appendix D) as

oA /dﬁY\/g— v, Y vmfm [/d Y\/g(TGm (y, Y )} .

(3.16)

Here, slashed indices transform under diffeomorphisms at the point Y, as opposed to the
point y. The above solution leads to vanishing of Je=%?, as follows. From the definition of
€ in (2.3), for traceless metric fluctuations we have

1
de % = T /d6y, /§(0)5e_4’4 (3.17)

Sy dY\/g(O \/g V)G (5, V) fH(Y) =0, (3.18)

by interchanging the order of integration and subsequently owing to the fact that the inter-
nal manifold is closed (with some assumptions about smoothness of the Green’s functions
at the local sources).



The remaining SUGRA EOM are satisfied for constant d7. In that case, The G5 equation
of motion acquires [4, 4] components at linear order. Because Ggo) is closed and ISD, many

terms cancel automatically, leaving

2% A de M A O (g — Wy) + XAV E A G2 O (35 — W) = iV e A de™ N A xs .
(3.19)

The linear ISD condition (3.7) implies that this equation is satisfied because ys is closed,
just as we would expect for a GKP background. Finally, for any constant 7, fluctuations
of the 7 equation of motion arise only through the term Gs A xG3, given by

AT N G A (O (s = W) — s ) (3.20)
which vanishes due to the condition (3.7).

3.2 Kahler moduli

One can use complex coordinates on the internal manifold, in which case the background
(0)

metric is Hermitian with one holomorphic and one anti-holomorphic index, given by 9i7 »

while gg.)) = Q%J) = (. This metric is associated with the harmonic Kahler from j2(0) with
ji(]p) = if]g)). Kéhler moduli are fluctuations of the form d,g;; = udg;; that preserve the

Hermitian structure. Such deformations that keep the unwarped metric Ricci flat, i.e., solve
(3.1), are given by the components of a harmonic (1, 1)-form wa:* §g;; = —iw;; [36]. This
deformation in the unwarped metric induces a shift in the Kéahler form §Js = wo. Since we

)

require traceless 6 Gmn, wo # j2(0 .

The expectation from [1] is that Kéhler deformations preserve the ISD condition, so all the
Kahler moduli of the CY metric are still moduli of the full compactification. In the con-
ventions of [1], ISD 3-forms have (0, 3) and primitive (2,1) components, where primitivity
means that the wedge product with the Kihler form vanishes (i.e., GgAJs = 0). As a result,
the background 3-form flux Ggo) has only (0, 3) and (2, 1) components and is primitive with
respect to j2(0). In fact, because Ggo) is harmonic, it is automatically primitive; the Kéahler
form has the property such that Géo) A jQ(O) is harmonic with respect to the background
metric, so it must vanish because there are no harmonic 5 forms on a CY.

Therefore, from the definition (3.3), W3 can have only have (2,1) and (0,3) components.
Now from the condition (3.7) we deduce that 7 = 0; otherwise, this would introduce (3,0)
and (1,2) components to W3 via (—;:())0). Moreover, for traceless metric fluctuations, one can
show that the (0,3) component of W3 vanishes, leaving a (2,1) component that is non-
primitive since Ws is AISD. Therefore, (3.7) is an equation for 7, where y3 = dns is a (2,1)

form.?

Rather than solving (3.7), we instead follow an argument by [15]. Since x3 is (2,1), G3 has
(0,3) and (2,1) components and must be primitive with respect to the deformed Ké&hler

4An (i, §)-form on the internal complex manifold refers to a differential form with i holomorphic and j
anti-holomorphic indices.
®since the Hodge dual of a (2,1) form w.r.t. a Kéhler metric gives another (2,1) form.

~10 -



form
(GE +uxs) A (IS +uddo) =0 = x5 A TS = —GP Aw,. (3.21)

It is sometimes assumed that Ggo) A wy vanishes because CY manifolds have no harmonic 5
forms, but the wedge product of harmonic forms is generically not harmonic.® Ggo) A wo i
then exact because closed (due to Hodge decomposition theorem). If the compactification
manifold contains a torus factor, Géo) A wy can have a harmonic piece. In that case, it
is impossible to solve (3.21) for exact xs, and the Ké&hler modulus associated with wy is

stabilized. See a corresponding discussion in [21] regarding axionic moduli.

By the 90 lemma, x3 = 2i00A;, where Aq is a (1,0) form. Taking the background Hodge
dual of (3.21) and using J~2(O) x ;(0)(j2(0) A jz(o)) and assuming ¥ 9% A, = 0, we obtain
[15]

2i (F00500) Ay =50 (G nwn) = AN =i (G nw) . (3.22)

The operator on the left-hand-side is the Dolbeault Laplacian because %0530 always
vanishes on (1,0) forms; this is half the Hodge-de Rham Laplacian A. Since this Poisson
equation is solvable in terms of bivector Green’s functions, all Kdhler moduli of the CY
metric remain moduli of the GKP compactification.

Finally, we want to find 7, such that dns = 2i09A; and d% ), = 0. Taking 17, = i(0—0)A\4
satisfies both requirements since the d and 0 Laplacians are equal and OxOA; =0 implies
5;(0)51&1 = 0 for a CY metric.

3.3 Complex structure moduli

)
i
udgij, U6 Gy, where dg;; is complex conjugate to 6g;; due to reality of the metric. Moreover,

Complex structure deformations of the background Ricci flat metric g;.’ are of the form

they can be respectively given in terms of a harmonic (2,1) form &z; and the conjugate
(1,2) from &,z as [36]

63i; = &MUy s 0G = &(EEI_Q]’)I_CI_? (3.23)

where (23 is the holomorphic harmonic (3,0)-form w.r.t. the background metric (and Q3 is
its conjugate).” The harmonic (2, 1) forms are all primitive with respect to J2(0

same reasoning as given for Ggo) above (modulo the same caveats regarding torus factors).

) following the

For complex structure moduli, the geometric modulus w is naturally a complex variable as
indicated above, which means dg;; and dg;; can be treated as independent. To work with
a real modulus u, we can either take both 0g;; and 0g;; with the same real coefficent (the
real part of u), or we multiply 6g;; by ¢ and 6g;; by —i¢ for the imaginary part of .

The expectation of [1] was that complex structure deformations change the Hodge type of
5;G§0) relative to Géo), violating the ISD condition and stabilizing the moduli, and shifting

fSee a more detailed discussion in [21].
"As usual, in this section, indices are raised by background inverse metric ggg)).
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the axiodilaton would do the same. That is, for generic background flux, linearized complex
structure or axiodilaton deformations violate (3.7). However, for a given background flux,
some complex structure moduli, perhaps paired with a specific shift in the axiodilaton,
can satisfy (3.7) and remain moduli of the full GKP compactification. We will call these
complex structure flat directions since they do not include all of the geometric complex
structure moduli space. However, for large numbers (h?!) of complex structure moduli,
the tadpole conjecture suggests that there may be many such flat directions. Here we will
give some conditions on the complex stucture flat directions assuming that they obey the
linearized ISD condition (3.7).

The background harmonic flux Ggo) can be written as
Gy =205+ &q (3.24)

where A is a proportionality constant and &g is a (primitive) harmonic (2,1) form. For
complex structure deformations 6g;;, W3 acquires (3,0) and (1,2) components, given by

~T 3 cla coa I
Wijk = 363 i€ajur = B (fl "Qapjiba g + & bﬁij]l'Qlab) :

~l A 3A cla O ¢ abp U
Wigi = 3003 Q1 = S (& Qugsa + & ipan) - (3.25)

And, for complex structure deformations dgz;, W3 acquires a (1,2) component, given by

~ ! 3 ( plabg ab 2
Wi = 300,86 ki) = 3 (fl "Qapéar + &5 biGz:;i]leaz;) - (3.26)

Because the harmonic (3,0) form is similar to the volume form for holomorphic indices (in
fact, € o« Q A Q), it satisfies the identity

1

mnr Qo mn 1 m n .
Q qu?“ = 56 §J[p Jq} + 7/(5

[m 7 n kA - _ o5t
[pq] pJQ]}:> Q]Q*bk—%J

: k=200, (3.27)

so we can rearrange (3.25) and (3.26) into more instructive forms. Specifically, for defor-
mations 9g;;,

Wijk =—- Qijk <§8béga65) ) I/Vijfc = 2)‘5_1'515- (3-28)
The (3,0) component may or may not be harmonic, depending on the y dependence of the
inner product of £, &g, but the (1,2) component is always harmonic. It is interesting to
note that this (1,2) component appears when the background flux has a (0,3) component,
which breaks supersymmetry. For metric deformations ¢gs;,

Wik =—4 (gGi[jabeE]) Qape (3.29)
which also may contain a harmonic component or not.

We can now make some comments about the form of flat directions among the axiodilaton
and geometric complex structure moduli by comparison to the linearized ISD condition

~ —(0) 5 0T =0
W3 = d772 + Z*(O)dng + mGg ) (37)
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reproduced here. First, any harmonic component in W3 cancels only against a term pro-
portional to C_T’go), so there can be a flat direction only if two conditions hold: 2A¢ plus any
harmonic contribution from (3.29) is proportional to £, and any harmonic (3,0) component
of Wj is the same proportionality constant times A(2. That is, there is a flat direction if and
only if any harmonic component of W3 is proportional to Géo), and the proportionality con-
stant determines é7. Any exact or co-exact component of W3 can always be compensated
by 72. Conversely, a shift 7 in the axiodilaton must be accompanied by some complex
structure deformation; the axiodilaton direction can never be a flat direction on its own.
This somewhat complicated form leads us to believe that there is no general solution for

12, but it can be found in principle using the Poisson equation (3.8).

4 Linearized equations of motion around warped background

The moduli space metric appears in the kinetic action of the effective field theory for the
moduli. Therefore, we must promote flucutations of the GKP background to x-dependent
functions u(x). In this section, we derive the constraint equations and EOM operators based
on an ansatz for linear fluctuations of various field around GKP background. We will also
see how our ansatz solves the constraints, which are required for gauge invariance. Because
we study motion on the moduli space of the GKP compactifications, we must impose the
relations between fields that we derived in the previous section. Since we work at linear
order, we can consider a single modulus, so all 10D field fluctuations will have the same
spacetime dependence u(x).

4.1 Ansatz for linear fluctuations

We consider the following ansatz for the 10D metric for traceless deformations of G,y:

ds%o = eQQJrZA(:”’y)ﬁuyda:“dx” + 262Q+2A(z’y)8uu(x)Bm (y)dxtdy™ + 672A(x’y)§mn(a:, y)dy™dy"™ .
(4.1)

where up to linear order the coordinate dependencies are

Gon(@,9) = 390) + (@G (y) . 05" = 505005, Alwy) = A (y) + u(2)5A()
(4.2)

We have seen in section 3.1 that the Weyl factor (2 is unaffected by the fluctuation, i.e.
00 =0.

We also consider the following ansatz for form fluxes and axio-dilaton:
F5 = J*de 4 — 2y A ;ciBl + {64Q€ A de*? + % du A By A detd — MHAAL Dy A CZBl} ,

Gs = GV (y) + du(z) Am(y) + u@)xs(y), T y) = 1O +u(z)or, (4.3)
(4.4)

where Bj is the same 1-form as appears in the metric (4.1). This ansatz for F5 maintains
self-duality up to linear order; we have stated the independent magnetic ([0,5] and [1,4])
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components of the 5-form first and the additional components required for self-duality in
brackets for convenience. In the 3-form, 72, x3 are differential forms on the internal manifold
related by (3.6). 7 is a constant as determined in section 3.2 or 3.3.

The ansatz for G3 involves allowing a linear fluctuation of the form §, 42 = u(x)n2(y) in
(3.5). The z-dependence of u generates the term involving du, while x3 remains defined as
n (3.6). It is also straightforward to check that above ansatz for G3 satisfies the Bianchi
identity (B.6).

Due to the self-duality of Fy (up to linear order), not all components of the fluctuations of
C, or Fj are independent, as described in section 2.2 above. We consider the “magnetic”
[0,5] and [1, 4] components to be independent; the 5-form fluctuations in these components
are (recall (3.10))

6uls = —uxOV; + uxOdse=*4 — 2%du A %dB; . (4.5)

In terms of the SUGRA fields Cy, Ca, Bo, the fluctuation in the magnetic components of Fj
should be expressed as

SuFs = do,C + <5UA2 NG — 5, A5 N ag0>) . (4.6)

2Im (0)
We will see below that (4.5) takes the form (4.6) with §,C) = —e2u5dB.

4.2 Constraints and dynamical EOM

Substituting the ansatzae (4.1) and (4.3) into the SUGRA equations of motion and Bianchi
identities (B.5)—(B.7) yields a variety of constraints and EOM operators at linear order.
See appendix C for details of the linearization procedure. Recall that restricting to (un-
stabilized) moduli of the GKP compactification means that terms proportional to u (and
not its derivatives) must vanish separately; these are the constraints that we discussed in
section 3.1 above.

Fy Bianchi identity: Because we will retain only the magnetic components of the 4-
form when we find the effective action, it is useful to consider the 5-form Bianchi identity
and EOM as separate equations including only the components of Fy outside of the curly
brackets in (4.3).

The Fs- Bianchi identity leads to two constraints, as follows. First, the [0, 6] components
(which are proportional to u) of the Bianchi identity at linear order give the constraint
(3.12). Second, the [1,5] components (which are wedged with du) at linear order give
another constraint

FOdse 3O, 4 22 OdBy - o (A G -G Am) =0, (A7)

2Im7(0)

The linear fluctuation in F5 that results from our ansatz can be brought to the following
form using the constraint (4.7):

~ - U ~ _
6,5 == d (" d VB ) + o (A GY e AGE ) 4o (48)
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Comparing this expression with (4.6), we can read off the magnetic components of 6C} as

50, = -2 uxdB, . (4.9)
This shows that the ansatz (4.3) for Fy indeed takes the form that we expect from general
principles.
Fy equation of motion: The equation of motion dx F5 = - - - has only [4, 2] components,

which lead to a dynamical equation of motion
A2 dsdu A B A detAC W) _ A4 Gy dB; =0, (4.10)

at linear order. We do not require the fluctuation to satisfy this EOM since we work offshell.
However, we identify the linear fluctuation in the EOM operator Fg as

O0uFEg = — Gidund (64A(0) Bl) . (4.11)

Einstein field equations: Now we discuss the Einstein field equations. Equating the
pr-components on both sides of the equations at linear order, we get

1 . R
<—25A — et +aa® vam> (0% i — D) =0 (4.12)
since the term proportional to u vanishes owing to (3.14).

Now, equating the um-components on both sides of the equations at linear order, we get,
up to an overall factor of J,u:

1 1 1 -
_ 564Aw>am(567414 + 564‘4(0) Vi, + 762Q(D)+4A(0) v (dBl)mn

2
— 9200 +44© (@QA(O) - 4anA<0>aﬁA<0>) Bon + S5
2
1 eZQ(O)JrSA(O) ©)  ~(0) Z'€4A(O> B
- _-p - . 7(0) 0) _ = (0)
=—3Bn G Gt [* (R AGy" =2 ANGgT)| . (4.13)

Using the background equation of motion for the warp factor A(?) (the Hodge dual of (2.2)),
we can simplify the above equation to
1 1 1 s 1--
_ §€4A(0) 8m5e—4A + 564,4(0> V. + 5€2sz<0>+zm<0> V7 (dB1 ) + §V"5§mn
_ jetA”
~ 4Im7(0)
Next, the mn-components at linear order give a dynamical equation of motion
1 A ~
- 56*29‘0) A0 525G + €2V 1A 920 (25 4) G
+ 02UV (1 By + 40%u0,, AV B,y — 9*u(VPB,)39), — 2507 AV B,0%u =0, (4.15)

O A G i n G| (4.14)

m

which we do not require to satisfy offshell. Instead, we identify the linear fluctuation in the
EOM operator E,,, as

5 1 o500 _440) 1 o500 . _4a\ -
5uEmn :82’&{ _56 2 4 5gmn+(§e 20 de 4A)gmn

+ ¥V By + 40, AV B,y — (VPB,)50), — 2ggggaﬁA<0>Bp} . (4.16)
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(3 equation of motion: Now we deal with the GG3 equation of motion. Equating the
[3,5] components on both sides of the equation at linear order leads to

22 2 du A CZ(€4A(O>Bl A %(O)Géo)) + 22 % du A ci;(%Q
= ie" 2" 3du A de*"” A By AGY + iV A5 du ndBy AGY . (4.17)
(0)

Using the ISD property and the closedness of the background 3-form flux G5, the above
equation becomes

22 5du A dx Oy =0, (4.18)

so we see that choosing 12 co-closed is not a gauge choice but a requirement of the con-
straints. Now, equating the [4,4] components on both sides at linear order, we get a

dynamical equation of motion given by
AN HAD e du A By AFO Gg)) + 29 dadu A Oy =0, (4.19)

which we do not satisfy offshell. Instead we identify the linear fluctuation in the EOM
operator Fg as

5uBs = 2 didu A {z’em(o)HA(O)Bl AGP 4+ ;(0)772} . (4.20)
Note that the terms proportional to u canceled following the discussion of section 3.1.

7 equation of motion: Next, upon linearizing the 7 equation of motion, we obtain the
linear fluctuation in the EOM operator §,E, as®

SuEy = 672244 didy n &) (4.21)
4.3 Solving the constraints
As detailed in section 3, we have a constraint
i
2Im7(0)

dxO dse=44 — GOy, — (Gg°> A dify + iy A @g°>) . (3.12)
Operating with d on (4.7) also leads to (3.12). That is, the integrability condition for (4.7)
is satisfied by the Poisson equation for the fluctuation of the warp factor, which we have

solved in terms of Greens’ functions.

Separately, taking the Hodge dual of (4.7) w.r.t. the background metric yields

1 1 1 oo
_ 5e4A<0> O 0e 4 4 §€4A(0) Vo + 562Q<0>+4A<0) NV (dB1 ) mn

. 0
164’4( )

= i A G A Gy (4.22)

8 As detailed in appendix C.
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When we compare this to the pm-components of the Einstein equations (4.14), we obtain
another constraint

V% Gmn =0, (4.23)

i.e., 0Gmn is covariantly transverse (with respect to the background covariant derivative).
It is important to note that this is not a gauge choice but instead a requirement of gauge
invariance.

Likewise, the G3 equation of motion (4.18) leads to the co-closedness of 73 as a constraint:
dxOpy =0. (4.24)

Once again, what appears to be a possible gauge choice is a requirement of the constraints.
We have already noted that therefore (3.8) becomes a Poisson equation for np. While it
is sometimes illuminating to find 7o using an alternative approach, there is in principle a
solution for 7o in terms of Green’s functions.

All that remains is to determine the compensator B,,(y). Satisfying the off-diagonal (i.e.
p # v) components of (4.12) gives the constraint

VB, = e 227 o744 (4.25)

Now as a consequence of (4.25), all the (u, ) components of the linear order Einstein field
equations (4.12) are automatically satisfied. Next, substituting (4.23) and (4.25) into the
pm-components of the linear order Einstein equations (4.14), we obtain®

- —200)

=3 _ 20O e ~(0) ~(0) = (0)
V*B,,=¢ Vin e © * (2 NGy 2 ANGs”) - (4.26)
This equation also follows from the Bianchi identity (4.7).

With this, the constraint on By in (4.26) takes the form of a Poisson equation, given by
V2B, =22 f (4.27)

where f,, is precisely as defined in (3.15). The solution of the Poisson equation is

By = [ /50 (V)G (0. V) V) (4.28)

in terms of the bivector Green’s function. It is straightforward to verify using (D.2) that
the divergence V"B, is consistent with (4.25).

Given a traceless, covariantly transverse geometric modulus dgy,,, we have now presented
a formal solution for fluctuation in the warp factor (and therefore the 5-form), 3-form flux,
axiodilaton, and the compensator By,(y). The fact that the compensator (4.28) derived
from the Poisson equation (4.27) satisfies (4.25) is a nontrivial consistency check on our
ansatz.

9Using @ﬁ(dBl)mn = —@QBm + @m@ﬁBn, due to the Ricci flatness of the background metric.
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5 Modulus action and Kéahler potential

Here we derive the kinetic action for the Kahler moduli as well as flat directions in the
complex structure/axiodilaton sector. To connect to the Kéhler potential for the Ké&hler
moduli, we include the volume modulus ¢(z) (the universally present Kéahler modulus) and
axions br(z) that descend from Cj (which complete the holomorphic coordinates of the
moduli space in 4D SUGRA) following [20, 21] respectively. In the following, {wi} is a
basis of harmonic (1,1) forms on the background CY normalized such that

/w% AF Oy =3Vl (5.1)

with wy = jz(o). As aresult, I, J, - - run over the Kdhler moduli and axions; we use A, B, - - -
to denote all unstabilized metric deformations (Kéhler and complex structure moduli), while
a, b, --- will denote flat directions among the complex structure moduli only. We consider
the moduli u? to be real variables as appropriate for Kihler moduli; these are therefore the
real and imaginary parts of the complex structure deformations. We do not consider 4D
scalars that descend from the 2-form potentials or D-brane degrees of freedom, but it is a
straightforward generalization to include them. In the remainder of this section, we omit
the subscript and superscript (0) for simplicity when referring to values of the background;
any perturbations are given explicitly and have a § symbol preceding (or have been defined
previously as being part of the fluctuations, like V4 or 72). Our discussion will be similar
to that in [22] as the calculation is similar.

It is useful to define several combined fluctuations, where & indicates the inclusion of 4D
spacetime dependence summed over all the moduli. For the y-dependent components only,
54 indicates a variation with respect to any metric deformation and ¢’ is with respect to a
Ka&hler metric or axion fluctuation. We define the total fluctuation in the warp factor and
Weyl factor as

5e A = ¢(z) + ua(z)de AW = 567 = c(x). (5:2)

Like the metric moduli we have considered here, the volume modulus and C4 axion fluctu-
ations have a compensator of the form 6g,m = 0, f(x)Bm(y). For shorthand, we take

Bi(z,y) = —c(2)dK (y) + ua(z) B (y) + br(z) Bl (y), (5.3)

where Bi! is the compensator defined in section 4 and B{ is the compensator for the axion
as given in [21]. This combined compensator satisfies

VB, = —c(z)e 4 + e K544, (5.4)
5.1 Moduli space metric

We recall that the quadratic effective action consists of the fluctuation in each 10D field
contracted with the linearized first variation of the action (ie, the unsimplified linearized
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equations of motion). We impose the constraints but must leave the dynamic equations
of motion off shell since the action is an off-shell quantity. We consider the contribution
from each 10D field separately. In the following, an integral over d*z or with a subscript 4
indicates integration over the Minkowski spacetime, an integral over d% or with subscript 6
indicates integration over the CY manifold, and an integral over d'°X or with no subscript

is over the entire 10D spacetime.
Fy contribution Including the axions, the fluctuation in the Cy potential is
5Cy = —e®us(2)FdB{My) + bi (@) kb (y) — dbr(x) A KA (y), (5.5)
where K 3{ is a compensator for the axion. The dynamical equation of motion is
0Es = e*Xdidb; Ayd — e (dxd)d(e*By), (5.6)

where 74 is a harmonic 2-form 4 = C?/wy that solves the constraints for the axion. The
matrix C!7, which depends on the position in moduli space, is defined in [21].1°

After integration by parts (which eliminates some terms), the contribution to the effective
action from the 5-form sector is

1 A A ~ ~ Al A
S =—13 / 0Cy ANOEg = — /4 e*W; A dxdby /6 Fwl Ayg — / Sy pdxdBit A (did) (e*'By).
(5.7)
Using equations (5.1) and (4.7) and converting to index notation, we find

- - . -
Ss :%Clj/d4a:629b182bj + 2 d4x/d6y\/§e4ﬂe4AuA82Bm {87”(6‘46“) —vA

_l’_

? ~ ~(0 _ 0
QImT(O)* <77§4 A GZ(B ) - 7751 A Gi(’) )>m:| :
(5.8)

Einstein contribution The only dynamical EOM among the Einstein equations is the

(m,n) component,

~5 | 1 ~
0Emn =0? |:26€4A629§mn - §cei4A§mn - *uAeizﬂeizlAéAgmn + v(m:Bn) + 48(mBn)

_ﬁﬁBp gmn - 2aﬁABp gmn] )
(5.9)
so we are only concerned with the fluctuation

1
6gmn — _§€6A§mn6674A _ 62AuAgmp§nq5A§pq' (510)

19We present the formula in (5.21) through 3V (C~H)!/ = g/,
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The contribution of the gravitational sector to the quadratic action simplifies considerably
with equation (5.4), yielding
1 _
” 2/d10X\/|?(5gmn5Emn—4 2/d4 /dﬁyf649{356 4A82 4Aap(6 4A)82B

1 A Ay [~ = - -
+oe e (u 40%uB) 7§16 G P Gpg — 10 G [va" + 48mAB"}

Sg =

(5.11)
We can write 464 §,,, 0™ A = —e4AVnA in the last term, and the penultimate term vanishes
on integration by parts over y due to the constraint V™64§,,, = 0. Furthermore, the y

—4A —4A

integral of de in the first term gives Ve because we have seen that §%e integrates to

Zero.

(i3 contribution The fluctuation of the 2-form potential is d A3 = u A77§4 —db I/\A{, where
Al is a compensator needed to describe the axionic degrees of freedom (and is in fact equal
to A1 as defined in section 3.2). The associated EOM operator is

0Eg = e2%diduy A *ng + e22didby A *dAL + ie*e*AdidB A Gs. (5.12)
The contribution to the action is

1
Sy=—
3 8k2Im T

/em {uAnf A [(f%duB AF8 + didby A *dA{ — ie* et didBy A Gg] + c.c.} .

(5.13)
The second term vanishes after integration by parts due to the constraint d;nzA = 0. With
some simplification,

1 ~5 - _ -
S3 = /d4x€29u,482u3/ (77§4 A *772B + 77§4 A *7723)
8K ImT 6 (5.14)

/d4 /dﬁy\/em 4AuA82Bm (772 A Gs — 5 /\G3)

B SHQIm

Axiodilaton contribution As we have seen, the axiodilaton is 7(z,y) = 70 +u4 (z)047,
and the EOM operator is given by (4.21). Again dropping the (0) superscript for conve-
nience, the contribution to the action is

1
8k2(Tm 7)2
1 IR
=— 7) /eQQuAd;duB (5A7'537_' + 5’47_'537) /6_4A€ (5.15)
4 6

8k2(Im 7)?

S, =— / (676E, + 670F,)

I 4 A2 A_<B A-<B
— 8/{2(Im7 /d zuad®up (647677 + 67707 T)

following (2.3).
Kinetic action The kinetic action for the moduli we consider is therefore S = S5+ .5, +

S3+S;. As it turns out, all the terms containing B; cancel in the sum (once we recognize
that 9,,(de*4) = ua0,,(04e™44)), so we are left with

a5 ~5 1 i
S = i’VQ dize <e29c62c +Cb0%; + WQABuAa%B) , (5.16)
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where the metric GAB is given by

~MM T 1 = — i
GAB /dﬁy\f (e 4G G154 G110 Gpg ) + 2Inm/(né4 N*0E + 03t AFng)
o 0 (5.17)
ST (047687 + 54767 7) .

We discuss features of this metric for different moduli below.

5.2 Kahler metric for Kahler moduli

To consider Kéhler moduli (other than the volume modulus), we restrict to metric defor-
mations 176 Gy described by the harmonic (1,1) forms wl with I > 2. We can therefore
connect to the language of differential forms as typically used to describe the moduli space
of CY manifolds [36].

The first simplification to note is that 6’7 = 0. As we have noted, Kahler moduli deforma-
tions in GKP compactifications do not shift the axiodilaton.

In terms of complex coordinates, the first integral in (5.17) is
1 — ) .
2/d6y\/§( —4A ~ mp nq(slgmn(s qu) —/d y\/>< —4A ~ z] ab zwia)l(zwﬁ,»

:/ 4’40.1] /\*w‘zj
6

The factor of 2 in the first line is because each real index runs over both holomorphic and

(5.18)

antiholomorphic values.
The final terms in (5.17) are given by
/ ol A% = / (0AI — 0A7) A% (AL — BAY) = / (OA AZOR{ + OAL AFORY) (5.19)
6 6 6

based on counting holomorphic and antiholomorphic indices. After integrating by parts,
we find

/ngA;ng _ / (AL A G70A] + AL A 950R]) = z'/Af NGy Awi.  (5.20)
6 6 6
All told, we find that
gU:/ —44 IA*w2+/ (AfAGs—A{ AG3) Awy (5.21)
6

for I,J > 2. This is precisely the matrix 3V (C~1)!/ defined in [21]; note that our Af
satisfies the same Poisson equation as Al as defined in [21], so it is the same 1-form.

Following [15], the holomorphic coordinates of the 4D supergravity are p; = ¢ + ib; along
with
pr = (C_I)IJUJ + iby (5.22)
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for I,J > 2. Furthermore, as discussed in [21], CY = €26 so the above sum over .J
actually runs from 1 to hj ;. Altogether, the metric on the Kahler moduli space becomes
3V

S = ) diz emC'Uaup[(?“ﬁJ, (5.23)

in agreement with [15].

5.3 Complex structure flat directions

The metric GAB of (5.17) applies to complex structure flat directions as well as the Kihler
moduli.

Before considering the metric G*, we also consider whether there is mixing G/® between
the two sectors, Kéhler and complex structure. Because the Kéahler moduli do not have
associated axiodilaton shifts 077, the final term in (5.17) vanishes. Futhermore, because
the metric deformations 6! gy, and %G, have different structure in terms of holomorphic
and antiholomorphic indices, the integral over 67 g,0%§™" also vanishes. However, it is not
clear whether the integral over 775 A*7§ (or its conjugate) vanishes. We have seen that 775 has
(1,1) and (2,0) components. From (3.28,3.29), we see that dW§ may have (3, 1), (2,2), and
(1,3) components, so (3.8) implies that 7§ may have (2,0), (1,1), and (0,2) components
(because the Laplacian preserves the number of holomorphic and antiholomorphic indices).
As a result, it is not clear whether the required shift in the 3-form flux induces a mixing
between Kahler and complex structure moduli. This would be a qualitatively new feature

due entirely to the presence of Géo).

We now turn to the metric G% for the complex structure flat directions themselves. We can
simplify the first term of (5.17) involving the metric deformations. In fact, using (3.27), the
contraction of the metric deformations is the same as in the result of [36] in terms of the

wedge product of harmonic (2,1) forms and their conjugates. For complex-valued moduli
fields, we find

3 [ VG (T G ) =i [ e (5.21)
with the appropriate sum of terms for real-valued moduli fields. This is the classical result
for CY compactifications modified by the warp factor. There are of course terms in (5.17)
involving the shifts in flux (through the potentials 73) and the axiodilaton 6*r. These
appear to be idiosyncratic and particular to the given flat directions, so we do not have a
simplified form. It is worth noting that both of these terms can mix different flat directions.
It would be very interesting to work out G* in detail for explicit examples, such as those
given by [31].

6 Discussions

In this paper, we have given a first-principles derivation of the 4D kinetic action and moduli
space metric for the geometric Kéhler and flat complex structure moduli of GKP-type flux
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compactifications by dimensionally reducing the 10D type IIB supergravity action. To
ensure that the modes we consider remain on the moduli space of the GKP compactification,
we impose constraints on the fluctuations of the 10D metric and form fields such that Gj
remain ISD with respect to the perturbed metric. An important feature is that the warp
factor receives correction from CY metric deformations, including from the perturbation
of G3. The fluctuation of 3-form flux G3 is given in terms of a 2-form potential 79, which
we find in terms of the CY metric fluctuations and the background 3-form flux. This
verifies that all geometric moduli are moduli of the full compactification; some complex
structure deformations can also remain flat, possibly in combination with the axiodilaton.
This behavior has been reported earlier, e.g. in [29-31], based on arguments involving the
4D superpotential; we see it here directly from the 10D equations of motion.

When the moduli are allowed to vary over the 4D spacetime, we introduce a linear compen-
sator in the 10D metric and additional linear components in the form fields, as captured in
our ansatzae (4.1) and (4.3). We detail the constraints placed on these fluctuations to sat-
isfy the 10D linearized supergravity equations of motion and Bianchi identities. We provide
explicit solutions for (3.14) and (4.26), which describe the warp factor fluctuation de=44
and the metric compensator B,,, respectively, in terms of biscalar and bivector Green’s
functions. We also use their properties to demonstrate consistency with (4.25). Two other
constraints are important. One is that the potential 72 is co-closed, which helps determine
its value. Notably, the CY metric fluctuation is constrained to be covariantly transverse
(4.23) with respect to the background CY metric. This relationship has sometimes been
assumed earlier as a gauge choice in the literature, but it is a requirement rather than a
choice.

By imposing the aforementioned constraints off-shell, we derive the 4D moduli space metric
for the geometric Kéhler moduli and complex structure flat directions in (5.17). The kinetic
action for geometric Kéhler moduli combined with their axionic partners (from Cy) draws
on results from [20, 21| and appears in (5.23); it agrees with the findings of [15]. We note
that the 4D field space metric C7” given via (5.21) depends on the background CY metric;
for example, which representative of the cohomology is harmonic depends on the metric.
Therefore, C!/ implicitly depends on the background values of geometric moduli which
determine the background CY metric.

The moduli space metric for complex structure flat directions is reported here for the first
time in the literature. Notably, the contributions to the moduli space metric from the shift
in G3 may introduce mixing between Kéhler moduli and complex structure flat directions,
meaning that the Kéhler and complex structure moduli spaces do not factorize. If true,
that would be a surprising qualitative difference from the case of an unwarped product
space CY compactification.

There are contemporary questions about what EFTs are allowed in UV-complete theories,
so it is important to understand how to get the correct 4D EFT out of a given UV model.
We have filled a gap by completing the derivation the 4D EFT for the Kahler moduli of
GKP compactifications through the equations of motion and by presenting the moduli space
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metric of complex structure flat directions for the first time. One future direction would
be to develop computational tools capable of calculating the moduli space metric as the
background CY is varied over the moduli space. This knowledge would allow for precision
string phenomenology, even in the case of strong warping. The dimensional reduction of
the massive complex structure moduli also remains; a toy model and first steps appear in
[37-40]. As seen here, deformations of the metric lead to shifts in the G5 flux as well as the
warp factor, both of which may affect the mass of stabilized moduli.
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A Conventions

In this appendix, we summarize the conventions used throughout the paper. We adopt
mostly plus signature for the 10D and 4D metrics. Background fields are denoted either
with a superscript or a subscript (0). z* and y™ respectively refer to the coordinates on the
4D spacetime and the 6D internal manifold, while X is used to collectively stand for the
coordinates {z,y}. Lowercase Greek indices p, v, ... run over the 4D spacetime coordinates,
while lowercase Latin indices m, n, ... run over the internal y-coordinates. Uppercase Latin
indices M, N, ... span the full 10D spacetime X. The nomenclature [i, j]-form refers to a
differential form on 10D spacetime with ¢ non-compact and j compact indices.

d denotes a differential with respect to y-coordinates, and covariant derivatives @p are
defined using the Christoffel connection for the unwarped background 6D metric gl(jl’). A
tilde on upper indices indicates they are raised using the unwarped background 6D inverse
metric 5P Similarly, d denotes a differential with respect to z-coordinates, and covariant
derivatives @“ are defined using the 4D Minkowski metric 7),,,,, which coincide with the usual
derivatives. Upper indices with hats are raised using the 4D Minkowski inverse metric
»*. In these notations, the 10D exterior derivative becomes d = d+d. Additionally, for
compactness, in a few instances indices are raised using the unwarped 6D inverse perturbed
metric §”, and to indicate this a bar has been placed on such upper indices. Covariant

derivatives with respect to the perturbed metric g,; are denoted by ?p.

The 4D and 6D volume forms respectively ¢ and é© are defined by

1
E= N/ hepypadatt A Ndatt O = 1[0, pedy™ Ao Ady™e (A1)

4l 6!
where €,,...u45 €my-.mg are respectively 4D and 6D Levi-Civita symbols. The Levi-Civita
tensors (with metric determinant included) are therefore the components of these volume
forms. For the Lorentzian spacetime, we choose €g1o3 = +1.

From time to time, we make use of the complex geometry on the Calabi-Yau manifold. We
refer to (i, j)-form on the internal complex manifold as a differential form with ¢ holomorphic
and j anti-holomorphic indices.
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For notational simplicity, we omit the rank of a form when indices are explicitly shown. For
example, By, and By represent the components of the compensator 1-form (B;) and the
Kalb-Ramond 2-form (Bs), respectively.

For any p-form A, on n-dimensional space(time) with metric gy (and inverse g"), we take
the definition of Hodge dual operation as

1 —
(*Ap)kl~~~kn—p = H ’g’6k1~~-kn—pll---lpAll.“lp7 (A2)

where €;,._;, is the Levi-Civita symbol, and indices are raised with g*. For p-forms Ap, By,
we define a symmetric dot product as

B 1
A, By = sgn(g) (=177 « (4, A%B,) = ];Akl...kszl...z,,g’“h SNALE (A.3)

Notably, all the dot products appearing in the paper use the unwarped background metric,
except for those in appendix B, which use the 10D metric.

B Type IIB supergravity equations of motion

The bosonic sector of the type IIB supergravity action in 10D Einstein frame is given by
[41, 42]

1

1 1
StuB ZM[/dloX\/—g Rg+2/d<1>/\*d(1>+ 2/€_¢H3 A xHs

1 1 I B
+2/62‘1’F1A*F1+2/e¢F3A*F3+4/F5A*F5] (B.1)

1
+4’£2/C4AH3AF3,

where the NS-NS fields gy, Byn, ® are respectively the metric (with mostly plus sig-
nature), the Kalb-Ramond field and the dilaton, and the R-R form fields are Cy, Cyrn,
Cunpg- Their field strengths are given by

Hs=dB,, F,=dC,, F3=dCy, Fs=dCy, F3=F;— CyHs,
g 1 1 (B.2)
F5:F5_§CQ/\H3+§BQ/\F3.

Moreover, once the equations of motions are obtained, we shall impose a self-duality condi-
tion namely xFy = F5 as a constraint from string theory. The Bianchi identities are given
by

dFy =0, dH3=0, dF3=H3AF,, dFs5=HsAF3. (B.3)

Here, we list the equations of motion for the form fields and dilaton'!

d(*ei(bﬂg) — F(l) A *C(I)Fg + Fg, N Fg =0, d(*eq)ﬁé) + Hs A F5 =0,

'Which have been simplified using the self-duality of 5. And, the equation of motion for the Cy field
reduces to the Bianchi identity for Fz,.
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1 1 - .
d* d® + §€_¢H3 A*Hs — e®®F) A xFy — Ee‘ng AxF3 =0,
d(xe*®Fy) + H3 A e F3 = 0. (B.4)

These can be rewritten in terms of axio-dilaton 7 and the 3-form flux G3 as

dﬁ5:£M7 d*G3:—iM+iﬁ5/\G3,
2 Imr Im7
dxdr = —z’w — EGg A *Gs (B.5)
Im7 2

TECO+’i€_(I), G3EF3—TH3:F3—i€_<I)H3.
And, the Bianchi identity for G5 reads

. Gg — Gg
dGs = dr N =" (B.6)

Now we list the Einstein field equations:

1
Gun =Tyn +Tyn+Tin, Gun=Run — §QMNRga

1 1
TJ%/[N 56%8(1\/]7’8]\;)7_' — 79MN e*®dr - dr,

1 - 1 _
Tin = 7. 2,6¢G3(MPQG3N)PQ - ZQMN€¢G3 -G3,

1 -~ - 1 - -
PQRS _ ggMNF5 - Fy = ——FspporsFsn 9, (B.7)

1 - -
TN = —FsmporsFsn Tl

4 -4

where in the last equality Fy - F5 vanishes due to the self-duality of Fs.

C Detailed fluctuations of terms in the equations of motion

The fluctuation ansatzes for the metric and form fields are given in (4.1) and (4.3) in the

main text. In this appendix, we report the fluctuations of various terms in the equations

of motion and Bianchi identities (B.5) - (B.7), which result from those ansatzes.'?

Let us start with the terms in Einstein filed equations. Up to linear order the components

of the Einstein tensor become!3

Gy = = 225744 (V2A = 20, AD™A) iy + 2 <a@Q —20°A — ;e2ﬂ+4f“aﬁwm3m> i
) <auaya — 20,0, A — ;em*“auayuﬁmBm) :

1 1 _ ~ 5 _
Gum = — 764‘48“87,16_4‘4 + §e4A8”e_4A8Hu5§mn — 2eXH4A (V2A — 28nA8”A> OuuBp,

2

nA emS ] /Im7 are retained in some expressions,

121 this appendix, for compactness, factors such as e
and a few upper indices, which have a bar on them, are raised using the inverse metric §*'. V,, denotes a
covariant derivative with respect to the perturbed metric g,;. When expanded, such expressions generate
order-zero and linear terms, and these linearized versions are used in section 4.2.

13Which have been simplified imposing conditions (3.1).
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4 00 (VB + 40 ATB1) ) ) + 50,05 61

G = — %e*m*“a%agm — 80, Ay A + AGnOp AP A + ¢~ 22744 (3899 - 2a?A) G
+ 02UV (1 By + 40%u0(,y AByy — 0*u(VPBy)gimn — 2Gmn @ ABy*u.  (C.1)

And, the various contributions to the energy-momentum tensor defined in (B.7) up to linear

order become

Tyn =0,
1 €2Q+8A B
3 1. 0)  ~(0)
T AT Ty O G
2841 ~(0) ~(0) )
ImT(O) u(x) <G3 : W3 - G3 X3 — X3- G3 ) :| y
) 1 62Q<0)+8A<0> B Z'64A(0> ~
3 _ _ e A0 =0 ~(0) o - (0)
T = = 70uuBn——— G - G + T o FO e A G i G )]m,
T3, =0,
T5, = — 42744 (aanlA) o

TS, = — 4e2H44 (aanlA) 0B, + 262449, u(dB1 ) mn 0" A
T3 =4 (0" ADLA) Gy — 80 AT, A. (C.2)

In above, T3, vanishes since the background value 7(0) is a constant, and T2, vanishes

owing to the ISD condition on the [0, 3] component of G3 i.e. (3.7).

Now we linearize the terms that appear in the Bianchi identity of Fj (which is same as Cy

equation of motion):4

dFy = dxOde= AW
—4u(z)dx0d (67414(0) 5A> — u(z)dx O,

[0,6]

—4du A %O (674‘4(0)514) —du AFOV; + 229 Gy A dx© dB,

[1,5]
+* " dadu A By A det VW) — 22040 iy A dB, (C.3)
(4,2]

iGsnGs i GY AGY
2 Imr 2 Imr®

ImoT 0) , ~(0) 7 ©) . - )

_mu(l‘)Gg NGs” + 2hm_(o)u(x) (G3 AXs+ xs A Gy )
(0,6]

14 As indicated by the underbraces, the linear terms are grouped according to their [¢,j] components.
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17 ~ _
o du (7]2 NG — G A 772) . (C.4)

[1,5]

The first terms in above two equalities are of zeroth order, and they equate due to back-
ground equation of motion (2.2).

Now we linearize the terms that appear in the G5 equation of motion:

dx Gy = e nd(e 1V FOGY)
+4ue' e p (50 HOGY) + (A 5450 )

44
+ue™ e N de M A0 (g — W) +uet® AT N dRO) (s — W)
[4,4]
O A Gadu A By AFO) G;(),O) + &2 didy A 5O 1o
44
49 3du n (A By AFOGY) — 22V 3du n GO (©5)
(3,5]

iFs NGz = Q(()>A/\d4A()/\C¥()

+iue*? Ve A detA” A X3 + iue* e <5Qd 440 ci(e4A<o) 5A)) A Ggo)

(4.4
i€ 2" 3du A de* A A By A G — et A 5 du A dBy AGY L (C.6)
3.5]
_i%ReG?’ —0. (C.7)
T

The first terms in the first two equalities above are of zeroth order, and equating them gives
ngo) = 0 once we use the ISD property of the background flux G:(SO) .

Now we linearize the terms that appear in the 7 equation of motion:

dxdr = 67244 Gidu n e | (C.8)
dT A *dT
_ %Gg A*Gs = _%u€49<0>+4A<0>€ A Gz(),o) A (;(0)(X3 — W) — iXs) =0, (C.10)

where in deriving the last equation we have used the ISD property of Géo)

(3.7).

and condition
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As noted earlier, a few terms in preceding formulas have been presented in a concise form
(see footnote 12). Here, we present the linear expansion of one term that appears in dealing
with Einstein field equations in the main text.

_ _ 4A - s _ = -
V2A — 49, A0™ A = —eTVQe_M . Vi A = V2e—4A© +uV2se A — V"V, .

(C.11)

In deriving above, we have used the tracelessness of the metric fluctuations: gg}};@égmn = 0.

D Biscalar and bivector Green’s functions

In this appendix, we present the essential formulas related to biscalar and bivector Green’s

functions. For more details, refer to [22, 43, 44].

We consider two points on the internal manifold, ¥ and Y, and use a slashed index to denote
coordinates that transform under diffeomorphisms at the point Y, as opposed to the point

Y.

The biscalar and bivector Green’s functions for the operator V2 wrt. the background

metric gﬁ% are respectively defined as

5~ 1 ~ 5 ~ 1
VQG(y7Y) = 66(y7y) - ’ V2G7ﬁn(y7 Y) = A?ﬁn (56(?/7 Y) B ) ’ (Dl)
Vo) Vo)

[ &Y i) = 1) v

The parallel propagator A, (y,Y) is defined so a covariantly constant vector field satisfies
Ap(Y) = Ay, Y)A™ (y). Since Ay, is symmetric under the interchange of 7 and n,
Gpn consequently inherits this symmetry. The functional dependencies are determined by
the geodesic distance between y and Y. The derivatives are related as

VinG(y,Y) = =VuGy"(y,Y). (D.2)
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