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Almost all proposals to construct de Sitter vacua with a small cosmological constant involve flux
compactifications with stabilized moduli. These give AdS vacua, which are uplifted to de Sitter
by adding antibranes in certain regions of the compactification manifold. However, antibranes are
charged, singular and interact nontrivially with other ingredients of the compactification; this can
invalidate the de Sitter construction. In this Letter, we construct a new ingredient for uplifting AdS
solutions to de Sitter, which is neutral, smooth and horizonless, and therefore bypasses some of the
problems of antibrane uplift.

1. INTRODUCTION

The accelerated expansion of our Universe points to
the existence of a positive vacuum energy. However,
String Theory appears rather reluctant to provide four-
dimensional solutions with a positive vacuum energy.
Even the simplest solution with positive vacuum energy
– de Sitter space – is very hard to construct. There are
no-go theorems preventing the direct realization of such
a space via a compactification with common ingredients
[1]. The most popular scenario to bypass these theorems
and construct de Sitter spaces with a small cosmologi-
cal constant, proposed by Kachru, Kallosh, Linde and
Trivedi [2], involves a rather intricate sequence of steps:
one first stabilizes the complex-structure moduli by turn-
ing on topologically-nontrivial fluxes on the compactifica-
tion manifold and then one stabilizes the Kähler moduli
via nonperturbative effects. This results in an Anti de
Sitter solution (with a negative cosmological constant)
which should be “uplifted” to a de Sitter solution (with
a positive cosmological constant) by placing D3 branes
with negative charge (antibranes) in a region of large
warping inside the compactification manifold.

This last step has been under a lot of intense scrutiny
over the past fifteen years, because the D3 branes interact
non-trivially with the fluxes used to stabilize the moduli
[3]. This can result in tachyons, unexpected massless
modes and runaways [4, 5]. Furthermore, the interaction
of the four-form field sourced by the antibrane with the
other fields of the compactification can give rise to new
flux components, that can affect the regime of validity of
Kähler moduli stabilization [6].

The purpose of this Letter is to construct a new ingre-
dient for uplifting the cosmological constant - an uplifton
- which is neutral, smooth and horizonless, thereby avoid-
ing some of the problems of antibranes. Furthermore,
unlike antibranes [7], the uplifton cannot move around
the compactification manifold .

At first glance, neutral solutions which have mass but
no charge do not appear to be optimal ingredients for use
in flux compactifications, because they näıvely source a
metric that does not preserve Lorentz invariance in the
spacetime directions. The best example is perhaps a non-
extremal black D3 brane, which does have more mass
than charge, but whose metric breaks the Lorentz sym-

metry along the spacetime direction.1 However, as we
will see, the non-extremal solutions we construct preserve
this Lorentz invariance through a novel mechanism which
involves the shrinking of certain compact directions.

To construct these solutions, we use the formalism that
has been developed over the past few years by one of the
authors and Bah [8–13]: the equations governing certain
supergravity solutions with D−2 commuting Killing vec-
tors and suitable fluxes decompose into a set of Ernst
equations, thereby admitting an integrable structure.
This formalism has allowed to obtain a plethora of solu-
tions, describing both bound states of bubbles and black
holes, as well as smooth horizonless solutions with mul-
tiple bubbles and topologically non-trivial fluxes. Some
of these solutions are non-extremal and charged, but it is
also possible to construct neutral solutions with opposite
fluxes wrapping different cycles [12].

At first glance, the simplest way to construct an up-
lifton appears to be using smooth bubbles with D3-brane
and D3 brane charges. However, the mechanism by which
the solutions of [12] carry charges involves topologically-
nontrival cycles formed by the shrinking of at least one
direction inside the brane worldvolume. Hence, bubbling
solutions whose bubbles have D3 and D3 charges break
the SO(3, 1) Lorentz invariance.

Since we are looking for upliftons that one can add
to Type IIB flux compactifications, the obvious step to
bypass this problem is to use the technique of [12] to
construct neutral solutions with D5 and D5 bubbles that
preserve the SO(3, 1) invariance.

In this Letter we present the simplest of these so-
lutions and their use in flux compactifications, leaving
the details of their construction to a companion pa-
per. Even if the upliftons are neutral, they have a non-
trivial magnetic three-form field strength profile which
is both positive and negative, so locally they have D5
and D5 charge corresponding to branes extending along
(t, x1, x2, x3, x4, x5), where x5 must be compact. The
orthogonal space is a U(1) fibration of a compact coordi-
nate, y, over a three-dimensional base given in spherical

1 The time-time and the parallel space-space components of this
metric are different functions of the radius.
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FIG. 1: Schematic description of the uplifton internal direc-
tions. The spacetime smoothly terminates at r = `+2σ where
the y and x5 circles degenerate alternatively as smooth bolts.
The x5-bolts carry opposite D5 brane charges.

coordinates (r, θ, φ). In a flux compactification, both x4

and x5, together with y, r, θ, φ will be part of the com-
pactification manifold. As we will show, regularity will
impose certain periodicity constraints on the x5 and y
coordinates, so, unlike D3 branes, the uplifton will not
be able to move inside the compactification manifold.

2. THE UPLIFTON SOLUTION

The six-dimensional spacetime transverse to the direc-
tions of the uplifton, (t, x1, x2, x3), is made from three
compact circles fibered over a three-dimensional space
that becomes asymptotically R3. Using the technology
of [12] we can build upliftons with an arbitrary number
of bubbles, but for simplicity we will present here the
simplest upliftons. They have two identical bubbles car-

rying opposite D5 charges, and located at the opposite
ends of an uncharged bubble (see Fig.1). The solutions
are determined in terms of three parameters (`,m, q): `
and m are related to the mass, or energy, induced by the
sources, while q is related to the amplitude of the D5
charges carried by the outermost bubbles.

Being a bound state of three sources, we introduce
three sets of local spherical coordinates, centered around
each bubble:

4r1 ≡ r
(0)
− + r

(1)
− − 4σ , cos θ1 ≡

r
(0)
− − r

(1)
−

4σ
,

4r2 ≡ r
(1)
− + r

(1)
+ − 2(`− 2σ) , cos θ2 ≡

r
(1)
− − r

(1)
+

2(`− 2σ)
,

4r3 ≡ r
(1)
+ + r

(0)
+ − 4σ , cos θ3 ≡

r
(1)
+ − r(0)

+

4σ
, (1)

where we have defined 2σ and `−2σ to be the size of the
outermost bubbles and the middle bubble respectively,

and the distance (r
(0)
± , r

(1)
± ), related to the R3 spherical

coordinates (r, θ) such as

σ ≡
√
m2 − q(q − 2γ) , γ ≡ 2mq

`+ 2m
,

r
(0)
± ≡ 2r − (`+ 2σ)(1± cos θ) , (2)

r
(1)
± ≡

√
((2(r − σ)− `) cos θ ± (2σ − `))2 + 4r(r − `− 2σ) sin2 θ.

These solutions exist when the parameters satisfy [12]:

` > 2m, q < m

√
`+ 2m

`− 2m
. (3)

When the second bound is saturated, the outer bubbles
degenerate into two singular five-brane sources of oppo-
site charges. Hence, in this extreme regime, the solution
can be thought of point-like D5 and D5 branes at the
opposite ends of a bolt.

The string-frame type IIB uplifton solution is given by

ds2
10 =

1√
Z

[
−dt2 + dx2

1 + dx2
2 + dx2

3 + dx2
4 +

r1 r3

(r1 + 2σ)(r3 + 2σ)
dx2

5

]
+
√
Z

[
f

(
dr2

1− `+2σ
r

+ r2 dθ2

)
+ r2 sin2 θdφ2 +

r2

r2 + `− 2σ
dy2

]
(4)

C(2) =Hdφ ∧ dy , eΦ =
1√
Z
, B2 = C(0) = C(4) = 0 .

where the definitions of r1, r2, r3 are in equation (1), and we have introduced the following warp factors and gauge
potentials

Z ≡ (r1 + σ +m)(r3 + σ +m) + (q − γ(1 + cos θ3)) (q − γ(1− cos θ1))√(
(r1 + 2σ)2 + γ2 sin2 θ3

(
1 + 2σ

r1

))(
(r3 + 2σ)2 + γ2 sin2 θ1

(
1 + 2σ

r3

)) ,
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f4 ≡ (r1(r1 + 2σ) + γ2 sin2 θ3)(r3(r3 + 2σ) + γ2 sin2 θ1)

(1 + 2δ)2 (r1 + σ(1− cos θ1))
4

(r3 + σ(1 + cos θ3))
4

(
1 + 2δ

(q − γ)(r1 − r3) + (γm− `(q − γ))(cos θ1 + cos θ3)

(q − γ)(r3 − r1) + γm(cos θ1 + cos θ3)

)2

× r2
1r

4
2r

2
3 (r2 + `− 2σ)2(r − `− 2σ)−2((

r2 + `
2 − σ(1− cos θ1)

)2 − `2

4

) ((
r2 + `

2 − σ(1 + cos θ3)
)2 − `2

4

) , δ ≡ m2(`+ 2m)2 + `2q2

(`+ 2m)2(`2 − 2m2) + 2`2q2
,

H =
(q − γ)(r3 − r1) + γm(cos θ1 + cos θ3)

(r1 + σ +m)(r3 + σ +m) + (q − γ(1 + cos θ3)) (q − γ(1− cos θ1))

[
(r1 + σ) cos θ1 + (r3 + σ) cos θ3

2
(5)

− `

2

(
1 +

γ2

m

)
(r3 + σ +m)(2m cos θ1 + `)− (r1 + σ +m)(2m cos θ3 − `)

`(r1 − r3) + 2(q − γ)2(cos θ1 + cos θ3)

]

+ 2m(q − γ)
2(r1 − r3)− `(cos θ1 + cos θ3)

`(r1 − r3) + 2(q − γ)2(cos θ1 + cos θ3)
.

The spacetime is smooth and terminates at r = ` + 2σ.
At this locus, either r1 or r2 or r3 is zero, depending on
the value of θ in terms of three intervals. These intervals
are determined by the critical angle, θc, defined as:

cos θc ≡
`− 2σ

`+ 2σ
. (6)

For 0 ≤ θ ≤ θc and π − θc ≤ θ ≤ π, r3 = 0 and r1 = 0
respectively, such that x5 degenerates at the origin. For
θc ≤ θ ≤ π−θc, r2 = 0 and the y coordinate degenerates.
As we will see in the next section, these coordinate degen-
eracies correspond to smooth bolts only if x5 and y are
compact.2 Thus, the maximal Lorentz invariance our so-
lutions can preserve is SO(4, 1), when (x1, x2, x3, x4) are
infinite. However, we can also compactify one of these
directions (x4 for example) to obtain a more general so-
lution which only preserves SO(3, 1) and which can be
embedded in a flux compactification.

3. THE GLUING PROPERTIES

To analyse the regularity of the uplifton, it is useful to
denote the periodicities of (y, x4, x5) as Ry, Rx4

and Rx5
:

y = y + 2πRy , x4 = x4 + 2πRx4 , x5 = x5 + 2πRx5 .
(7)

As we explained above, the shrinking of the y and x5

coordinates at the origin (r = ` + 2σ) depends on the
three θ-intervals 0 ≤ θc ≤ π − θc ≤ π. The local coor-
dinates adapted for the first, second and third interval
respectively, are (r3, θ3), (r2, θ2) and (r1, θ1) (1). They
allow us to write the constant-time slices of the metrics
when each ri → 0 at the origin as

ds2
10

∣∣
dt=0
∝ dr2

i

ri
+

4ri
Ci

dX2 + ds(K7)2 , (8)

2 This is a general feature of solutions constructed using the proce-
dure of [8–13], and the reason why one cannot construct a bound
state with D3 and D3 charges without having to compactify one
of the internal D3 directions and break the SO(3, 1) Lorentz in-
variance.

where Ci are constants that depends on (`,m, q). The
periodic coordinate, X stands for x5 when i = 1, 3 and
for y when i = 2, while K7 describes a smooth orthogonal
space of topology S3×S1×R3 when i = 1, 3 and S2×T2×
R3 when i = 2. The bolt structure is explicit in terms of
the radial coordinates ρ2

i ≡ 4ri and the R2 has no conical
singularity if R2

X = Ci. This requires:

R2
y =

4(`2 − 4m2)(`2 − 4σ2)

`2
,

R2
x5

=
4(`+ 2m)(`+ 2σ)(m+ σ)

`
.

(9)

Moreover, the three-form field strength is regular every-
where, and its integrals on the first and third bolts are
equal and opposite. They give the D5 and D5 quantized
charges carried by these bolts:

ND5 =
1

4π2gsl2s

∫
θ1φy

F3

∣∣
r1=0

=
2Ry q

gsl2s
,

ND5 = − 1

4π2gsl2s

∫
θ3φy

F3

∣∣
r3=0

=
2Ry q

gsl2s
,

(10)

where gs is the string coupling and ls is the string length.
One can absorb the

√
gs ls coefficient by expressing all

length scales in units of
√
gs ls. This is done by rescaling

(`,m, q, σ,RX) ≡ √gs ls × (¯̀, m̄, q̄, σ̄, R̄X). (11)

Our solutions have three parameters, and two regular-
ity constraints; it is natural to choose the free parameter
to be the quantized charge of the bubbles, N = ND5 =
ND5 = 2R̄y q̄. The parameters of the regular solutions
are therefore completely determined by the periodicities
of y and x5 at infinity and by the D5 quantized charge:

m̄ =
1

4R̄x5

 R̄3
x5√

4R̄2
x5

+ R̄2
y

+
N2√

4N2 + R̄2
x5
R̄2
y

 ,

¯̀ = 2m̄+
R̄2
y

4

 1√
4R̄2

x5
+ R̄2

y

+
R̄x5√

4N2 + R̄2
x5
R̄2
y

 ,

σ̄ =
1

4R̄x5

 R̄3
x5√

4R̄2
x5

+ R̄2
y

− N2√
4N2 + R̄2

x5
R̄2
y

 ,

(12)
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and the validity bound (3) translates into

0 ≤ N < R̄2
x5
. (13)

The solutions have two simple limits. When N = 0, the
flux of the solution is strictly zero, and the solution be-
comes a pure-gravity solution describing three colinear
vacuum bolts. When N = R̄2

x5
the size of the outwards

bubbles becomes zero (σ = 0) and these bubbles degener-
ate to singular locally-supersymmetric D5 and D5 branes
on a vacuum bubble.

4. UPLIFTING WITH THE UPLIFTON

In order to use the uplifton for uplifting we have to
embed it in flux compactifications, and compare its en-
ergy with that of other uplifting ingredients, such as five-
branes or anti-D3 branes. Our solution has three com-
pact circles and one can consider adding it to a region of
the compactification manifold where the geometry looks
locally like a U(1)3 fibration over R3. The mass of this
solution is then completely determined by the size of the
three U(1)’s in this region and by the quantized five-
brane and anti-five-brane charges of the bubbles.

To compute the mass, we reduce the uplifton along
x1,2,3,4,5, y, and obtain a geometry with R3,1 asymp-
totics:3

ds2
4 = −

√
1− `+2σ

r

Z
dt2 +

√
Z

(
1− `+ 2σ

r

)
ds2

3 , (14)

where ds2
3 is the three-dimensional base in the bracket

of (4). The ADM mass per unit of spacetime volume
(parameterized by x1, x2 and x3) is4

M =
`+ 2m

4G4
=
R̄x4

R̄x5
R̄y (¯̀+ 2m̄)

4π3l4s
(15)

=
R̄x4R̄y

(
R̄x5

√
4R̄2

x5
+ R̄2

y +
√

4N2 + R̄2
x5
R̄2
y

)
16π3l4s

.

This mass formula is very illustrative. First, we can see
that the mass remains finite when N = 0. So the uplifton
can be thought of as a topological soliton of mass

Mtopo =
R̄x4R̄yR̄x5

(√
4R̄2

x5
+ R̄2

y + R̄y

)
16π3l4s

, (16)

to which one adds fluxes corresponding to D5 charges.
Remembering the factors of gs in the definition of
R̄x4 , R̄x5 and R̄y (11), we can see that the mass of this
soliton is proportional to g−2

s , exactly as one expects for
a gravitational soliton. Furthermore, since in this soliton

3 It is also possible to construct upliftons in which y is fibered over
the R3 base and the asymptotics is R4,1.

4 The relation between the four-dimensional and ten-
dimensional Newton constants is G10 = 8π6g2s l

8
s =

(2π
√
gsls)3R̄x4 R̄x5 R̄y G4.

the x4 direction is not fibered, but x5 and y are, the de-
pendence of the mass on R̄x4

, R̄x5
and R̄y when the other

radii are kept fixed is (R̄x4
)1, (R̄x5

)2 and (R̄y)2, again as
one expects.

Furthermore, the second square root of (15) looks ex-
actly like the mass of a bound state of a topological soli-
ton with 2N objects of mass proportional to g−1

s . Hence,
one may näıvely conclude that the side bubbles of the
uplifton are bound states of D5 branes and topological
solitons. However, this is not what happens: the ADM
mass of 2N D5 branes wrapping x1,2,3,4,5 is

MBPS = 2× q

4G4
=
NR̄x4

R̄x5

4π3l4s
, (17)

while the N � R̄x5R̄y limit5 of the second square root in
(15) gives a mass contribution proportional to NR̄x4R̄y
instead,

Mflux =
NR̄x4R̄y

8π3l4s
, (18)

Given that in this regime of parameters the growth of
the soliton mass with N is linear, one may ask whether
it is possible to have an uplifton with Mflux > MBPS,
which could lower its energy by tunneling emission of
a D5 and a D5 brane. Using Equation (13), this does
not happen, neither in the regime where the mass of the
uplifton grows linearly with N , nor in any other regime
of parameters.

Since our purpose is to use the uplifton to uplift the
cosmological constant of a flux compactification in which
supergravity can be trusted, the parameters R̄y, R̄x4

and
R̄x5

have to be large (they correspond to the extra-
dimension sizes in units of

√
gsls). One can check that in

this regime of parameters the mass of the lightest uplifton
(with N = 1) is necessarily heavier than the mass of two
BPS D5 branes. However, as N increases, the mass of
the uplifton can become smaller than the mass of 2N D5
branes. This happens because the binding energy of the
brane and antibrane regions becomes of the same order
as the energy of the branes

5. DISCUSSION

We have constructed the simplest example of an up-
lifton: a smooth solution that has three topologically-
nontrivial cycles: a neutral one in the middle and two
external ones with fluxes corresponding to D5 and D5
charges. The dependence of the uplifton mass on the
charges and the size of the compact directions is exactly
what one expects from a topologically-nontrivial solution
with fluxes.

It is remarkable that our uplifton has exactly the same
structure as the solution one might expect from the ge-
ometrical transition of D5 and D5 branes studied in [14]
(depicted in Figure 2 in that paper): The two-cycle

5 This limit can be achieved when R̄y � R̄x5 and N . R̄2
x5

.
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wrapped by the branes shrinks at the two locations of the
branes, giving rise to a flux-less topologically-nontrivial
three cycle between the branes. Furthermore, the three-
cycles with positive and negative flux that, before the
geometric transition, were shrinking at the position of
the five-branes, now become large. Hence, the configura-
tion of [14] should backreact in a three-bubble solution,
with a neutral bubble in the middle and two equal and
oppositely-charged ones on the sides. The only difference
is that in our uplifton the three-cycles have an S1 that
is trivially fibered over an S2, while in a more general
solution one may expect a more exotic fibration.

As we mentioned in the introduction, the smooth-
ness and neutrality of the uplifton make it a more con-
trolled uplift ingredient than D3 branes. However, in the
regime of parameters where we have supergravity control
(R̄y, R̄x4

, R̄x5
> 1) the uplifton is heavier than D3 branes.

Hence, in order to use it for uplifting one has to place it in
a high-warp region of the compactification manifold. It

would be intersting to establish whether this can be done
using for example the Klabanov-Strassler throat [15].

The most important question that our analysis does
not answer is whether the uplifton is perturbatively sta-
ble. The Kaluza-Klein bubbles that compose the uplifton
are known to be unstable in vacuum [16], so this is a non-
trivial possibility. However, as shown in [17–19], when
these bubbles are wrapped by electromagnetic flux this
instability can disappear. Furthermore, in the absence of
fluxes it is possible that our bubbles can annihilate each
other as it can happen for bound states of black holes
and bubbles in vacuum [20]. It would be very interesting
to explore these possibilities in future projects.
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