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Abstract

The Swampland program aims to determine the constraints that an effective field theory must
satisfy to be consistent with a UV embedding in a quantum gravity theory. Different proposals
have been formulated in the form of Swampland conjectures. In these lecture notes, we provide
a pedagogical introduction to the most important Swampland conjectures, their connections
and their realization in string theory compactifications. The notes are based on the series of
lectures given by Irene Valenzuela at the online QFT and Geometry summer school in July
2020.
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1 Introduction

Not everything is possible in quantum gravity (QG), in the sense that not every model con-
structed following the rules of quantum field theory will be consistent once gravity is considered
at the quantum level. This reflects the fact that obtaining a consistent quantum gravity theory
is not so simple, and can still hide many surprises for the physics at lower energies.

The Swampland program aims to determine the constraints that an effective field the-
ory must satisfy to be consistent with a UV embedding in a quantum gravity theory. They
are dubbed swampland constraints, and the different proposals are formulated in the form of
Swampland conjectures. The goal is to identify these constraints, gather evidence to prove
(or disprove) them in a quantum gravity framework, provide a rationale to explain them in
a model-independent way and understand their phenomenological implications for low energy
physics. Although the notion of the swampland is in principle not restricted to string the-
ory, the swampland conjectures are often motivated by or checked in string theory setups.
Indeed, string theory provides a perfect framework to quantitatively and rigorously test the
conjectures, improving our understanding of the possible string theory compactifications on
the way. Interestingly, we have recently revealed that many of these conjectures are actu-
ally related, suggesting that they might simply be different faces of some more fundamental
quantum gravity principles yet to be uncovered.

The swampland constraints may also have important implications for Particle Physics and
Cosmology. They can provide new guiding principles to constructing Beyond Standard Model
theories and progress in High Energy Physics. They may also induce UV/IR mixing that
breaks the expectation of scale separation and potentially provides new insights on the natu-
ralness issues observed in our universe. Hence, the existence of a swampland is great news for
Phenomenology!

In these lectures, we provide a pedagogical introduction to the most important Swampland
conjectures, their connections and their realization in string theory compactifications. The
notes are based on the series of lectures given by Dr. Irene Valenzuela at the online QFT and
Geometry summer school [1] in July 2020.

These lecture notes are not intended to be a review, so many references belonging to this
research field will be missing. We will sometimes provide concrete references to particular
papers within each topic, but we will mainly be using the more pedagogical references, which
are most well-suited for students. For a more complete list of references of the Swampland
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program, we refer the reader to [2], where the Swampland program is also reviewed and
introduced. Other key references for lecture notes about the Swampland program are [3, 4].

2 The Swampland Program

2.1 What is the Swampland?

Effective field theories (EFTs) have proven to be very useful in the history of physics. They
provide a description of the physical phenomena which is valid up to a certain energy scale
denoted as the cut-off scale Λ. Above this scale, the EFT breaks down and needs to be
modified, but below Λ it should provide a valid description of the physics, both in agreement
with the full theory and with the experiments.

ΛCC

10−11

ΛQCD

100

MEW

102

H MKK Ms Mp

1019

Λ (GeV)

Figure 1: Each EFT has an energy cut-off up to which the description is valid. Typical
reference scales in high energy physics are indicated here, including the cosmological constant,
QCD, electroweak symmetry breaking, and the Planck scale Mp. Also indicated is a possible
estimation of the Hubble scale H for inflation, the compactification scale MKK and the string
scale Ms, at which stringy effects become important.

It is well-known that, given some UV theory, it is always possible to integrate out the
UV degrees of freedom, and thereby obtain the low energy EFT. In this way, the effective
Lagrangian of a d-dimensional theory can be divided into the renormalizable part and a tower
of non-renormalizable operators (over the Planck mass Mp)

Leff = Lren +

∞∑
n=d

On
Mn−d
p

. (2.1)

The question we are trying to answer with the Swampland program is whether this process
can always be run in reverse; whether, starting from some quantum EFT weakly coupled to
Einstein gravity, it can always be UV completed to a consistent theory of QG. The answer to
this question turns out to be: no, we cannot UV complete any EFT in a way that is consistent
with QG. This answer has its origin in the fact that not everything is possible in string theory.
Even if the string landscape is huge, as we will discuss, it does not cover everything. The next
question is, thus: if this cannot always be done, what are the conditions that an EFT has to
satisfy in order to make this possible?

In a sense, the fact that we can have a consistent EFT which becomes inconsistent when
coupled to a gauge field or gravity is not a new thing. For instance, we know that there
may appear new anomalies that need to be cancelled to guarantee consistency of the theory.
To give an example, consider an EFT with an odd number of fermions in the fundamental
representation of an SU(2) flavour global symmetry. This EFT is perfectly sensible on its
own, but when it is coupled to a dynamical gauge field that gauges the SU(2) symmetry, the
theory becomes inconsistent due to the presence of a Witten anomaly [5]. We therefore have
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to require that an EFT coupled to a gauge field must be anomaly free. When the theory
is coupled to gravity new anomalies will in general appear, but, interestingly, the absence of
gravitational anomalies is not enough to guarantee quantum consistency of the theory. There
are other constraints that one needs to satisfy, that simply seem to express the fact that ar-
riving at a unitary theory of quantum gravity is not so simple. These additional constraints
are called quantum gravity or Swampland constraints. This brings us to our first definition of
the lectures:

The Swampland

Those apparently consistent (anomaly free) quantum EFTs that cannot be embedded
in a UV consistent theory of quantum gravity [6].

Hence, we say that an EFT belongs to the Swampland when it does not satisfy the Swamp-
land constraints, meaning that the theory cannot be UV completed in QG. The name was
chosen in contrast to the Landscape, which include those EFTs that are consistent with quan-
tum gravity considerations. The goal of the Swampland program is to determine where the
boundary lies that separates the Swampland from the landscape. From the point of view
of string theory, the program attempts to classify the possible string geometries, i.e. string
compactifications, to understand what can and cannot arise from string theory.

An important point to note is that these constraints, in order to be Swampland constraints,
should disappear as the Planck mass goes to infinity and we decouple gravity. This also implies
that they are more constraining as the energy at which the EFT should be valid increases,
picking out in the end a (possibly unique) theory of QG. This is illustrated in figure 2, where
the blue cone represents the set of consistent theories, which we call the landscape, and
the Swampland surrounds the cone. The Swampland criteria become stronger as the energy
increases and we get closer to the QG scale, as illustrated by the cone shape, and terminate
in a consistent theory of QG. It is tantalizing to conclude, following the previous reasoning,
that there is a unique QG theory in the UV, meaning that all consistent QG theories should
be somehow connected to string theory. This is known as String Universality, which will be
discussed in more detail in section 4.3. As of today, it is an open question and one of the
mysteries that we address in the Swampland program.

As explained above, for each EFT there exists some cut-off ΛEFT at which the effective
description breaks down, typically because of the presence of new light degrees of freedom.
Above this cut-off the EFT should be modified by “integrating in” these new degrees of
freedom, resulting in the definition of a new EFT which is valid above that energy scale up
to some new cut-off. However, this process cannot be repeated indefinitely: any EFT has a
cut-off (dubbed the QG cut-off ΛQG) above which it cannot be amended to give a consistent
QFT weakly coupled to Einstein gravity. In other words, it is not possible to “integrate
in” the new light degrees of freedom while preserving the QFT description. This occurs, for
example, if an infinite tower of new light states appears, they cannot simply be “integrated
in”: quantum gravitational effects become important and the EFT completely breaks down.
It is then necessary to drastically change what we identify as the “fundamental degrees of
freedom” and go to a string theory description, grow an extra dimension, etc.. Therefore,
an EFT belongs to the Swampland, not only if it has a feature which makes it impossible to
be UV completed in QG, but also if it is defined up to an energy scale which lies above its
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Figure 2: The Swampland and Landscape of EFTs. The space of consistent EFTs forms a
cone because Swampland constraints become stronger at high energies.

QG cut-off. This is represented in figure 3, where the same EFT used to describe a physical
process at an energy E1 belongs to the landscape while it belongs to the Swampland if the
characteristic energy of the process is E2.

To sum up, whether an EFT is in the Swampland depends on the energy scale at which
we claim that it is valid. The higher this energy, the more difficult it is to be consistent with
string theory (the landscape is smaller). The Swampland constraints will sometimes indicate
features that the EFT must have, while others will define the QG cut-off at which the EFT
should drastically break down.

An interesting ramification of the Swampland program is that it has brought about a
shift in attitude in the string phenomenology community. Instead of trying to find out, from a
phenomenological point of view, which vacuum we are living in – a daunting task given that the
landscape is huge – we can try to predict features of this vacuum by understanding what is not
possible, i.e. where we do not live. Thus, Swampland constraints can have phenomenological
implications and give rise to new guiding principles for constructing Beyond Standard Model
theories as well as cosmological models. Furthermore, the Swampland breaks with the logic of
naturalness, which is based on scale separation, because if QG imposes non-trivial constraints
in the IR, this constitutes UV/IR mixing which could explain the hierarchy problems that
we observe. We will give some examples of this in the lectures, although the focus will be to
understand the string theory and geometric realizations of the Swampland constraints.

2.2 Swampland Conjectures

Of course, the Swampland constraints, that distinguish between what is in the landscape and
what is in the Swampland, are not as well-understood as the gauge or gravitational anomalies.
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Figure 3: The Swampland and Landscape of EFTs. Cross section of figure 2. The effective
field theory (EFT0) is in the landscape/swampland if it is used to describe a process of
characteristic energy E1/E2.

At the moment, we only have proposals. These proposals go under the name of Swampland
conjectures because none of them are completely proven. However, in the last few years a
significant amount of evidence has been gathered for several of them, which are currently
widely accepted in the string theory community. The differences in the status of the evidence
for each conjecture will become clear as this is discussed throughout the lectures. Figure 4
shows the Swampland conjectures as well as some connections between them.

Transplanckian Censorship

No Global Symmetries

Weak Gravity ConjectureDistance Conjecture

No Free Parameters

Completeness HypothesisTrivial Cobordism

Scalar WGC
AdS Instability Conjecture

AdS Distance Conjecture

dS Conjecture

Figure 4: Map of the Swampland conjectures. The conjectures in black are at the core of the
Swampland program, and we will discuss them in detail in the following. The conjectures in
purple will also be discussed throughout the lectures, but sometimes in less detail.

In these lecture notes, we will go through the map and describe some of the most important
conjectures. One of the most interesting things about this map are all the connections between
the conjectures which are currently being discovered. This development is exciting because
it might be indicating that some of the conjectures are actually different faces of the same
underlying QG principles that are starting to appear. The hope is that they will all be unified
in the future, improving our understanding of QG.

Formulating the conjectures is only the first step in the Swampland program. Most of
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the work actually comes afterwards, as several tasks need to be accomplished before claiming
success. This is illustrated in the scheme of figure 5. First, one tries to identify universal
patterns from the data we have from string theory or from black hole (BH) physics and
formulate some criterion. Then a lot of work must go into testing the conjectures and, if
needed, refine and sharpen them. This usually implies that the conjecture is tested in string
theory (or in AdS/CFT), since it is a consistent quantum gravity framework and provides a
perfect playing ground to quantitatively check the conjecture. However, this is not sufficient
to claim that a conjecture applies in general for QG. Although the string theory tests can be
very rigorous, the proofs are typically restricted to specific classes of string compactifications
so they are not completely universal. Hence, one should also be able to provide some physical
rationale for the conjecture and explain what could go wrong otherwise. This is typically
done using BH physics, consistency of the S-matrix, positivity constraints or some other
model-independent approach. These arguments are, in general, only able to support mild
versions of the conjectures, leaving several ambiguities. However, combined with the string
theory tests, they can constitute strong evidence for the conjecture. Finally, it is interesting
to study the phenomenological implications of the conjectures, both for Particle Physics and
Cosmology. In these lecture notes, we will focus on explaining the conjectures themselves,
their connections and how they are realized in string theory compactifications.

Identify universal pa�erns
and formulate criteria

Test the conjecture
Explain underlying

QG principle
Phenomenological

implications

Figure 5: Road map of the Swampland program.

3 No Global Symmetries in Quantum Gravity

The first conjecture, which is the oldest and the most widely accepted, is the statement that
there are no global symmetries in QG. In order to discuss this conjecture, it is important
to first define what we mean by a global symmetry in this context. Because, of course, this
conjecture is not meant to imply that there are no symmetries in QG, just that they have to
be associated to gauge degrees of freedom. A useful reference on this topic is [7].
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3.1 No Global Symmetries Conjecture

Conjecture 1: No Global Symmetries

There are no global symmetries in quantum gravity (i.e. any symmetry is either broken
or gauged).

A global symmetry can be defined as a transformation described by a unitary local operator
that commutes with the Hamiltonian and acts non-trivially on the Hilbert space of physical
states. The latter requires the existence of at least one charged local operator, so we say
that the symmetry acts faithfully. The condition of commuting with the Hamiltonian is
guaranteed by a local energy conservation condition in QFT implying that the stress-energy
tensor is neutral. The local operators are required to satisfy a group law, although it is a very
interesting question to understand whether this can be relaxed and whether other topological
operators are likewise absent in QG. Analogously, we will also require that a global symmetry
should map local operators into local operators, although it seems that this requirement might
sometimes also be relaxed, as we will discuss in section 3.5.

Definition 1 (Global Symmetry) ∃ unitary local operator U(g), g ∈ G that:

• Satisfies a group law: U(g)U(g′) = U(gg′) ,

• Acts non-trivially on the Hilbert space: ∃ a charged local operator O(x) s.t.
U †(g)O(x)U(g) 6= O(x) ,

• Commutes with the Hamiltonian: U †TµνU = Tµν ,

• Maps local operators into local operators.

While most of the evidence for this conjecture takes all these conditions into account, part
of proving and understanding why global symmetries are not allowed in QG implies trying
to properly define what the disallowed global symmetry is, and whether one can relax any of
the above conditions. The approach is to use evidence from string theory and AdS/CFT to
properly and rigorously state what does and does not occur.

Note that the global part of a gauge group is not included in the above definition of a global
symmetry, i.e. this is perfectly allowed in QG. The reason is that the global part of a gauge
symmetry (and also its large gauge transformations) violate the second condition above, i.e.
there are no gauge invariant charged local operators O(x). We illustrate this in the following
example.

Example 1. Consider, as a typical example of a (zero-form) global symmetry, the shift
symmetry of an axion

φ→ φ+ c . (3.1)

The current for this action is
j = dφ , (3.2)

and, if the theory has a Lagrangian description, we can write the corresponding local operator
describing this symmetry as

U = exp

(
iα

∫
∗j
)
. (3.3)

9



There are local operators charged under the symmetry given by

O(x) = exp (iqφ) . (3.4)

This constitutes a global symmetry which is not allowed in QG. To adhere to the conjecture
we must either break the symmetry or gauge it. Gauging the symmetry amounts to coupling
the current to some gauge field ∫

A ∧ ∗j → L ⊃ (dφ−A)2 . (3.5)

Then the theory is invariant under the combined transformation of the axion and the gauge
field

φ→ φ+ c(x) , A→ A+ dc(x) . (3.6)

Thus, once the symmetry is gauged the operator O(x) is not gauge invariant, which violates
the second condition of definition 1, so this setup is perfectly allowed in QG.

Example 2. The conjecture of No Global Symmetries also applies to p-form global sym-
metries. These are generalizations of global symmetries whose charged operators are supported
on p-dimensional manifolds [8]. We can take the example of a gauge theory invariant under
the transformation

Ap → Ap + λp . (3.7)

with λp a closed p-form. This provides a (p + 1)-form current J = Fp+1 which is conserved,
d ∗ J = 0, where Fp+1 = dAp is the gauge field strength. The symmetry operators read

Ug(M
d−p−1) = exp

(
iα

∮
Md−p−1

∗Jp+1

)
, (3.8)

and its topological nature follows from the conservation of the current. The charged operators
are Wilson lines operators supported on p-dimensional manifolds γp as follows,

O(γp) = exp

(
in

∮
γp

Ap

)
. (3.9)

We can either break this symmetry (e.g. by adding electrically charged states so that d∗J 6= 0)
or gauge it by coupling the current to a (p+ 1)-form field,∫

Bp+1 ∧ ∗J → L ⊃ (dAp −Bp+1)2 , (3.10)

in analogy to (3.5). In this latter case, there are no gauge invariant charged operators anymore
so the gauged symmetry is consistent with QG. In string theory, the breaking and gauging of
these symmetries is typically guaranteed by the presence of Chern-Simon terms.

Example 3. As a final example we can consider the case of discrete symmetries. These
should also be either broken or gauged, the latter implying that the discrete symmetry can be
embedded in a larger gauge group or be part of the diffeomorphisms of the geometry. Hence,
a discrete gauge symmetry is allowed in QG as it is actually a redundancy of the theory.
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Consider for example the E8 × E8 heterotic string theory. The EFT has a Z2 symmetry
interchanging the two E8 gauge sectors, but this is a discrete gauge symmetry as it has a
clear geometric interpretation: the E8 × E8 heterotic arises from compactifying M-theory
on an interval with the E8 gauge sectors living at the endpoints, and the Z2 symmetry is
equivalent to the geometric action of flipping the interval, so it is part of the diffeomorphism
transformations. The same occurs for SL(2,Z) of Type IIB. It is gauged, as all duality groups
in string theory. The particular case of SL(2,Z) can be understood by going to F-theory,
where it becomes part of the diffeomorphisms of the torus.

3.2 Motivation

The Swampland conjectures usually come with both evidence from string theory and some
piece of motivation from a more bottom-up perspective, like black hole physics. In these notes,
we will mainly emphasize the former, precisely because the arguments based on BH physics
should be taken as (heuristic) motivation and not as proofs. As such, they are useful for
gaining intuition for the consequences of a given conjecture, in the present case, to illustrate
what would go wrong if one allowed for global symmetries.

If a BH is charged under some global symmetry, it will evaporate loosing mass but not the
global charge, since Hawking radiation is blind to the global charge; ending up as a remnant of
Planckian size. Since this can occur for BHs in any representation of the symmetry group, the
result is an infinite number of stable remnants. The remnants are arbitrarily long lived, since
any combination of particles carrying such large representations of the global symmetry will
be heavier than the remnant. Gravitational bremsstrahlung cannot carry away global charge
either, as gravitons are neutral under the global symmetry. Hence, in a theory with a global
symmetry, starting with a charged particle we can actually end up with an infinite number of
states by constructing black holes by throwing particles together and letting them evaporate
until they reach Planckian size. Having an infinite number of states below a finite energy
scale sounds at the very least problematic [9]. However, it is difficult to rigorously prove a
fundamental inconsistency as we are dealing with Planckian size objects and the semiclassical
description of gravity breaks down. It has also been argued [7] that the existence of these
remnants would violate the covariant entropy bound. According to this bound, the entropy
associated to the remnant should be finite, in contradiction to the fact that there are infinitely
many different states that can give rise to the same black hole geometry, suggesting instead
infinite entropy.

Another argument against global symmetries makes use of the No-hair theorem for black
holes [10], which states that a stable black hole can be completely characterised only in terms
of its mass, gauge charge and angular momentum. This implies that, given a black hole of a
certain mass, there is no way to determine its global charge. This yields an infinite uncertainty
to an observer outside of the black hole which can again be associated to an infinite entropy.
However, this would violate the expectation that the black hole entropy should be finite and
given by the Bekenstein-Hawking formula, i.e. proportional to the square of its mass.

3.3 Evidence

String perturbation theory:
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Much of the evidence for this conjecture comes from string theory. In particular, it is
proven in Polchinski’s book [11] that there are no continuous global symmetries in the target
space of perturbative string theory. In other words, any global symmetry of the worldsheet
corresponds to a gauge symmetry in spacetime, and viceversa. In the following, we briefly
revisit the proof for the case of bosonic string theory. Associated to any global symmetry in
the worldsheet, there is a worldsheet charge given by

Q =
1

2πi

∮
(dzjz − dz̄jz̄) (3.11)

by Noether’s theorem, where jz,jz̄ are the symmetry currents. This charge must be conformally
invariant, which implies that jz transforms as a (1,0) tensor and jz̄ as (0,1) tensor. We can
then form two vertex operators of the form

jz∂̄X
µeikX , ∂Xµjz̄e

ikX . (3.12)

These vertex operators precisely create massless gauge vectors in the target space coupling to
the left and right moving parts of the charge Q. Hence, any global symmetry gives rise to a
gauge symmetry in spacetime, and not to a global symmetry. The same type of proof applies
to superstring theory.

As of today, there is not a single counterexample of the conjecture, even beyond pertur-
bative string theory.

AdS/CFT:

The conjecture has been proven in AdS/CFT under certain assumptions. It was shown
in [12, 13] that a global symmetry in the bulk would lead to a contradiction in the CFT,
in the case where the symmetry is splittable on the boundary. This result is derived using
entanglement wedge reconstruction, where the boundary is divided into several subregions
which have access to some subregion of the bulk obtained using the Ryu-Takayanagi formula
(see e.g. [14]). That the symmetry is splittable implies that it splits into a product of operators,
where each operator is localized in one of the different subregions of the boundary. If the
subregions are small enough, they are not sensitive to a charged operator in the bulk, so none
of the operators localized in these regions can be charged under the global symmetry. But
without charged operators, then there is no global symmetry in the boundary, which leads to
a contradiction. On the other hand, if the symmetry is gauged in the bulk, this implies that
we can insert a Wilson line which can carry information of the bulk operator to the boundary.
This setup is illustrated in figure 6. Hence, global symmetries in the boundary correspond to
gauge symmetries in the bulk, and the conjecture is satisfied.

3.4 Phenomenological Implications

Approximate global symmetries in the IR:

One could ask how this conjecture is useful from a bottom-up perspective, i.e. what are
its phenomenological implications. In this regard, however, the conjecture that there are no
global symmetries in QG does not give the strongest constraints. This is because, to satisfy
the conjecture, one can either gauge the symmetry, which implies that there are degrees of
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Figure 6: Bulk and boundary region of AdS/CFT. In the center of the bulk sits a charged
symmetry operator. The boundary is divided into subregions in which symmetry operators
localize. When the symmetry is gauged a Wilson line, shown in green, can carry information
of the symmetry to the boundary.

freedom associated to the symmetry, or simply break it at very high energies. So global
symmetries are not ruled out in the IR, so long as they are approximate global symmetries,
which are broken at some high energy scale. Therefore, if this breaking is highly suppressed,
the effects in the IR might be negligible and with no phenomenological consequences.

In subsequent sections we shall discuss other related conjectures, which precisely try to
quantify how approximate the global symmetries can be.

New defects:

There are certain occasions in which the absence of global symmetries can have implications
for a subsector of the theory. Sometimes this conjecture can be used to predict the existence
of new defects in order to make sure that some global symmetry is broken or gauged. These
defects can lead to new states or constrain some property of the theory. Examples of this will
appear when discussing the triviality of cobordism classes in the next section.

3.5 Triviality of the Cobordism Classes

There is a generalization of the notion that there are no global symmetries, where we include
topological global charges, which states that all cobordism classes must vanish. We will explain
the notion of a cobordism class here, and will discuss it further in the context of instability of
non-supersymmetric vacua in section 8, where it also plays an important role.

Cobordism is an equivalence relation on compact manifolds of the same dimensions:

Cobordism

Two given manifolds are in the same cobordism class and called “cobordant” if their
union is the boundary of another compact manifold of one dimension higher.

This has been illustrated in figure 7. It has an abelian group structure and a trivial
element, which is a manifold that is a boundary by itself. The following conjecture was then
proposed in [15]:
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Conjecture 2: Triviality of the Cobordism Classes

Consider some D-dimensional QG theory compactified on a d-dimensional internal man-
ifold. All cobordism classes must vanish [15]

ΩQG
d = 0 . (3.13)

Otherwise they give rise to a (D−d−1)-form global symmetry with charges [M ] ∈ ΩQG
d .

From the point of view of the lower (D − d)-dimensional theory, the fact that two d-
dimensional compactification manifolds are cobordant to each other, is seen as a (D− d− 2)-
brane domain wall interpolating between two different EFTs, see figure 7. If the bordism
group does not vanish, this implies that there are some d-dimensional manifolds that cannot be
connected with other ones, i.e. there are no domain walls interpolating between the associated
EFTs. This in turn implies that there is some global topological charge [M ] ∈ ΩQG

d , which we
cannot get rid of. The global charges will give rise to some (D− d− 1)-form global symmetry,
which would contradict the statement of No Global Symmetries in QG.

M1

EFT1 EFT2Domain Wall

M2

Figure 7: Cobordant manifolds M1 and M2, and the EFTs arising from compactification on
M1 and M2. The higher dimensional manifold of which M1,2 are the boundary is associated
to a domain wall interpolating between the two EFTs.

The way to understand this conjecture is that a QG theory must contain the required
defects to guarantee triviality of the bordism group. All these defects and any required addi-
tional structure1 are encoded in the superscript “QG” in ΩQG. If at low energies the theory
has a non-zero bordism group, it should be taken as an indication that the theory is missing
some ingredient that should be manifest at higher energies and make the cobordism group
vanish. This is why in [15], this conjecture was used to predict the existence of new non-
supersymmetric defects in string theory. So there are consequences of this conjecture, but
they are not necessarily visible in the IR.

1For instance, if the manifold admits a spin structure, the relevant cobordism group is Ωspin. If there are
fermions charged under some gauge field, one typically has to look at Ωspinc .
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To give an example, if the compactification includes internal fluxes, there can be non-trivial
cobordism classes characterized by

∫
Xd
Fd where d is the dimension of the compactification

manifold. According to the conjecture, this theory by itself would be inconsistent with QG,
as Ωd = Z. However, by adding branes acting as a source for the flux, one recovers a trivial
corbordim group since

∫
Xd
Fd is not an invariant anymore. Hence, consistency with QG would

tell us that, in the presence of internal fluxes, the existence of charged branes is required, as
occurs in string theory. In this case, triviality of the cobordism group could also be achieved
by adding a Chern-Simons coupling that forces dFp 6= 0, so there is no conserved charge
anymore. This is also very common in string theory.

4 The Completeness Hypothesis

The next conjecture we will discuss is the Completeness Hypothesis. Like the previous one,
the Completeness Hypothesis is a very old and widely accepted Swampland conjecture. Some-
times it can be difficult to ascertain who was the first to propose a conjecture, because in some
cases the conjectures are like common lore in the community, but it can certainly be found
both in [7] and in Polchinski’s book [11].

Conjecture 3: Completeness Hypothesis

A gauge field theory coupled to gravity must contain physical states with all possible
gauge charges consistent with Dirac quantization.

A consequence of the Completeness Hypothesis and No Global Symmetries is that contin-
uous gauge groups must be compact. Consider the example where the gauge group is R, which
allows for irrational electric charges. Then a particle with irrational charge cannot decay to
particles of rational charge (because of charge conservation), which implies that there is some
global charge associated to this. This would be inconsistent with the statement that there are
no global symmetries. This conjecture thus lets us understand why continuous gauge groups in
string theory are always compact. Importantly, this does not apply to discrete gauge groups,
which can be non-compact, as is the case with duality groups.

Consequence

All continuous gauge groups must be compact.

4.1 Motivation

BH physics:

The conjecture states that in a theory with a gauge symmetry coupled to gravity, the full
lattice of allowed gauge charges must be populated by physical states. This is not necessary in
QFT because a charged particle can always be decoupled from the theory by sending the mass
to infinity. This ensures that the particle in question is no longer part of the QFT. However,
in QG one cannot decouple a particle in this way, because this process will simply result in
a BH which is part of the spectrum in a complete theory of QG. Because BHs can have any
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charge, we expect every possible gauge charge to be populated by some physical state (some
of which could be BHs).

Breaking global symmetries (connected gauge groups):

There are some very interesting connections between completeness of the spectrum and the
absence of global symmetries in QG. Recall from section 3 that the latter includes the case of
higher form global symmetries (i.e. p-form global symmetries) associated to higher dimensional
charge defects, with operators that live on higher dimensional manifolds. A common way of
breaking these higher form global symmetries is simply by having charged states. But only if
the spectrum of charged states is complete, can we break the full group.

Consider the Example 2 given in section 3. The current of the p-form global symmetry is
given by the field strength of the gauge field Fp+1 = dAp. Then a very straightforward way to
break this global symmetry is precisely to introduce states that are charged under the gauge
group,

d ∗ Jp+1 = d ∗ Fp+1 = ∗jelectric . (4.1)

Since the conservation equation for the current is tantamount to the equation of motion for
the gauge field, this will be non-zero if there are charged states, d ∗ Jp+1 6= 0.

If the spectrum is not complete, there will be some discrete symmetry that remains intact.
Consider e.g. only the existence of states with even charge; this leaves a Z2 discrete symmetry.
Therefore, a complete spectrum is required to break any discrete remnant of a higher form
global symmetry, as argued in [8]. Ongoing research is trying to understand to what extend
the two conjectures, i.e. No Global Symmetries and Completeness, are different or follow
from each other. The answer seems to depend on whether we are talking about connected or
disconnected gauge groups. In the latter case, it seems that the Completeness Hypothesis is
related to the absence of more general topological operators.

4.2 Evidence

The evidence for the Completeness Hypothesis is very similar to that of the No Global Sym-
metries Conjecture. It comes from string theory and AdS/CFT. In particular, in [16], it was
shown that the Completeness Hypothesis follows from solving the Factorization Problem in
AdS/CFT, which pertains to a rephrasing of the Completeness Hypothesis where we require
that the theory must contain enough charged states such that all Wilson lines can break.
This is exactly what is happening in the gauge theory example above: there are some Wilson
line charged operators defined in (3.9) which can break because of the presence of electrically
charged states, which implies that the p-form global symmetry is broken.

4.3 BPS Completeness and Implications

There is a generalization of the Completeness Hypothesis, where we also require completeness
in terms of BPS states. In particular, the BPS Completeness condition states that if a charge
can support a BPS state, then there should be a BPS state populating that charge. Of course
it is generally difficult to understand which BPS states can exist in a theory, and which charges
can support BPS states. However, the idea is that if we were able to determine the lattice of
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BPS states at the same level of detail and generality that we understand it for gauge groups,
then all these states should be populated.

BPS Completeness

If a charge can be populated by BPS states, then a BPS state with this charge should
be part of the physical spectrum.

Interestingly, in the past two years there has been a lot of progress in obtaining constraints
on the possible gauge groups in QG, using this simple generalization. Certain string theory
compactifications admit BPS strings, and anomaly constraints in the world-volume of these
strings can be utilized to obtain constraints on the gauge groups allowed by QG. For instance,
in [17,18] this was used to rule out the following gauge groups:

• 16 supercharges: E8 × U(1)248, U(1)496 in 10d, rank rG > 26− d for d < 10.

• 8 supercharges: rG > k + k′ − 3 in 5d, where k, k′ are Chern-Simons levels.

To get some of the constraints on the rank of the gauge group in lower dimensions it is
necessary to combine the BPS Completeness with additional conjectures like the Distance
Conjecture, which will be discussed in section 6. These bounds apply e.g. to the N = 4 Super
Yang-Mills theory. There also exist some bounds on the allowed number of Abelian gauge
group factors, i.e. the rank of the Mordell-Weil group, in 6d N = (1, 0) theories [19].

One of the goals of this program of constraining the gauge groups is to find out whether we
can get everything from string theory that could be consistent with QG. In principle, e.g. in
a 10D theory with 16 supercharges, in addition to the E8×E8 and SO(32) gauge groups that
we observe in string theory, one could have had other anomaly-free gauge groups. However,
any other possible gauge groups have turned out to be inconsistent with BPS Completeness,
so this might be the explanation for why we do not observe them in string theory, i.e. that
there is no known string theory construction of these gauge groups.

This bring us to a very deep and important question: how universal is string theory? This
question is coupled to the Swampland program, since much of the evidence that we have for
the conjectures comes from string theory. Therefore, at some point we must ask whether our
results are just an artifact of the lamppost we are looking under, or whether the conjectures
are more general and are actually reflecting inconsistencies in QG. If we can show that the
anomaly free theories which do not appear in string theory, do not appear for some underlying
QG reason, e.g. they are inconsistent with a Swampland conjecture which is expected to be
more general, this could imply that we really get everything we can get in string theory. At
present, this seems to be the case for highly supersymmetric setups. The idea that everything
that can possibly happen (i.e. that is not inconsistent with QG) does happen in string theory
is called String Universality or the String Lamppost Principle. Certainly, it would be very
interesting indeed if this is the case and any consistent QG theory is somehow connected to
string theory! Therefore, a significant amount of work in the Swampland program goes into
studying those anomaly-free theories that we do not know how to realize in string theory, and
whether there is always an additional inconsistency which prohibits them.
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5 The Weak Gravity Conjecture

We have seen that the absence of global symmetries and completeness of the charge spectra
are at the core of the Swampland program. However, they lack phenomenological impact
unless we can constrain how approximate a global symmetry can be2, and whether there is
any upper bound on the mass of some of the charged states. Otherwise, they only constrain
the full theory but not the low energy EFT. In particular, it is phenomenologically relevant
whether all charged particles can be super heavy and even correspond to BH’s, or there is some
notion of completeness of the spectrum that survives at low energies. Most of the Swampland
conjectures discussed in the rest of the lectures precisely deal with these questions; they aim
to sharpen these statements and quantify how close we can get to the situation of recovering
some global symmetries. For example, we can a priori continuously restore a U(1) global
symmetry by sending the gauge coupling to zero, which should not be allowed in QG. Trying
to understand how string theory forbids this, and what goes wrong if one tries to do this,
can provide information about the constraints that an EFT has to satisfy to be consistent
with QG. We will see that the Weak Gravity Conjecture forbids this process by signaling the
presence of new light charged states invalidating the EFT description. By doing so, it also
provides an upper bound on the mass of these charged states in terms of their charge.

5.1 Definition of the WGC

The Weak Gravity Conjecture (WGC) [22] contains two parts: the electric and magnetic ver-
sion.

Conjecture 4: Weak Gravity Conjecture – Electric

Given a gauge theory, weakly coupled to Einstein gravity, there exists an electrically
charged state with

Q

m
≥ Q
M

∣∣∣∣
extremal

= O(1) (5.1)

in Planck units. Here Q and M are the charge and mass of an extremal black hole, and

Q = qg , (5.2)

where q is the quantized charge of the state and g is the gauge coupling.

The electric version of the conjecture requires the existence of an electrically charged state
with a charge to mass ratio greater than the one of an extremal BH in that theory, which is
typically an order one factor. The order one factor depends on the theory under consideration.
The simplest case corresponds to a Maxwell theory coupled to Einstein gravity in which there
are no massless scalar fields. In that case, we can construct Reissner-Nordström BH solutions,
so given a p-form gauge field in d dimensions, the WGC implies the existence of a (p−1)-brane
satisfying:

p(d− p− 2)

d− 2
T 2 ≤ Q2Md−2

p . (5.3)

2See [20,21] for proposals to quantify how approximate a global symmetry can be.
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Here, T is the tension of the brane, and instead of an unspecified O(1) number, we have given
the precise bound for the case of a Reissner-Nordström BH. Hence, for the case of particles in
four dimensions, the order one factor in (5.1) is 1/

√
2.

This is a very sharp conjecture, since it is phrased in terms of some computable order one
number, which depends on the dimension and specifics of the theory, but it does not require
UV data.

The other interpretation of this conjecture is that the bound implies that gravity acts
weaker than the gauge force over this state – hence the name the WGC. This is an equivalent
formulation, since requiring that the gravitational force is weaker than the electromagnetic
force

Fgrav ≤ FEM , (5.4)

will imply that the charge is greater than the mass, so we arrive as the same condition as
above. This is no longer true in the presence of massless scalar fields, as discussed in section
5.7.

We now turn to discuss the magnetic version of the conjecture, which states that the EFT
cut-off Λ is bounded from above by the gauge coupling, so that, given some EFT coupled to
Einstein gravity, its cut-off is smaller than the Planck mass if the gauge coupling is small.

Conjecture 5: Weak Gravity Conjecture – Magnetic

The EFT cut-off Λ is bounded from above by the gauge coupling:

Λ ≤ gM (d−2)/2
p . (5.5)

For a p-form gauge field:

Λ ≤
(
g2Md−2

p

) 1
2(p+1)

. (5.6)

The magnetic version of the conjecture can be derived in two ways. We can apply (5.4)
to the magnetic field (which is why it is called the magnetic version), which implies that the
theory should have a monopole whose mass is smaller than its charge. Since the magnetic
charge is proportional to the magnetic gauge coupling, which is the inverse of the electric
gauge coupling, this means that the mass of the monopole must be smaller than the Planck
mass over the electric gauge coupling:

m ≤Mp/g . (5.7)

The mass of the monopole will typically be at least at the order of the cut-off of the theory
over the gauge coupling squared (which is just the electrostatic energy integrated up to the
cut-off)

m ∼ Λ/g2 , (5.8)

which implies that the cut-off of the theory is bounded by

Λ ≤ gMp . (5.9)

We arrive at the same conclusion if we require that the theory has some monopole that is not
a BH, so that the mass of the unit charge monopole must be smaller than the Schwarzschild
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radius
m ≤M2

pR . (5.10)

Since this radius provides a cut-off for the EFT

R ∼ Λ−1 , (5.11)

this again implies that Λ is smaller than gMp. Note that the gauge coupling is always evaluated
at the given energy scale g = g(Λ).

These are intuitive arguments for why this cut-off should be imposed. The EFT is breaking
down, because at this energy scale it becomes sensitive to the monopole degrees of freedom,
so these degrees of freedom can no longer be treated as solitonic objects. However, this is
not necessarily a drastic breakdown of the EFT due to some QG effect. Below, we shall see
a genuine QG cut-off appear in some stronger versions of the WGC, which really hints at a
drastic breakdown of the EFT.

5.2 Motivation

The motivation for the WGC is twofold. First, it provides a QG obstruction to restoring a
U(1) global symmetry by sending g → 0. If a gauge coupling goes to zero, according to the
WGC, this results in new light particles; and the cut-off of the theory goes to zero according
to (5.5), invalidating the EFT.

Given some EFT, how small the gauge coupling can be depends on how high the energy
of the process you want to describe with that EFT is. The smaller the energy of the process,
the smaller the gauge coupling can be, as dictated by (5.5). Conversely, if you want to keep
the EFT valid up to a very high cut-off, then the gauge coupling cannot be too small. This is
an example of a Swampland constraint becoming stronger for higher energies (as illustrated
by the cone in figure 2). Needless to say, a theory with vanishing gauge coupling (i.e. a global
symmetry) is inconsistent as the EFT cut-off is then also zero.

The other main motivation for the WGC is that it is a kinematic requirement that allows
extremal BHs to decay. Charged BHs must satisfy an extremality bound in order to avoid the
presence of naked singularities, as implied by Weak Cosmic Censhorship. For a given charge
Q, this extremality bound implies that the mass of the BH M must be greater than the charge

M ≥ Q , (5.12)

for the BH to have a regular horizon. Here, we are setting the extremality O(1) factor in
(5.1) to one for simplicity. For an extremal BH the charge is equal to the mass, so the only
way it can decay is if there exists a particle whose charge to mass ratio is at least 1. To see
this, consider the decay of an extremal BH, where one of the decay products has a charge
smaller than its mass or saturates the extremality bound, so Q1 ≤M1. Then the other decay
product cannot have a charge smaller than the mass, i.e. Q2 ≥ m2. This is simply a kinematic
requirement. Since the second decay product violates Weak Cosmic Censorship it cannot be
a BH, so it must be a particle. The system is illustrated in figure 8.

The above kinematic requirement can be derived by simply imposing mass/energy conser-
vation and charge conservation as follows. The mass of the initial black hole state must be
greater than the sum of the decay product masses Mi, and the charge of the initial black hole
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Q1 < M1

Q2 > M2

Particle

Q2 > m2

Q = M

Figure 8: Decay of an extremal BH. One decay product can have a charge to mass ratio
Q1/M1 < 1 to preserve the extremality bound, but then the other must have a charge to mass
ratio Q2/m2 > 1. Therefore, the latter cannot be a BH but must be a particle.

Q must equal that of the decay products Qi,

M ≥
∑
i

Mi , Q =
∑
i

Qi . (5.13)

Then
M

Q ≥
1

Q
∑
i

Mi =
1

Q
∑
i

Mi

Qi
Qi ≥

1

Q

(
M

Q

)
min

∑
i

Qi =

(
M

Q

)
min

. (5.14)

Hence, we have shown that the mass to charge ratio of the original BH must be grater than
the ratio of the decay product with minimal mass to charge ratio, which is why we need some
particle satisfying the WGC.

To sum up, if a theory does not satisfy the WGC, then extremal black holes cannot decay.
The question one could now ask is: what is the problem with having stable extremal BHs? The
WGC is a kinematic requirement that allows extremal BHs to decay, but why is this actually
necessary? There is a heuristic argument, which is very similar to the argument for the absence
of global symmetries, which suggests that we run into trouble with BH remnants. Starting with
large BHs of all possible charges, they will evaporate until reaching the extremality bound. If
the gauge coupling is very small, they will all reach a very similar mass, but still having very
different charges. This will result in a large number of remnants (how large depends on how
small the gauge coupling is)

N ∼ 1/g , (5.15)

that are almost degenerate in mass at weak coupling. The difference in mass is set by the
gauge coupling

∆M ∼ gMp . (5.16)

So N →∞ and ∆M → 0 when the gauge coupling is small, and we run into trouble with en-
tropy bounds as in section 3.2. However, this heuristic argument is even less satisfactory than
for the case of global symmetries because it does not imply an infinite number of remnants
below a fixed energy scale, but just a large number of them. As such, the argument should
be understood only as supplying some intuition of what might go wrong for an EFT violating
the WGC from a bottom-up perspective.
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5.3 Evidence

The motivations from BH physics are interesting because they constitute more general ar-
guments that allow us to at least understand some difference in the physics of an EFT that
satisfies the WGC and one that does not. If we only base the conjecture on evidence from
examples in string theory, we risk being fooled by the lamppost we look under. However,
these motivations are very far from proving anything. The reason why the WGC is one of the
most important Swampland conjectures nowadays is not because of these BH arguments, but
because of all the evidence that we have gathered for it in the past years. To go through all
the evidence in detail is beyond the capacity of these notes, instead we will give a summary
of the different works in this direction, and some useful references discussing these arguments.
One of the nice things about the Swampland program in general, and in particular with this
conjecture, is that there are many people working from a wide range of areas of research trying
to prove the conjecture. Hence, the assumptions that go into a particular piece of evidence
coming from one corner of research is different from what another person assumes in a different
corner. This suggests that there may indeed be something behind it all, and increases our con-
fidence that some statement along the lines of the WGC is indeed a universal criterium of QG.

Higher derivative corrections to BHs:

One piece of evidence comes from studying higher derivative corrections to the BH charge
and mass. It turns out that these higher derivative corrections could be enough to show that
the charge to mass ratio of small black holes is greater than the classical extremality bound.
The latter is defined as the charge to mass ratio of large extremal black holes of large charge,
for which quantum or higher derivative corrections become negligible,

Q
M
≥ Q
M

∣∣∣∣
ext

. (5.17)

If that is the case, then the WGC could already be satisfied by small BHs. The pattern found
in certain setups is the following. If we plot the mass to charge ratio, as in figure 9, with
the straight line indicating the extremality bound for a large BH of large charge, then small
BHs happen to lie below this curve upon taking into account higher derivative corrections. If
this holds in general, it would be a way to prove a very mild version of the WGC, where the
WGC-satisfying states are BHs instead of light particles. One could expect, though, that if we
extrapolate the pattern to lower masses, small black holes will eventually turn into particles,
so there will also be some particle with a charge to mass ratio bigger than one. In fact, it
can be interpreted as motivation for having an infinite tower of particles satisfying the WGC,
where the heavier states are actually black holes. However, this extrapolation to lower energies
goes beyond the regime of validity of the computations.

For this story to work out, there is an assumption about the possible higher derivative
terms that can occur built into this argument. Interestingly, this pattern of higher derivative
corrections have been found to hold in certain string theory setups (see e.g. [23]), and there is
a significant amount of research dedicated to investigate whether such assumptions on higher
derivative terms can be related to other IR consistency criteria, as explained next.

Positivity constraints from unitarity and causality:
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Q

M

Extremality bound
BHs with corrections

Figure 9: Graph of charge Q versus mass M , where the line indicates the extremality bound
for a large BH, and the marks represent smaller BHs.

The above evidence relies to some extent on specifics of the theory in which the BHs live.
But there are several works trying to derive model independent results, based on the concepts
of unitarity and causality, to check if positivity constraints can provide any definite answer
as to the direction of the corrections to the BHs, see e.g. [24, 25]. Interestingly, it seems that
positivity constraints indeed imply (5.17) under mild assumptions of the UV theory which are
realized in string theory. Along a different but related avenue, interesting relations between
the WGC and analyticity and causality appear when studying the difference in the low en-
ergy theory between integrating out charged states that satisfy or do not satisfy the WGC [26].

Relation to Weak Cosmic Censorship:

The WGC has interesting relations to Weak Cosmic Censorship, which forbids the pres-
ence of naked singularities not hidden by a horizon. The latter has been extensively tested in
the context of general relativity in four dimensions, although there are some known possible
counterexamples involving an electric field that grows in time without bound. A few years
ago, it was shown in [27] that if that theory also includes states that are charged under the
gauge field and satisfy the WGC, then the theory does not violate Weak Cosmic Censorship
any more. Some work is currently going into trying to understand the connections between
the WGC and Weak Cosmic Censorship in more detail by generalizing the above setup. It
would certainly be interesting if it turns out that we always need to satisfy the WGC or some
other Swampland conjecture to preserve Weak Cosmic Censorship.

AdS/CFT:

Evidence for the WGC has also been obtained in the framework of AdS/CFT. Specifically,
the WGC has been derived from imposing modular invariance of a 2d CFT [28,29], so it applies
in the context of AdS3/CFT2 but also for any gauge field with a worldsheet description in
string theory. It would be very interesting to find similar arguments for higher dimensional
CFTs. Further evidence has been found in AdS/CFT by studying thermalization properties
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of the CFT [30, 31], as well as from quantum information theorems related to entanglement
entropy [32].

5.3.1 Evidence from String Compactifications

Finally, and very importantly, there is a plethora of examples and works in the context of
string theory compactifications, which is the main focus of these lectures. Some of these ex-
amples will be discussed in more detail in section 6.5, since they provide evidence both for the
WGC and the Distance Conjecture. However, we will already outline the basic features here
in an attempt to give some intuition for how the WGC is usually realized in string theory. A
summary of the string theory evidence can also be found in [2].

SO(32) heterotic string on T 6:

The most typical example, that already appeared in the original paper [22], is a toroidal
compactification of heterotic string theory. Compactifying the SO(32) heterotic string on
T 6 yields a theory with 16 supercharges, i.e. N = 4 supergravity in 4d. Since we have a
perturbative description of this theory, the full perturbative spectrum is readily available, and
it is known to form a self-dual lattice, charged under the U(1)28 gauge group. The extremal
BH solutions of this theory are also known. The non-BPS extremal BHs satisfy

M2 =
2

α′
|q|2 . (5.18)

If one studies the non-BPS states in that theory, they do not saturate this extremality bound,
rather they have

m2 =
2

α′
(
|q|2 − 2

)
. (5.19)

So if we plot the mass versus the charge, as in figure 10, with the straight line indicating the
extremality bound, i.e. where the extremal BHs live, the states (i.e. the particles) indeed lie
below this curve. Hence, the theory satisfies the WGC, and the states approach the extremal
value for very large charges. This piece of evidence is particularly nice, because it concerns
non-BPS states and not just supersymmetric particles.

Closed string gauge fields in Type II:

In Type II compactifications, there are abelian gauge fields arising from dimensionally re-
ducing the RR and NS 10D gauge potentials. They always come together with charged states
coming from wrapping D-branes and NS5-branes. In supersymmetric compactifications, some-
times it is somewhat automatic that the WGC is satisfied because the BPS states themselves
saturate the WGC. In this way, the WGC can be thought of as an anti-BPS bound, although
this will be explained in more detail in section 5.8. For example, the supersymmetric mass
MDp of a brane wrapping the cycle γp is given, according to the DBI action, by the string
scale over the string coupling times the volume that it is wrapping Vγ

MDp(γp) = 2π
Ms

gs
Vγ . (5.20)
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Figure 10: Graph of charge q versus mass M , where the line indicates the extremality bound
for non-BPS BHs, and the marks represent non-BPS states of the theory.

In 4d Planck units this becomes

MDp(γp) =
√
πMp

Vγ
V , (5.21)

where V is the overall volume of the compactification space. Notice that any time we are
checking a Swampland conjecture, it is very important to go to the Einstein frame, and write
every mass in Planck units. Hence, when talking about light states in the Swampland program,
we always refer to light with respect to the Planck mass. One might think that, since the
mass is proportional to the volume of the cycle, maybe we can violate the WGC by making
this cycle very large, so the state becomes very massive. However, this will also change the
gauge coupling as the gauge field comes from dimensionally reducing Cp+1 on the same cycle
γp. In fact, if the state is BPS, in the asymptotic weak coupling limit the gauge coupling has
the same dependence than the mass in Planck units,

MDp(γp)

Mp
∼ g (5.22)

saturating the WGC. A proper analysis requires the inclusion of scalars in the extremality
bound, which is postponed to section 5.7. It will also be discussed in detail in section 6.5.1.

Open string gauge fields:

If we instead focus on open string gauge fields, one could try to play the same game. So,
given some branes with a gauge field living on them, we can have strings suspended between
the branes, giving rise to charged states, see figure 11. One could try to violate the WGC in
this setup by increasing the mass of these charged states. This can be done by increasing the
distance between the branes as the mass of the charged strings is proportional to the distance.
Unlike in the previous setup with closed string gauge fields, here the gauge coupling remains
constant, as it is not sensitive to the distance between branes. However, in a compact space,
it is not possible to increase the distance between the branes as much as we want without
also increasing the overall volume of the compactification space. Increasing the overall volume
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decreases the gravitational strength, since it results in a larger value for the Planck mass.
For this reason, there is a maximum value of the mass measured in Planck units that can
be attained by increasing the distance between branes, implying that beyond that point, the
charge to mass ratio in Planck units remains constant

QMp

m
∼ const. . (5.23)

Figure 11: Open string suspended between a set of D-branes.

Upon compactification to lower dimensions, there is a richer set of possible limits that
one can take varying both the mass and the charge. We could think of violating the WGC
by sending a gauge coupling to zero and parametrically decreasing the charge of any state.
Consider for example the open string gauge fields from a stack of D7-branes wrapping some
divisor (co-dimension 1 subvariety) CA in an F-theory compactification. We can send the
gauge coupling to zero by sending the volume of this divisor to infinity,

1

gD7
∼ vol(CA)→∞ . (5.24)

However, we are going to run into the same above problems of increasing the overall volume
and decreasing Mp, unless we are able to engineer a so-called equi-dimensional limit, in which
the overall volume does not change. This is possible by simultaneously decreasing the volume
of another cycle CB while increasing the volume of CA, so that the overall volume V is kept
fixed, i.e.

vol(CA)→∞ , vol(CB)→ 0 , s.t. V ∼ const. (5.25)

However, as shown in [33], the curve CB will have a non-zero intersection with CA, and a
D3-brane wrapping CB will give rise to a string charged under the D7-brane gauge sector
whose tension is proportional to the volume of CB. The mass of the string excitation modes
will then go to zero,

MD3(CB) ∼ vol(CB)→ 0 (5.26)

as gD7 → 0, in a way consistent with the WGC. See figure 12 for an illustration. Hence, once
again, the WGC is satisfied; in this case, thanks to the presence of the string modes arising
from a wrapping D3-brane. This example will be discussed in more detail in section 6.5.2.

These examples are intended to give some intuition for how string theory typically defeats
our attempts to violate the WGC. We will get deeper into these examples and the geometric
structures underlying the relations between the charges and masses in section 6.5.
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D7-branes

D3-branes

Figure 12: Equi-dimensional limit. In order for the overall volume to remain finite while the
volume of the divisor CA goes to infinity, there must exist another curve CB which intersects
CA and whose volume goes to zero. The gauge coupling of the D7-brane gauge sector wrapping
CA will go to zero while the tension of a D3-brane wrapping CB will also go to zero.

5.4 Multiple Gauge Fields and the Convex Hull Condition

So far we have discussed the WGC in the presence of a single gauge field, but how does one
properly define the conjecture in the presence of several gauge fields? One could have guessed
that it is enough to require the existence of a particle for each gauge field with a charge to
mass ratio bigger than the extremality bound, but this turns out not to be sufficient. Instead,
the correct generalization is a requirement known as the Convex Hull Condition.

Convex Hull WGC

For multiple U(1) gauge fields, the WGC is satisfied if the convex hull of the charge to
mass ratio ~z = ~Q/m of all the states contains the extremal region [34].

Consider the example of two U(1)s, shown in the plot in figure 13. If we determine the
extremal region, i.e. the region in this plane that allows for BHs to exist, and plot the charge
to mass ratio ~z of all the states, then the requirement is that the convex hull of the charge to
mass ratio of the states in the theory includes the extremal region. This ensures that there is
always some particle with a charge to mass ratio bigger than the extremality factor along any
rational direction of the charge space.

Here we see that having a set of states saturating the WGC separately for each gauge field
would cut into the extremal region, see figure 14, so it is not enough to satisfy the Convex
Hull Condition. Therefore, the Convex Hull Condition is clearly a stronger statement than
requiring the WGC to be satisfied for each U(1). Essentially this condition allows BHs with
any charge under both gauge fields to decay. This puts non-trivial constraints on the EFTs.

The extremal region is sometimes called a unit ball, since for simplicity we tend to set
the charge to mass ratio of an extremal black hole to 1. This terminology can be somewhat
confusing because, first, the extremal region is not necessarily of radius one (it is some O(1)
constant), and, second, when scalar fields are present it is not necessarily even a ball. The
extremal region can then be an ellipse or have straight lines, as discussed in section 5.7.
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Extremal region
z1

z2

Figure 13: Plot of charge to mass ratios ~z = (z1, z2) of a set of states for two U(1) gauge fields.
The extremal region is indicated in gray. It is contained in the convex hull of the charge to
mass ratios of the states, indicated by the black lines. The WGC is satisfied.

z1

z2

Figure 14: Plot of charge to mass ratios ~z = (z1, z2) of two states saturating the WGC for the
U(1)(1) and U(1)(2) gauge fields, separately. The extremal region is shown in gray, and the
convex hull of the charge to mass ratios of the states is indicated by the black line. The WGC
convex hull condition is not satisfied.

5.5 Strong Versions of the WGC

One of the main open questions in the WGC is: how do we identify which states satisfy
the WGC? This question is very important in order to be able to derive phenomenological
implications of the conjecture. The formulation of the conjecture given so far contains no
statement, or even indication, of whether there should be one or several states satisfying the
WGC, if they need to be very light, have a very small charge, or the biggest charge to mass
ratio, etc.. In this sense, there is a mild version and many strong versions of the WGC.
The mild version simply says that there must be some state (any state) that satisfies the
WGC. It can even be above the EFT cut-off, so in this form the conjecture does not have
any implications at low energies. Contrary to this, the strong versions specify which state(s)
should satisfy the WGC. Such refinements typically imply particles below the cut-off, leading
to potential phenomenological constraints.

For this purpose, a lot of the recent research has precisely been dedicated to understand-
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ing this question, by investigating the structure of the states satisfying the WGC in string
theory setups. In fact, there was an attempt in the original paper to get a strong version of
the conjecture, by identifying the WGC-particle with the lightest one, the one with smallest
charge, or the one with the biggest charge to mass ratio. However, these stronger versions are
not well-defined in the presence of several gauge fields. At the moment the available strong
versions that are consistent with everything we know and any string theory example are the
Sublattice WGC [28, 29, 35] or the Tower WGC [26], which require the states satisfying the
WGC to form a (full dimensional) sublattice of the charge lattice or a tower, respectively.
The two proposals are very similar, however it is slightly stronger to require a sublattice of
superextremal states than requiring a tower. It is also expected that the conjectures might be
satisfied by unstable resonances but not by multiparticle states.

Sublattice/Tower WGC

For every site ~q of the charge lattice, there is a positive integer n such that there is a
superextremal state with charge n~q satisfying the WGC. This integer can depend on ~q
for the Tower version, while it is universal for the Sublattice.

The main motivation for these proposals comes from demanding that the WGC is consis-
tent under dimensional reduction [35]. Starting from a theory with a single particle satisfying
the WGC, when this theory is dimensionally reduced it can result in an EFT that does not
satisfy the WGC anymore. On the other hand, starting with a sublattice (or an infinite tower)
of states satisfying the WGC ensures that the dimensionally reduced theory will also satisfy
the WGC. So it is exactly this consistency under dimensional reduction that requires the ex-
istence of infinitely many states satisfying the WGC in the original theory. Arguments from
unitarity and causality [26] motivate the weaker version in which an infinite tower (instead of
a sublattice) suffices, which also relates to the Distance Conjecture as discussed in section 6.4.
However, up to now, there is no known string theory counterexample to the Sublattice WGC
(see though [36] for a potential candidate). In the following, we will see two key examples that
were important in motivating these stronger versions, based on consistency under dimensional
reduction.

Kaluza-Klein circle compactification:

Consider a theory with a U(1) gauge field and some particle that satisfies the WGC, so
that it has charge to mass ratio

z0 =
q0

m0
≥ 1 . (5.27)

Dimensionally reducing the theory by compactifying on a circle S1
R of radius R, will give rise

to a lower dimensional U(1) gauge field, as well as an extra Kaluza-Klein (KK) U(1) gauge
field. The zero mode of the original particle with charge to mass ratio z0 will still satisfy the
WGC for the U(1) gauge field in lower dimensions. There will also be states charged under
the extra U(1), namely the KK modes with

m2
KK = m2

0 +
q2
KK

R2
, gKK =

1

R
(5.28)
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and qKK = n with n being an integer. So here we see that, if there are massless states in the
original theory (i.e. m0 = 0), the KK modes of these massless states are going to saturate
the WGC for the KK gauge field, since their mass will be equal to their charge. Thus, it is
automatic in a KK compactification, that the KK modes of e.g. the graviton saturate the
WGC.

However, we have learned that in the presence of multiple U(1) gauge fields, we must
impose a stronger condition than satisfying the WGC for each U(1). We must require that
the Convex Hull Condition is satisfied. In the lower dimensional theory, the charge to mass
ratio vector of the KK modes of the original WGC-satisfying particle is given by

~z = (zU(1), zKK) =
(q0, qKK/R)√
m2

0 + q2
KK/R

2
, (5.29)

as they are charged both under the original U(1) gauge field and the KK photon. If we plot
this charge to mass ratio in the two directions spanned by the KK photon and the original
gauge field, we get figure 15. We can see that the states lie on an ellipsoid satisfying

z2
U(1)/z

2
0 + z2

KK = 1 , (5.30)

outside the extremal region. However, since they only populate a finite region of the ellipsoid,
they are not always enough to satisfy the WGC as their convex hull can cut the extremal
region as represented in figure 15. It can be checked that the convex hull WGC will only be
satisfied if the following relation holds,(

m0R
2
)
≥ 1

4z2
0

(
z2

0 − 1
)
. (5.31)

This implies that the Convex Hull Condition is violated unless the radius is very large or we
started with a very superextremal particle. Otherwise, the dimensionally reduced theory will
violate the WGC, even if it was satisfied in higher dimensions.

0

1
23· · ·

zU(1)

zKK

Figure 15: Plot of charge to mass ratios ~z = (zU(1), zKK) of KK modes of a particle charged
under a higher dimensional U(1) gauge field and originally satifying the WGC z0 > 1 in higher
dimensions. The extremal region is indicated in gray. The states are labelled by qKK = n ∈ Z.
The WGC is not satisfied in the lower dimensional theory.

The solution that was proposed in [35] was to start with a tower of states satisfying the
WGC already the original theory in higher dimensions instead of a single particle. This tower
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will then give rise to lower dimensional states that will exactly lie on the extremal region,
filling the entire ball and satisfying the Convex Hull Condition in lower dimensions.

It is an interesting proposal, because this is in fact the way in which the WGC is satisfied
in typical string theory compactifications. Take e.g. the case of Type IIA string theory on
a circle, which has the C1 gauge field as well as a KK photon. To satisfy the Convex Hull
WGC we need to have not just one particle but a charged tower under C1 in the original
10d theory. This tower of particles is precisely the tower of D0-branes, which are the KK
modes from M-theory. So precisely because Type IIA already has this tower of charged states
(which signals the extra M-theory direction when taking the strong coupling limit), the WGC
continues to be satisfied under dimensional reduction to 9d. There are many more examples
of this phenomenon in string theory, where not only one state but towers of them satisfy the
WGC. Furthermore, if one focuses on toroidal compactifications, one finds that there is a su-
perextremal state for each point of the entire charge lattice. This provides a stronger version
of the Completeness Hypothesis. However, in more general situations, only a sublattice is
populated by superextremal states, as explained next.

Toroidal Orbifold Compactifications:

Consistency under dimensional reduction was first used to formulate a Lattice WGC (since
toroidal compactifications always give rise to a lattice), but in [29] it was shown, by studying
toroidal orbifold compactifications, that only a sublattice of states satisfies the WGC. Consider
a toroidal orbifold e.g.

T 3/Z2 × Z′2 , (5.32)

where each Z2 acts freely, so we mod out by a “rototranslation” symmetry. Compactification
on the three-torus gives rise to a set of KK U(1) gauge fields

KK photons of T 3 : Wµ , Yµ , Zµ . (5.33)

However, due to the orbifold, one of the KK photons, say Wµ, is projected out. The corre-
sponding KK modes stay, which has non-trivial implications. In fact, the KK modes associated
to odd charge nY under Yµ receive a contribution from the KK modes of Wµ, so that these odd
charge states are actually subextremal. Hence, it is only a sublattice of states (with even nY
charge) that satisfy the WGC. This was the first example to suggest the idea of the sublattice,
confirmed by the results using modular invariance of the CFT [28].

5.5.1 Species Bound Cut-Off

When there is not just one but infinitely many weakly coupled states, e.g. a sublattice or
tower of states, becoming light, this implies a drastic breakdown of the EFT by quantum
gravitational effects. Therefore, there is a natural QG cut-off associated to a tower of states
known as the Species Bound [37–40].

The basic idea is that gravity becomes strongly coupled if there are too many light fields.
Assuming that perturbative techniques work, one can check that the graviton propagator gets
renormalized due to the presence of light degrees of freedom, so the QG cut-off is actually
given by

ΛQG =
Mp

N1/d−2
, (5.34)
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where d is the spacetime dimension and N is the number of light species. Hence, the QG
cut-off is smaller than the Planck scale, so quantum gravitational effects become important
earlier than one would naively expect. The same species bound has been motivated using
non-perturbative arguments based on black hole physics [38,39].

For a tower of states, the number of light species, i.e. how many states there are below
ΛQG, is related to the mass gap of the tower as follows,

N =
ΛQG

∆m
. (5.35)

Plugging this into (5.34) one finds that the species scale behaves as

ΛQG = M
d−2
d−1
p (∆m)

1
d−1 . (5.36)

When the full tower is getting light, they are also getting more degenerate in mass, so the QG
cut-off goes to zero. If the states in the tower saturate the WGC, the mass gap is proportional
to the gauge coupling

∆m ∼ g , (5.37)

so the QG cut-off scales with a power of the gauge coupling itself,

ΛQG ∼ g
1
d−1M

d−2
d−1
p . (5.38)

Therefore, we see that this QG cut-off goes to zero as the gauge coupling goes to zero. This
situation is similar to what we encountered in the magnetic WGC, but here the cut-off is not
motivated by the presence of monopoles, but by the infinite tower of states that are becoming
light. Unlike for the magnetic cut-off, this truly signals a drastic break down of the effective
field theory by quantum gravitational effects.

ΛQG

M

∆m

Figure 16: Tower of states separated by a mass gap ∆m in a theory with cut-off ΛQG.

5.6 Phenomenological Implications

Among all the possible phenomenological implications of the Weak Gravity Conjecture and
its refined versions, let us discuss one that triggered the renewed great deal of activity on
the Swampland program in the past five years. We are talking about the implications for
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large field inflation, more specifically in the context of natural inflation. This was triggered
by the following works [41–43] in response to the increased amount of research on large field
inflationary models originated from the BICEP2 announcement about primordial gravitational
waves.

Recall that the WGC should apply not only to particles, but to any kind of state that is
charged under a p-form gauge field. According to this, for any p-form gauge field there should
exist a (p − 1)-dimensional state whose charge to mass ratio is greater than or equal to the
one of the extremal (p− 1) black brane. One can apply this for axions, that are 0-form gauge
fields. The WGC for axions implies that there must exist an instanton with quantized charge
q whose action satisfies

S . q
Mp

f
. (5.39)

Here, we have used that the equivalent of the mass for an instanton is its action, and that the
gauge coupling of an axion is the inverse of its decay constant, f . The twiddle in the inequality
is due to the lack of extremal solutions for instantons. Since there is no known way to define an
extremality bound in this case, the previous bound actually contains an undetermined order
one factor.

In natural inflation scenarios, an axion slowly rolls down a non-perturbative potential
generated by instantons. It takes the form

V (φ) ∼ e−S cos

(
2πφ

f

)
, (5.40)

where we have assumed that the leading contribution comes from a charge one instanton and
we have neglected the higher harmonics contributions, which are suppressed with respect to
the fundamental one. Looking at this expression, we see that the field range available for
inflation is of the order of the decay constant. Notice that, if the leading contribution comes
from an instanton with quantized charge q greater than one, this field range is smaller, so in
general ∆φ . f .

It is important to take into account that (5.40) applies in the diluted instanton gas ap-
proximation, which requires that S & 1 to keep control of the instanton expansion. Moreover,
if this condition is relaxed in some model, the higher harmonics that we previously neglected
will not be suppressed enough anymore and will reduce the field range available for inflation
(see figure 17). So the maximum field range is attainable by having the non-perturbative
potential generated by a charge one instanton with S & 1.

If this instanton satisfies the WGC, we can combine this condition on the action S & 1
with the WGC bound (5.39), obtaining

∆φ . f .Mp , (5.41)

which means that transplanckian axionic excursions, and consequently, natural (large field)
inflation, is disfavoured by the WGC. Of course what we are considering here is only the
simplest case which includes a single axion. One can use the convex hull WGC to place
bounds on models with several axions, including N-flation and alignment models.

A loophole in this argumentation is to be noted. It could be the case that the instanton
satisfying the WGC is not the one contributing the dominant piece of the potential for inflation.
This could happen if both the action S and the quantized charge q of the WGC-satisfying
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Figure 17: Non-perturbative potential for the axion. The plain line is the fundamental har-
monic contribution while the dashed one includes the first higher harmonic correction. Left:
The action is larger than one so the correction does not modify the field range available for
inflation. Right: For small action the corrections spoil the monotonicity of the potential,
shortening the field range for inflation.

instanton are larger than the ones corresponding to the instanton generating the inflationary
potential. In this way, the exponential suppression in (5.40) is greater for the WGC instanton,
but the field range is instead bounded by

∆φ . f . qMp , (5.42)

where we have considered the best case scenario in which the instanton generating the potential
has unit charge. So a transplanckian field range is allowed if the charge of the WGC-satisfying
instanton is q > 1. However, this requires a somewhat unnatural scenario in which the charge
to mass ratio of the WGC instanton is bigger than for the light instanton generating the
potential, which goes against the monotonicity found in string theory examples and which is
explained in figure 10. Nonetheless, we cannot discard this scenario (see e.g. [44]).

Thus we have seen that the mild version of the WGC, in which it is not specified which
instanton should satisfy the WGC, is not enough to rule out large field inflation. In order to
determine meaningful constraints, some strong version of the WGC is needed. For instance, if
the full lattice of WGC states is present, the unit charge one will imply an important constraint
for large field inflation. But if only a sublattice is required, as the index of the lattice grows, the
quantized charge of the first state satisfying the WGC grows and the constraint gets weaker.
If this index is very large, the implications stop being relevant for constraining large field
inflation. This is why constraining the index of the sublattice is one of the most important
open questions of research in the WGC. All known string theory examples have an index of
order one, but we are lacking a fundamental universal bound. This issue is highly linked to
the question of the maximum rank for discrete symmetries; a large sublattice index hints at
a large discrete symmetry. However, this rank is expected to be bounded in order to avoid a
global symmetry.
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5.7 The Weak Gravity Conjecture with Scalar Fields

The presence of massless scalar fields strongly affects the WGC bounds. As discussed in sec-
tion 5.1, without scalar fields, there are two different but equivalent interpretations of the
WGC. We could either think of it as a super-extremality condition or a repulsive force con-
dition in the sense that the gauge repulsion is stronger than the gravity attraction over two
equal states. However, these two conditions will not be equivalent any more in the presence
of massless scalar fields. Clearly, the second condition gets modified due to the presence of
additional scalar forces, and the extremality bound is also sensitive to the contribution from
massless scalars. The current convention is to still identify the WGC with a superextremality
condition, while the the second interpretation receives the name of the Repulsive Force Con-
dition.

• WGC (superextremality condition):

Given some p-form gauge field, ∃ a superextremal state satisfying

Q2 ≥ γ(φi)M
2 , (5.43)

where the massless scalars {φi} can also contribute to the extremality factor γ(φi). Recall
that this factor is the charge to mass ratio of an extremal black hole in that theory. For
instance, a famous example is a dilatonic black hole, which is an extremal black hole
solution in an Einstein-Maxwell-dilaton theory in which the gauge kinetic function of
the gauge fields is parametrized by (canonically normalised) massless scalars as follows,

L ⊃ 1

2g2
0

eαiφiF 2
p+1 . (5.44)

The scalars induce an additional contribution to the charge to mass ratio of the extremal
black holes, so the WGC becomes

Q2Md−2
p ≥

( |~α|2
2

+
p(d− p− 2)

d− 2

)
T 2 (5.45)

with Q = qg0. By comparing to (5.3) we can see that there is an extra term proportional
to the scalar couplings ~α := {αi} in (5.44).

The generalization to multi-fields will again involve a convex hull condition as in section
5.4. However, notice that the extremal region will no longer be a unit ball but will de-
pend on the scalar contribution. For states that are mutually BPS, the extremal region
becomes an ellipse, while for states that are non-mutually BPS it develops straight lines.
The take-home message is that, in order to check the WGC, it is essential to first know
the charge to mass ratio of extremal black holes in that theory, which can vary extremely
from one theory to another if massless scalar fields are present.

• Repulsive Force Condition (RFC):
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Given some p-form gauge field, ∃ a state which is self-repulsive, namely the gauge re-
pulsion between two copies of the state acts stronger than the sum of the gravitational
and scalar interactions [45,46], i.e.

Fgauge ≥ Fgravity + Fscalar , (5.46)

In a d-dimensional theory, each of these forces for a particle of mass m and gauge charge
Q take the following form

Fgauge =
Q2

rd−2
, Fgravity =

m2

Md−2
p rd−2

d− 3

d− 2
, Fscalar =

µ2

Md−2
p rd−2

, (5.47)

where µ is the scalar Yukawa charge. The scalar Yukawa force emerges whenever the
mass m of the state is parametrized by a massless scalar φ, as we can always expand the
mass term as follows,

L ⊃ m2(φ)χ2 =
(
m2

0 + 2m0(∂φm)φ
)
χ2 + . . . , (5.48)

where the scalar Yukawa charge is then given by µ = ∂φm. For the case of a particle in
four dimensions, the RFC in (5.46) reads

Q2M2
p ≥

1

2
m2 + gij(∂φim)(∂φjm)M2

p , (5.49)

where we have allowed for the presence of multiple scalars with inverse field metric gij .
This condition was first proposed in [45] as the proper interpretation of the WGC in the
presence of scalar fields, and later named as the RFC in [46].

For a p-form gauge field, we can generalize (5.47) and derive the existence of a (p− 1)-
brane of tension T satisfying

fabqaqb ≥ gij(∂φiT )(∂φjT ) +
p(d− p− 2)

d− 2
T 2 , (5.50)

where we have written explicitly the gauge charge in terms of the inverse gauge kinetic
function fab and gauge quantized charges qa.

Note that (5.45) and (5.50) are identical apart from the contribution from the massless
scalars. In the WGC, the scalars contribute through the dependence in the gauge kinetic func-
tion; while in the RFC, they enter through the behaviour of the mass/tension. Consequently,
it seems we now have two different bounds, so which one is realised in quantum gravity? This
is an open question, although there is no known counterexample for any of the two conditions
in string theory, so it might be that both are realised. In fact, although seemingly different,
they coincide in many cases. For instance, string theory evidence shows that they are fulfilled
by the same states at the weak coupling limits g → 0 [47, 48]. Furthermore, extremal BPS
states saturate both conditions, as by definition they satisfy a no-force condition. In these
cases, the charges and masses are related such that the scalar contributions in (5.45) and
(5.50) become equal. This is in fact related to the sharpening of the WGC discussed in the
next section.
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5.8 Sharpening the WGC and BPS states

A sharpening of the WGC was proposed in [49]:

Sharpening of the WGC

The WGC can only be saturated by BPS states in a supersymmetric theory.

This has important implications for the stability of non-susy vacua, as discussed in section
8.1. The idea is that only supersymmetry can guarantee an exact equality relating the mass
and charge of a state. Otherwise, one should expect quantum corrections preventing these
physical quantities from saturating the WGC bound. In the following, we will summarize some
examples from string theory compactifications that support this sharpening. Unfortunately,
the evidence is scarce. This is due to the difficulties in computing the mass of non-BPS states.

• The first typical example is the toroidal compactification of heterotic string theory, dis-
cussed in section 5.3.1. In this setup, we can compute the whole spectrum perturbatively
including non-BPS states. These states do not saturate the WGC as their mass is strictly
smaller than the charge,

m2
non-BPS =

2

α′
(
|q2| − 2

)
<

2

α′
|q2| = M2

BH , (5.51)

as given in (5.19). Indeed, by comparing to the charge to mass ratio of the extremal
non-BPS black hole solutions of the theory, these states are superextremal. This is why
they lie below the extremal curve in figure 10.

• Another example are the exictation modes of strings becoming tensionless at the weak
coupling limit of gauge field theories in F-theory CY3 compactifications. The string arises
from wrapping a D3-brane on a shrinking curve. This example was briefly discussed in
section 5.3.1 and we will have a more detailed explanation in section 6.5.2. The string
spectrum is given by non-BPS states satisfying

g2q2 = m2 + 4jg2 > m2 , (5.52)

where m and q are the mass and quantized charge of the state, g the gauge coupling
and j some integer depending on some intersection number defined below (6.34). Again,
these states are superextremal with respect to the black hole extremality bound, which
in the weak coupling limit coincides with a no-force condition.

• Higher derivative corrections to non-BPS black holes in heterotic string theory also
motivate the sharpening of the WGC. The corrections go in the direction of increasing
the charge to mass ratio of small black holes, so they satisfy the strict inequality of the
WGC.

• Consider some supersymmetric theory with massless scalar fields, so they contribute
to the extremality bound as given in (5.45). Upon compactification, if supersymmetry
is preserved, the scalar contribution |α|2 changes in such a way as to compensate the
variation of the second term in (5.45) due to the change in the space-time dimension.
This way, a particle saturating the WGC in higher dimensions will also saturate it
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in lower dimensions. However, if supersymmetry is broken while compactifying, the
scalars will typically get a mass, so they will not contribute to the extremality bound
anymore, since α = 0. Hence, the charge to mass ratio of extremal black holes decreases,
and a previously extremal particle will become superextremal with respect to the new
extremality bound in the lower dimensional non-supersymmetric theory. More generally,
since the scalar contribution to the extremality bound is positive, this helps to make the
states satify the strict inequality when supersymmetry gets broken and the states are
no longer BPS.

All the previous items are examples of non-BPS states satisfying the strict inequality of the
WGC, and not saturating it, in agreement with the sharpening of the WGC above, according
to which, only BPS states could exactly saturate the WGC. If that happens, then the BPS
state is saturating both the WGC and the RFC (as it feels no force), so the scalar contributions
in (5.45) and (5.50) coincide. One should keep in mind, though, that it is not necessary for
a BPS state to saturate the WGC; there are examples of non-extremal BPS states near finite
distance singularities of the moduli space, e.g. conifold singularities. Contrary, BPS states
becoming light at the infinite field distance singularities are typically extremal [48].

If the sharpening of the WGC is true, it predicts interesting conditions on the geometry of
string theory compactifications. For instance, take M-theory compactified on K3 where M2-
branes can wrap non-holomorphic curves, so the resulting states are non-BPS. Then, validity
of the sharpened version of the conjecture implies that the mass associated to the area of
two-cycles has to be smaller than the charge which can be obtained by integrating the Kähler
class over the two-cycle. A check of this geometric statement would provide a robust piece
of evidence for the sharpened WGC. Another example would be to consider M-theory on G2
manifolds. Since the resulting 4d theory is N = 1, the particles are non-BPS. According to
the sharpened WGC, these states should satisfy only the strict inequality of the WGC.

5.9 Open Questions

Here, to conclude the WGC, we mention some of the key open questions as well as some
generalizations and other current avenues of research that we did not cover in these lectures:

• WGC version for discrete gauge symmetries. Some proposals have appeared, see e.g. [50]
and ZK Weak coupling conjecture in [51].

• Bottom-up motivation of the WGC for axions and low codimension objects. There are
no extremal black hole solutions of such dimensionalities, so the motivation for the WGC
based on black hole physics is missing in these cases.

• Very little evidence in non-susy setups.

• Better understanding of the interplay between the extremality bound, the BPS bound
and the repulsive force condition.

• What is the exact strong version of the WGC realized in string theory? If it is the
sublattice WGC, is there any upper bound on the sublattice index?

38



• Possible loophole: WGC under Higgsing, see e.g. [52]. The WGC might not be satisfied
in the IR upon Higgsing even if satisfied in the UV, unless the amount of Higgsing is
also constrained by quantum gravity.

• Can we rigorously prove any fundamental inconsistency with having stable non-BPS
black holes?

• WGC in AdSd+1/CFTd for d > 2. The evidence for the WGC using modular invariance
only applies for d = 2.

• WGC in de Sitter space, see e.g. [53].

6 Swampland Distance Conjecture

We now turn to discuss the Distance Conjecture, which plays a central role in the Swampland
program as it comes with many interesting relations to the other Swampland conjectures.

6.1 Asymptotic Limits in Moduli Space

In string theory every coupling, mass, etc., is controlled by the vacuum expectation value
(vev) of some scalar fields. They are called moduli as they are massless before adding fluxes
or other ingredients to the compactification manifold. From the 10d perspective, they control
the size and shape of the extra dimensions. This motivates the common lore that there are
no free parameters3 in string theory, but all of them are dynamical.

Different effective field theories can be explored by moving in this moduli space. For
example, one may try to move towards a point in which a global symmetry is restored, by
e.g. sending some gauge coupling to zero. This case is particularly interesting, since global
symmetries are forbidden in Quantum Gravity, so something dramatic is expected to happen
when approaching such a limit. Leaving its definition for later, let us recall that the moduli
space is naturally equipped with a Riemannian metric. The obvious way in which the theory
is protected against restoring a global symmetry in this way is that, according to this metric,
weak coupling limits are at infinite field distance in moduli space. But this is not the end of the
story. One would expect the effective field theory description to continuously break down as
the approximate global symmetry looks more and more exact as we move towards the infinite
distance loci. This is precisely the behaviour predicted e.g. by the magnetic version of the
WGC or the species bound for the WGC tower, since the EFT cut-off will fall down to zero
as the gauge coupling goes to zero.

It is worth noting that the cut-off decreasing is purely a quantum gravity mechanism.
From the Quantum Field Theory perspective, even if the point with vanishing gauge coupling
is unreachable since it is at infinite distance, there seems to be nothing wrong with being as
close as possible. In fact, it is precisely in these weak coupling limits where we have good
control of the EFT, so a tiny gauge coupling is very appealing from a bottom-up perspective.
However, restoring a global symmetry is strictly forbidden in quantum gravity and, as a
consequence, the effective field theory description should break down in a continuous way by
quantum gravitational effects when taking these infinite distance limits.

3This is actually related to the absence of (−1)-form global symmetries, where the role of the symmetry
current is played by the parameter.
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We could try to run a similar argument when taking other limits restoring other types
of global symmetries. Or more generally, we could wonder what happens when approaching
any infinite distance boundary in moduli space. Does the EFT always break down? And if
so, what is the mechanism introduced by QG so that it happens? This is quantified by the
Swampland Distance Conjecture (SDC), to which this section is devoted.

6.2 Swampland Distance Conjecture

Consider a D-dimensional effective field theory coupled to Einstein gravity and with some
moduli space M parametrized by massless scalar fields. The action includes the term

S ⊃MD−2
p

∫
dDx
√
−h
(
R

2
− 1

2
gij∂µφ

i∂µφj
)
, (6.1)

where gij is identified as the metric in moduli space.
The first statement of this conjecture is that the moduli space is non-compact. Starting

from a point P ∈ M, there always exist another point Q ∈ M at infinite geodesic distance
d(P,Q). Note that a point is at infinite distance if every trajectory approaching the point has
infinite length. One typical example in string theory compactifications is the decompactifica-
tion limit. The second and more important statement describes what happens if we try to
approach some point at infinite field distance:

Conjecture 6: Swampland Distance Conjecture

There is an infinite tower of states that becomes exponentially light at any infinite field
distance limit as

M(Q) ∼M(P ) e−λ∆φ when ∆φ→∞, (6.2)

in terms of the geodesic field distance ∆φ ≡ d(P,Q) [54].

Figure 18: Left: Pictorial representation of quantum gravity moduli space with several asymp-
totic limits at infinite distance. Right: Quantum gravity cut-off falling exponentially with the
geodesic distance as we approach an infinite distance point, due to the tower of states predicted
by the SDC.
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The exponential rate λ, apart from being positive, is not specified by the conjecture. It
is expected to be an O (1) constant, as otherwise it could spoil the exponential behaviour,
but its origin is not known. In fact, determining how small this parameter can be is the
main open question about the SDC, and we will see that significant progress on this has been
achieved in certain string theory setups. Concrete lower bounds have also been proposed in
the literature [48, 55–57] and will be discussed later. Clearly, having an unspecified factor in
the conjecture is not satisfactory; we would like to be able to compute it from first principles
or effective field theory data. This was the case for the WGC, in which the order one factor
is specified in terms of the extremality bound for black holes.

The infinite tower of states is weakly coupled and signals the breakdown of the effective
field theory, as it is impossible to have an effective field theory description weakly coupled
to Einstein gravity with infinitely many light degrees of freedom. Hence, there is a quantum
gravity cut-off associated to the infinite tower of states, which decreases exponentially in terms
of the proper field distance,

ΛQG = Λ0 e
−λ∆φ , (6.3)

as represented in figure 18. For simplicity, here we are taking this cut-off to coincide with the
first state of the tower. But a more accurate way of defining it is via the species bound cut-off
given in (5.36), whose exponential rate will differ from λ by an order one factor depending on
the space-time dimension.

An immediate consequence is that effective field theories are only valid for finite scalar
field variations. From (6.3) and taking into account that Λ0 ≤Mp one gets

∆φ ≤ 1

λ
log

Mp

Λ
, (6.4)

which is telling us that the maximum field variation actually depends on the cut-off of the
effective field theory. This means that the higher the cut-off or the process changing the vev of
the scalar, the smaller is the maximum field distance that can be described within the effective
field theory. This statement has direct implications for inflation that will be discussed later.
Notice that this correlation between the cut-off and the maximum field range is intrinsically
quantum gravitational, as these two quantities are a priori unrelated from a QFT perspective.

6.3 Examples and Connection to String Dualities

The prototypical example of how the SDC is realized is a KK circle compactification of string
theory to d space-time dimensions. Taking r to be the modulus controlling the radius of the
circle one finds:

S ⊃Md−2
p

∫
ddx
√
−h
(
R

2
− 1

2

d− 1

d− 2

(∂r)2

r2

)
(6.5)

where we show only the Einstein-Hilbert term and the kinetic term for the modulus r. There
are thus two limits at infinite distance, small radius r → 0 and large radius r → ∞. The
proper field distance is given by the canonically normalized field

∆R =

√
d− 1

d− 2
log r . (6.6)
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Taking the decompactification limit r → ∞ we know that the KK tower becomes light. The
mass of these modes is given by

mKK =
q

r
d−1
d−2

= q e
−
√
d−1
d−2

∆R
, (6.7)

so we indeed find an infinite tower of states becoming exponentially light with the distance,
as required by the SDC. Moreover, in this case we have been able to compute the exponential
rate in terms of the space-time dimension of the effective field theory as

λ =

√
d− 1

d− 2
. (6.8)

As expected, it turns out to be an order one constant.
In the opposite limit at infinite distance r → 0 the KK tower cannot be the one satisfying

the SDC. In this limit it is another infinite tower that is becoming light. These are the
winding modes (wrapping strings) and they present the same behaviour as the KK modes in
the decompactification limit. This leads to the striking observation that in order to satisfy
the SDC in KK compactifications we need extended objects that can wrap some compact
directions and become light in the limit in which they shrink to zero size. For an illustration
of the SDC in this setup see figure 19.

Figure 19: Illustration of the SDC being realized in circle compactifications of string theory.
KK (winding) modes become exponentially light at large (small) radius.

Another interesting feature of this example is that the realization of the SDC is inexorably
linked to the existence of a T-duality involving both limits and their tower of states. When
the radius becomes small we can go to the dual description in which the radius is again large
and the winding modes are exchanged by a KK tower becoming light. Notice that going to
the dual description does not help when it comes to saving the effective field theory, but it
can tell us how to resolve it in the full Quantum Gravity theory. In this case it is telling us
that we have to grow a new extra dimension to resolve the singular limit.

It is very common in string theory that a dual description arises in these asymptotic limits.
Hence, the Distance conjecture can also be understood as a Duality conjecture, in the sense
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that it is predicting the existence of a duality at every infinite distance limit such that the
infinite tower provides the new fundamental (weakly coupled) degrees of freedom of the dual
description. In this fashion, trying to understand why the SDC is true from first principles
in Quantum Gravity is closely related to giving a reason why dualities exist in the first place.
A bottom-up explanation of this feature or of the SDC is missing. Currently, the SDC just
points out a universal feature observed in string theory compactifications, but there is no
clear intuition why it should hold in general in quantum gravity. It is fair to say, though,
that there is so much evidence in support of the conjecture in string theory, that the SDC is
widely accepted in the community. It has also been noted that a possible explanation arises by
connecting the Distance conjecture with the WGC and the absence of global symmetries. This
connection is natural when some global symmetry is restored in the limit at infinite distance,
as was discussed in section 6.1. In the next section we will elaborate more in this direction.

Before moving on, it is worth mentioning a refinement of the SDC regarding the nature
of the tower of states, which also connects with known dualities. This is the Emergent String
Conjecture [58]:

Emergent String Conjecture

Any infinite distance limit is either a decompactification limit or a limit in which there
is a weakly coupled string becoming tensionless.

This means that the leading tower becoming light is either a KK tower (in some appropiate
dual frame) or some string excitation modes, such that the resolution in Quantum Gravity
of the EFT breaking down is given by growing an extra dimension or by considering a string
perturbation theory. The first case is associated to a T-duality while the second one fits with
an S-duality.

Let us show the typical example in which these two possibilities are realised in the same
moduli space. This is the case of type IIA in ten dimensions, whose action in the Einstein
frame contains

S ⊃M8
p

∫
d10x
√
−h
(
R

2
− (∂s)2

4s2

)
, (6.9)

where s is related to the string coupling gs and the 10d dilaton Φ via

s =
1

gs
= e−Φ . (6.10)

We again find two infinite distance limits that correspond to strong (gs →∞) or weak (gs → 0)
string coupling. The proper field distance grows logarithmically with the string coupling in
both limits, ∆φ = 1√

2
log s.

In the strong coupling limit, a tower of D0-branes becomes exponentially light with the
distance. Indeed, a D0-brane becomes massless polynomially with the string coupling as

mD0 ∼
Ms

gs
∼ Mp

g
3/4
s

∼Mp e
− 3
√
2

4
∆φ , (6.11)

which means that they do so exponentially with the proper field distance. Importantly, these
D0-branes are the KK modes of M-theory on S1, and thus we see that this corresponds to a
decompactification limit.
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Contrary, in the weak coupling limit, the string excitations are the modes becoming expo-
nentially light. The mass of these states falls polynomially to 0 as gs → 0,

Ms ∼Mp g
1/4
s ∼Mp e

−
√
2

4
∆φ (6.12)

which again decreases exponentially with the proper field distance. We see that in this case
there is no extra dimension growing up, rather this is the perturbative string limit of Type IIA.
In both cases, as dictated by the SDC, the ten dimensional quantum field theory description
breaks down, and we need to either grow extra dimensions or consider a string theoretical
description of the theory.

The motivation for this refinement of the SDC is example based. So, as with the SDC
itself, there is no known quantum gravity reason why the leading towers should always be KK
modes or a weakly coupled string. For instance, one could a priori expect a limit in which the
tower corresponds to a tensionless membrane. The absence of this type of limits is, though, in
agreement with the lack of a perturbative description for a membrane theory, which has been
extensively searched for in the string theory community.

6.4 Relation to the WGC

As already mentioned in section 6.1, all limits in which a global symmetry is restored because
some gauge coupling vanishes are at infinite field distance in moduli space. The opposite
direction has also been proposed to be true [48] although not proven in general. Interestingly,
in all string theory examples studied so far, there seems to be a global symmetry restored at
infinite distance coming from a p-form gauge coupling going to zero (sometimes also an infinite
order discrete global symmetry appears). The SDC, like the WGC, can then be understood
as a quantum gravity obstruction to restore a global symmetry.

If there is a vanishing p-form gauge coupling in a certain infinite distance limit, charged
states satisfying some tower or sublattice version of the WGC would be the natural candidates
for the SDC tower of states becoming light. And in that case, the exponential rate λ will be
fixed by the black hole extremality bound [47, 48]. Note that even if this charged tower
is not the leading one becoming light, it can be used to put a lower bound on the SDC
exponential rate, as any other fast-decaying tower will have a bigger λ. Thus, this is a very
appealing situation in which the WGC and the SDC merges in one single statement in which
no undetermined order one factors are left.

To give an example, this situation is realized in the previously discussed KK compactifica-
tion on a circle of section 6.3. In this case we have a KK photon whose kinetic gauge function
can be read from

S ⊃ −Md−2
p

∫
ddx
√
−h 1

2
e
−2

√
d−1
d−2

φ
F 2
KK , (6.13)

which supplements the Einstein-Hilbert term and the scalar kinetic term given in (6.5). Here,
φ = log r with r the radius of the circle. This implies that the scalar contribution to the black
hole extremality bound in (5.45) is given by

α = 2

√
d− 1

d− 2
. (6.14)
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By plugging this into (5.45) one finds that the WGC requires the existence of some charge
states satisfying

m2 =
q2

r2
, (6.15)

where q is the quantized charge and we have used that the gauge coupling for the KK photon
is given by g0 = 2

r2Md−2
p

. KK modes are charged under the KK photon and precisely satisfy

(6.15). They also become exponentially light with the proper field distance, as shown in (6.7).
Therefore, a KK tower satisfies simultaneously the WGC and the SDC with an exponential
rate given by λ = α/2, obtained from comparing (6.8) and (6.14).

This matching is actually quite general and will happen whenever the extremality condition
(5.45) and the RFC (5.50) coincide, in the sense that extremal states feel no force. In that
case, the second term on the left hand side of (5.45) is equal to the second term in (5.50),
which is related to the exponential decay rate of the tower. Then, by equating both bounds
for the case of particles, one gets

λ =
α

2
, (6.16)

thus fixing the exponential decay rate in terms of the extremality bound. This merging of the
conjectures has been seen to occur at weak coupling limits of several string theory setups [47,48]
and it is expected to hold whenever there is a gauge coupling vanishing at infinite distance.
If the tower of states of the SDC comes from the excitations of a weakly coupled string, the
exponential rate can be fixed in a similar way by using the WGC for the two-form gauge field
to which it couples.

Hence, the generality of the lower bound for the SDC exponential factor in terms of the
extremality factor in the WGC depends on whether there is always a gauge coupling vanishing
at any infinite distance limit. This has been proposed to be the case in [48] and it is supported
by the string theory evidence and the Emergent String Conjecture. The latter suggests that
we can always use either the extremality bound associated to a KK photon or to a two-form
gauge field for the case of a weakly coupled string, since in both cases their gauge coupling is
going to zero in the asymptotic limit.

There is an alternative connection between the WGC and the SDC which does not require
a gauge coupling vanishing in each infinite distance limit. More specifically, this requires a
version of the WGC dubbed the Scalar WGC that does not even need the presence of a gauge
theory at all to be formulated. It was proposed in [45] and poses that gravity should be weaker
than any scalar force, even if both of them are attractive, so they are not actually competing
with each other. For a particle with mass m, controlled by the vev of some moduli, this
translates into the following condition:

Scalar WGC

Given some EFT weakly coupled to Einstein gravity with some massless scalar fields
φi, there must exist a state with mass m satisfying:

gij ∂im∂jm >
d− 3

d− 2
m2 , (6.17)

where gij is the field metric and d the space-time dimension.
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The above condition can be obtained from simply setting the gauge charge to zero in
(5.49). Unlike the usual WGC, it is not related to any black hole extremality bound, as there
are no extremal black holes with only scalar charge by the no-hair theorem. Therefore, the
motivation in terms of black hole decay is missing, although one could run a similar argument
in terms of gravitational bound states instead of black hole remnants.

Notice that, in order to satisfy this condition at large field distance, the mass of the state
has to decrease exponentially as required for the SDC. Hence, using the scalar WGC one can
also argue for an exponential rate of order one. We would like to remark, though, that the
evidence behind this scalar WGC is very scarce, so it is not on the same level of rigor as the
usual WGC or the SDC. In fact, refinements involving second derivatives of the mass [59–63]
have appeared, which suggests that the simplest form in (6.17) might not be the end of the
story, and a proper formulation of the conjecture (if any) is still a subject for further research.

6.5 String Theory Evidence

The evidence for the SDC comprises a plethora of examples in string theory. Those discussed
in section 6.3 are so simple that the conjecture might look trivial from a string theoretical
perspective. However, in general there are many different infinite distance limits that one can
engineer in more involved compactifications, and how string theory manages to always have
such light towers of states is non-trivial. In fact, testing the SDC against different classes of
models has triggered research in several corners of string theory compactifications, uncovering
very interesting connections to cutting-edge mathematics, such as algebraic geometry and
modular forms.

In the following we will be discussing the setups in which most of the progress testing the
SDC has been made, providing an introduction to the underlying mathematical structures
uncovered on the way. These are supersymmetric compactifications of the following types:

• 4d N = 2 from Type II.

• 5d N = 1 from M-theory and F-theory duals.

• 4d N = 1 from Type II.

In all these examples the towers have been shown to satisfy both the WGC and the SDC.

6.5.1 4d N = 2 Type II Calabi-Yau Compactifications

The moduli space in this class of compactifications is known to be the product of the Kähler
and the complex structure moduli spaces. As a consequence we can study them separately to
leading order. Let us first focus on the vector multiplet moduli space, which is the complex
structure in Type IIB or Kähler in Type IIA.

Infinite (geodesic) distance can only occur when approaching some singularity. Hence,
testing the SDC reduces to studying the physics near singularities in the moduli space. In fact,
it is known that there are always some BPS states becoming massless at the singularities of
the vector multiplet moduli space, so they are perfect candidates for the SDC tower. Note that
one can have different kinds of singularities in moduli space, and not all of them are necessarily
at infinite distance. For instance, the well-known conifold points are indeed singular but at
finite distance. Interestingly, in this case one does not find an infinite number of BPS states
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becoming light, but a finite amount of them. Then, for the singularities at infinite distance
the SDC is predicting that the number of BPS states becoming massless has to actually be
infinite, and this is not trivial at all.

Following [64, 65], let us work with the complex structure moduli space of Type IIB CY3

compactifications. These works constitute a non-trivial test of the SDC, as they show the
existence of an infinite tower of BPS states becoming exponentially light with the distance
at any infinite distance singularity of any Calabi-Yau manifold. Notice that, upon mirror
symmetry, the analysis translates to the Kähler moduli space in Type IIA [66]. First let us
introduce some background about the metric and the set of BPS states which will be relevant
for realizing the SDC.

The vector multiplet moduli space of a Calabi-Yau three-fold is known to be a special
Kähler manifold. This means that the metric is determined by the Kähler potential, which
can be written in terms of a holomorphic (D, 0)-form Ω as follows,

gIJ̄ = ∂zI∂z̄JK , K = − log

(
iD
∫
CYD

Ω ∧ Ω̄

)
, (6.18)

with D = 3 for a CY3. Here, we have chosen a set of complex coordinates zI , known as the
complex structure deformation moduli, that locally parametrise the moduli space. It is always
possible to find an appropiate symplectic basis of three-cycles, such that the Kähler potential
can be written as

K = − log
(
−iD ΠT η Π̄

)
, (6.19)

where η is the symplectic intersection product and Π is a vector containing the periods of Ω
over the basis of three-cycles,

ΠI =

∫
ΓI

Ω . (6.20)

BPS particles can be obtained by wrapping D3-branes on special Lagrangian three-cycles ΓI .
4

Their mass is given by its central charge, which is again determined by the periods as

M = |Z| = eK/2 |qT ηΠ|. (6.21)

Here, q is the vector of quantized charges of the BPS particle with respect to the gauge fields
coming from the dimensional reduction of the Type IIB RR 4-form field,

AI1 =

∫
ΓI

C4 . (6.22)

One could now start testing the SDC case by case, computing the periods Π in different
Calabi-Yau manifolds, but given the incredible amount of them this does not seem like the
best way of gathering evidence for this conjecture. Fortunately, we can do better and give a
systematic approach which is valid for any Calabi-Yau, and may be even more general than
that. In order to do so, we will be using some powerful tools of algebraic geometry and BPS
counting. Namely, we will use theorems of limiting Hodge theory to describe the behaviour
of the periods near any infinite distance loci, and the study of walls of marginal stability to
count the number of BPS states becoming light.

4In the IIA mirror, they correspond to bound states of D0 and D2-branes wrapping two-cycles.
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The key ingredient of this analysis are the monodromy transformations. As mentioned
before, we are interested in approaching singularities in moduli space that are at infinite
distance. It turns out that the periods undergo a monodromy transformation when circling
around the singularity. That is, choosing some special complex coordinates, zI , for which the
singularity is located at zi → i∞, the periods transform as

Π(..., zi + 1, ...) = Ti Π(..., zi + 1, ...) , (6.23)

while the Kähler potential remains invariant. From the point of view of the effective field
theory, zi → zi + 1 is a discrete shift of an axion, so the monodromies correspond to axionic
shift symmetries in the EFT.

The monodromy around a singularity can be of finite or infinite order. That is, after going
around the singularity several times we either get back to the same point, so Tn = I for some
n > 0; or this is not possible, so Tn 6= I for any n > 0. We will see that infinite distance
singularities are necessarily related to infinite order monodromies.

If the monodromy is of infinite order, one can define a non-trivial nilpotent operator by
taking Ni = log Ti. In this situation, the Nilpotent Orbit Theorem of Schmid [67] gives an
asymptotic expansion of the periods near the singular locus such that they are well approxi-
mated by the following nilpotent orbit

Π(z) = ez
iNiΠ0 +O(e2πizi) , (6.24)

up to exponentially suppressed corrections, where Π0 only depends on the complex coordinates
which are not sent to infinity.

For simplicity, let us now stick to the case of a single modulus z →∞. By plugging (6.24)
into (6.19) and using that NT η = −ηN , we can see that K = − log(pd(Imz) +O(e2πiz)) near
the infinite distance locus, where pd(Imz) is a polynomial of degree d. This further implies
the following leading term for the metric,

gzz̄ =
d

4(Imz)2
. (6.25)

Here, d is the effective nilpotency order defined as

NdΠ0 6= 0 , Nd+1Π0 = 0 , (6.26)

which is bounded by the complex dimension of the Calabi-Yau, so in the case at hand it can
take values d = 0, 1, 2, 3. Clearly, only for d 6= 0 the singularity will be at infinite distance,
so an infinite order monodromy is a necessary condition for infinite distance. This nilpotency
order can be used to classify different asymptotic limits and, interestingly, it also fixes the
exponential rate of the tower for the SDC. Indeed, one can show that there is always an
infinite tower of BPS states behaving as required by the SDC and whose exponential rate is
bounded by

1√
2d

< λ <
√

2d . (6.27)

Since d ≤ 3 for a Calabi-Yau three-fold, this yields the following lower bound for the expo-
nential rate:

λ ≥ 1√
6
. (6.28)
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The exponential behaviour of the mass is a consequence of the asymptotic behaviour of the
metric. By plugging (6.24) into (6.21) the BPS mass behaves as a polynomial in the coordinates
zi which, by using (6.25) to canonically normalise the scalars, depends exponentially on the
proper field distance

∆φ =

√
d

2
log Imz . (6.29)

The role of the monodromy transformations does not end here. The existence of an infinite
tower of states (and not only a finite number of them) can be intuitively explained by it.
The monodromy transformation acts on the charge of the BPS states, generating an orbit of
charges qn = Tnq0. Monodromies are redundancies of the theory, which implies that even if the
charge of a single state varies, the full tower must reorder itself and remain invariant under the
monodromy so that the physics does not change. In fact, these monodromies become actual
global symmetries at infinite distance. Hence, the existence of a single state implies that the
entire orbit must be populated by physical BPS states, which yields an infinite tower if the
monodromy is of infinite order. In this way, the fact that there is an infinite tower of BPS
states tracks back to the monodromy transformations around infinite distance singularities
being of infinite order. This intuitive reasoning must be accompanied by the analysis of walls
of marginal stability and a careful check of the existence of the seed charges q0, but we refer
the student interested in the details to the original paper [64]. The generalization to multiple
moduli limits can be found in [65].

In this scenario we can relate the SDC with the WGC as already discussed in section 6.4.
We find that in these limits there is always a gauge coupling going to zero for some gauge field
AI of (6.22) and that the bound in (6.27) can be related to the black hole extremality bound.
Hence, the SDC tower also saturates the WGC. These conjectures can then be understood as
quantum gravity obstructions to restore some global symmetries at infinite distance, coming
both from the vanishing gauge couplings and from the monodromies, which can be promoted
to continuous global symmetries of the theory at infinite distance.

After having studied the vector multiplet moduli space, we are left with the hypermultiplet
moduli space. In what follows, let us give a very brief review of the results that have been
obtained, referring to [68, 69] for more details. In this case, one does not find a tower of BPS
states but KK towers, charged strings from wrapping branes and instantons becoming light.
Importantly, the fact that some instantons become light (in the sense that their action goes to
zero) means that there could be relevant quantum corrections to the field metric, which could
even obstruct certain infinite distance limits from being taken. What typically happens then
is that the trajectories approaching such limits get deviated towards another one in which
there is a weakly-coupled string becoming light at the same rate as a KK tower,

Tstring

M2
p

∼ M2
KK

M2
p

→ 0 . (6.30)

Since the KK modes have a less dense spectrum than the string excitation modes, i.e. m2
KK ∼

k2M2
KK vs m2

str ∼ kTstr for k ∈ N, the leading tower fulfilling the SDC is given by string
excitation modes in these limits.

49



6.5.2 5d N = 1 M-theory and 6d F-theory Duals

We consider the Kähler moduli space of M-theory compactified on a Calabi-Yau three-fold,
and their 6d F-theory duals. In this setup, the SDC is realized by a tower of particles coming
from wrapping M2-branes on two-cycles, which corresponds to strings becoming tensionless
from the F-theory perspective.

There have been two approaches to analyse and classify the possible infinite distance lim-
its in this setup. One approach consists in borrowing the classification of singular limits on
Calabi-Yau three-folds used to study 4d N = 2 theories in section 6.5.1 and applying it to
compactifications of M-theory to 5d on these spaces. Since the geometry is the same, the clas-
sification based on the properties of the monodromies still applies,5 and only the microscopic
interpretation changes. Now the monodromies will not be related to shift symmetries of the
axions but to large gauge transformations of the one-form gauge fields obtained from reducing
C3 on the two-cycles. They will act on the M2-brane charges, populating an infinite tower of
particles.

The other approach involves an equivalent classification of these singularities in terms of
the fibration structure that the Calabi-Yau three-fold develops in the limit. This was worked
out in [33, 36, 58, 70], where it was shown that the possible fibrations are T 2, K3 and T 4.
The limits studied in this series of works involve shrinking some of these fibers. Interestingly,
this classification translates into certain properties of the intersection numbers which can be
mapped one-to-one to the properties of the monodromy transformations and the previous
classification of singularities. In the following, we will focus on this second approach and
explain the appearance of the infinite tower from the F-theory perspective. To illustrate the
main features we will restrict to the case of a K3 fibration.

Consider F-theory compactified on an elliptically fibered CY3. The 6d Planck mass is given
by

M4
p = 4πVol(B2) , (6.31)

where Vol(B2) is the volume of the base of the fibration. The theory contains a gauge theory
sector coming from 7-branes wrapping some divisor of the base, C. The associated gauge
coupling is given by

1

g2
YM

=
1

2π
Vol(C). (6.32)

The limit Vol(C)→∞ is a weak coupling limit at infinite distance in moduli space. There are
now two possibilities. It could be that, when taking the volume of the divisor to be large, the
overall volume of the base also goes to infinity, leading to a decompactification limit and the
corresponding tower of KK modes. The second possibility is to engineer an equi-dimensional
limit, in which Vol(B2) remains finite even if Vol(C)→∞. To make this geometrically feasible,
it can be proven that there is always another curve C0 that intersects C and whose volume is
going to zero. D3-branes wrapping this shrinking curve will therefore give rise to strings that
become tensionless in the weak coupling limit,

T ∼ Vol(C0)→ 0 . (6.33)

For the SDC to hold it is still necessary to show that the string spectrum contains infinitely
many excitation modes in this limit. In this present case it is easy to show this by using

5In the Kähler moduli space, different properties of the monodromies, like the effective nilpotency order,
translates into different patterns of vanishing and non-vanihising intersection numbers [66].
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dualities and thus identifying this string as the critical heterotic string on a K3 surface. More
generally, it has been shown in [71] that the modular properties of quasi-Jacobi forms of the
elliptic genus of the string can be used to determine the spectrum and yield infinitely many
states. For the present case, this results in an infinite tower of excitations whose mass is given
by [33]

m2
n = 8πT (n− 1) (6.34)

with j = 1
2C·C0 and n the excitation level of the string. In fact, one obtains a sublattice of

charges with index 2j such that for each charge

qk = 2jk , k ∈ Z , (6.35)

there exists a state at excitation level n(k) = jk2. These states satisfy

g2
YMq

2
k = m2

k + 4jg2
YM > m2

k , (6.36)

in agreement with the WGC. Therefore, one gets a sublattice of non-BPS states satisfying the
SDC and the strict inequality of the WGC at the same time. This provides evidence for both
conjectures in the case in which the states are not necessarily supersymmetric, and it is also
consistent with the sharpened WGC in section 5.8. The analysis can also be extended to 4d
N = 1 theories obtained from F-theory on Calabi-Yau four-folds [36].

These works are again an example in which the swampland conjectures have served to
uncover the underlying geometric structures of string compactifications and new relations to
mathematics. In particular, this has triggered research on modular forms, yielding interesting
non-trivial connections between algebraic geometry of Calabi Yau manifolds and modular
properties of quasi-Jacobi forms that allow the WGC and the SDC to hold.

6.5.3 4d N = 1 Effective Field Theories

In this case there are no BPS particles in the spectrum, and that makes it more difficult to keep
track of the states that could satisfy the SDC at the boundaries of moduli space. However,
there are BPS charged strings and membranes that can be shown to become tensionless in
these limits [72]. Even though they are not necessarily the leading towers,6 they can still give
us valuable information about the physics at these boundaries [57,73].

The strings are charged under two-form gauge fields that are dual to axions in 4d. The
gauge kinetic function for the two-forms is equal to the inverse of the axionic field metric,
which in N = 1 can be given in terms of the Kähler potential,

gij =
∂2K

∂si∂sj
. (6.37)

Here, si are the saxions which, together with the axions φi, make up the complex scalars of
the chiral multiplets. Thus, information about the gauge kinetic terms of the two-forms under
which the strings are charged gets translated into information about the metric in moduli
space.

6In the string theory setups analysed, the leading tower either correspond to KK modes (in some appropiate
dual frame) or excitation modes of these BPS strings, in agreement with the Emergent String Conjecture.
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In the same way, membranes are charged under three-forms and their gauge kinetic function
Tab is related to the scalar potential as follows,

V =
1

2
T ab(s, φ)fafb =

1

2
Zab(s)ρa(f, φ)ρb(f, φ) , (6.38)

where fa are the discrete internal fluxes dual to the three-form gauge fields. Interestingly,
the flux potential of string compactifications can always be factorized between a saxionic an
axionic part, where the ρa functions are shift invariant axion polynomials including the fluxes,
see e.g. [74, 75]. Therefore, studying the behaviour of the three-form gauge couplings and
charges of BPS membranes in the asymptotic limits provides information about the scalar
potential.

In conclusion, the asymptotic behaviour of the field metric and the scalar potential can
be translated into properties of BPS strings and membranes charged under two-form and
three-form gauge fields, respectively, in 4d N = 1 EFTs. This yields interesting relations
between different Swampland conjectures [57]. For instance, the exponential behaviour of the
SDC tower becomes a consequence of having a BPS string satisfying the WGC. This allows
us to provide a lower bound for the SDC exponential rate in 4d N = 1 EFTs in terms of
the extremality factor for the strings. Similarly, a potential described by a WGC-saturating
membrane satisfies the de Sitter conjecture that will be explained in section 9.

6.6 SDC with Potential and Implications for Inflation

Up to now, the SDC has been a statement about the moduli space of the theory. This
means that it regards a set of scalars with an exactly flat potential (typically protected by
extended supersymmetry) that parametrizes different vacua of the theory. However, it is
phenomenologically relevant, e.g. for inflation, to understand what happens when a potential
is added so that this moduli space is lifted. Based on physical grounds, one would expect that
the SDC should also apply to the valleys of the potential, i.e. to directions along which the
potential may not be exactly flat but the relevant energies are smaller than a given cut-off.

The refined SDC [76] proposes that:

1. The exponential behaviour with λ ∼ O(1) should be manifest when ∆φ &Mp.

2. The conjecture should also hold for scalars with nearly flat potential.

This can have important implications for inflationary models.7 Consider the bound for the
field distance in terms of the cut-off in (6.4). In order to accommodate inflation in the effective
field theory we need the cut-off to be above the Hubble scale, Λ > H. These two conditions
together yield

∆φ ≤ 1

λ
log

(
Mp

H

)
. (6.39)

Thus, the SDC gives an upper bound on the field range of inflation in terms of the Hubble
scale. In particular, when H is close to the Planck scale one finds that the field range is
bounded by an order one number in Planck units.

7The SDC also places important constraints on relaxation models of the EW scale, since they typically
require transplanckian field ranges.
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In slow roll inflation, the field range provides an upper bound on the tensor-to-scalar ratio
r via the Lyth bound,

∆φ ≥
( r

0.002

)1/2
. (6.40)

The tensor-to-scalar ratio can be related to the Hubble scale as

Mp

H
=

√
2

π2Asr
, (6.41)

where As is the amplitude of scalar perturbations whose value has been measured experimen-
tally to log(1010As) = 3.047± 0.015 [77]. Using (6.41) we can write the SDC bound in (6.39)
in terms of r as follows,

∆φ ≤ − 1

2λ

(
log

(
π2As

2

)
+ log r

)
, (6.42)

so it provides a lower bound on the tensor-to-scalar ratio. When written in this way, we note
that the Lyth and the SDC bounds are complementary and can constrain different models of
inflation [78]. To give an example, chaotic inflation [79] would be ruled out. This is shown in
figure 20.

Figure 20: Left: Allowed (blue) region of scalar field excursion during inflation against tensor-
to-scalar ratio obtained by combining Lyth bound and SDC constraint for λ = 1, together
with the experimental bound put by Planck 18 [80]. The red point corresponds to chaotic
inflation [79]. Right: SDC bound for λ = 0.7, 1, 2 starting from the upper one. We note that
the constraint is very sensitive to the precise value of λ.

In conclusion, we see that the SDC can constrain some models of large field inflation
(including axion monodromy) but it does not rule it out, as a moderate transplanckian field
range might suffice for some models. Notice that the SDC constraint on large field inflation
highly depends on the exact value of λ. For this reason, it is really important to learn about
this exponential decay rate and how it can be computed from first principles or effective
field theory data. It should also be noted that replacing H as the cut-off in (6.39) gives a
very conservative bound, in the sense that the EFT will likely break down (or at least get
sensitive to the infinite tower) before the mass of the first state becomes of order Hubble, so
the constraints might be stronger than represented here.
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The implications of the SDC do not end here. Remember that the SDC applies to geodesics
in moduli space but, with the inclusion of a potential, the trajectory followed during inflation
is not necessarily a geodesic from the perspective of the UV moduli space. However, it still
makes sense to apply the SDC if it corresponds to a geodesic from the perspective of the IR
pseudo-moduli space generated by the valleys of the potential. In such a case, for the SDC
to hold, it should be impossible to generate a potential such that the trajectory is sufficiently
non-geodesic so that the exponential behaviour of the tower is violated [81]. This is to say, by
requiring consistency of the SDC at any energy scale, we can put constraints on the type of
potentials that one can engineer in quantum gravity!

The main evidence that we have for this statement, and that motivated the Refined SDC,
comes from Calabi-Yau flux compactifications in string theory. Since the theory is 4d N = 1,
the scalars come in chiral multiplets including an axion and its partner, the saxion. Before
adding the scalar potential, purely saxionic trajectories are geodesics of the moduli space.
When adding the flux potential, both saxions and axions get stabilized. One could think that
a way of avoiding any tower of states in inflation could be by moving only along an axionic
trajectory, while keeping the saxion fixed. This way, one would engineer an axion monodromy
model with a highly turning trajectory and very large field range, see figure 21. However, the
structure of the flux potential coming from string theory is such that the minimization of the
potential in the saxionic directions implies

∂siV = 0 =⇒ si = λ̃φi + · · · (6.43)

for large φi. That is, when trying to move in an axionic direction, the potential induces
a linear backreaction on the saxion. So one cannot move along large values of the axion
without displacing the saxion in the same way. This implies that if there was a tower decaying
exponentially with the saxionic distance, it will also decay exponentially upon taking into
account the backreaction in the axion monodromy model.

Figure 21: Green: purely saxionic (geodesic) trajectory. Blue: a highly turning trajectory, like
in axion monodromy. The black dot represents a locus at infinite distance, while the radial
and angular coordinates correspond to the saxion and axion scalars respectively.

This backreaction issue was first introduced in [82] and further checked in [83–85]. In the
context of F-theory compactifications on Calabi-Yau four-folds with fluxes, this backreaction
was proven to hold more generally [85] due to an asymptotic homogeneity of the potential

V (αsi, αφi) ' αdiV (si, φi) (6.44)
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realised near the infinite distance loci.

6.7 AdS Distance Conjecture

Finally, we are going to very briefly mention a generalization of the Distance conjecture to
other field space configurations beyond the moduli space. In particular, one can define a notion
of distance between different metric configurations8 of AdS spacetime. As discussed in [86],
the flat spacetime limit Λ → 0 is then at infinite distance in this metric configuration space.
Assuming that the Distance conjecture also applies in this space, and taking into account that
the distance grows logarithmically as Λ→ 0, one gets the following conjecture:

Conjecture 7: AdS Distance Conjecture

Any AdS vacuum has an infinite tower of states that becomes light in the flat space
limit Λ→ 0, satisfying

m ∼ |Λ|α . (6.45)

A strong version of the conjecture implies α = 1
2 if the vacuum is supersymmetric and

α ≥ 1
2 for non-susy AdS and α ≤ 1

2 for dS space. A consequence of the strong version
of the conjecture is that a supersymmetric d-dimensional AdS vacuum cannot exhibit scale
separation between the AdS scale and the cut-off of the d-dimensional theory (typically given
by the KK scale), as the associated scale of the tower is of order the AdS scale Λ1/2. Most
of the AdS vacua constructed in string theory satisfy this conjecture, as they do not have
scale separation between the internal dimensions and the AdS length. However, there is
one exception associated to Type IIA compactified on a particular limit of a flux orientifold
CY3 [87], which has captured a lot of recent attention since the vacuum is in principle at
parametric control, although its validity is still under debate (see e.g. [88–90]). In any case,
this latter example would only be a counterexample to the strong version of the conjecture
but not to (6.45).

6.8 Open Questions

There are a number of interesting open questions about the SDC:

• All the evidence for the conjecture comes from string theory compactifications. Hence,
a botom-up explanation for the conjecture is missing.

• The existence of the towers is linked to the manifestation of dualities at the asymptotic
limits. Why are dualities ubiquitous in string theory? Can we map the geometric
classification of infinite distance limits to different types of dualities?

• SDC in AdS/CFT, see e.g. [91] and [92].

• Can the SDC always be understood as a quatum gravity obstruction to restore a global
symmetry at infinite distance?

8Taking a background metric and considering perturbations around it, we will have a metric configuration
space on which we can define distances.
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• More concretely, is there always some gauge coupling going to zero at infinite distance in
moduli space? If so, there is a WGC tower satisfying the SDC, which would bound the
exponential rate, see [48], and would serve as a quantum gravity obstruction to restore
a global symmetry.

• What is the specific value of the exponential rate? Can we compute it or bound it from
first principles or effective field theory data?

• Better understand the constraints on scalar potentials coming from the Refined SDC.

• What is the nature of the leading tower? Could it ever originate from p-branes with
p ≥ 2? This would disprove the Emergent String Conjecture.

• If the scalars have a non-trivial profile in the non-compact space-time dimensions, does
the EFT also break down at large distances and how? This is known as the Local SDC,
see e.g. [76, 93].

• What are the cosmological signatures of the tower during inflation or late-time cosmol-
ogy?

7 Emergence Proposal

The so-called Emergence proposal [2,16,65,66,94,95] provides a general rationale for why the
Swampland conjectures, especially the WGC and the SDC, should hold true in any theory of
quantum gravity. Recall that these two conjectures relate the kinetic terms (i.e., gauge cou-
plings, field metrics, etc.) to the mass of some new states. But it is well known that relations
between the mass of heavy states that are integrated out and couplings of the low energy
effective field theory Lagrangian are already guaranteed by the renormalization group equa-
tions. So could it be that the relations provided by the Weak Gravity and Distance conjectures
are simply due to the renormalization group equations upon integrating out the WGC- and
SDC-satifying states? The answer would be affirmative according to the Emergence proposal.

Emergence Proposal

All the kinetic terms in an EFT emerge from integrating out the massive states up to
some quantum gravity cut-off [2, 64].

This implies that all fields are non-dynamical at the quantum gravity scale where gravity
becomes strongly coupled, hinting at some sort of UV topological description. That is, there
is no kinetic term to start with. It is only upon going to the IR and integrating out the
tower of states predicted by the Weak Gravity and/or Distance conjecture, that we get some
finite kinetic terms. We will see that when the tower becomes light, it generates small gauge
couplings and parametrically large field distances. In other words, in the UV there are no tiny
gauge couplings or infinite distances; these, as well as the approximate global symmetries that
come with them, are just artifacts of the IR description.

A weaker version of the proposal [94, 95] allows for a classical piece of the kinetic terms
of the same form as the quantum corrected piece, so the IR value is not purely coming from
quantum corrections. In that case, at the quantum gravity scale the fields are still dynamical
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but a sort of unification occurs, in the sense that gravity and the other gauge and scalar forces
become strongly coupled at the same quantum gravity cut-off scale.

We started the section by promising that the emergence proposal provides a bottom-up
explanation for the Swampland conjectures. The WGC and the SDC imply the presence of an
infinite tower of states getting light, whenever the EFT allows for very small gauge couplings
and/or very large field distance (how light depends on how small the gauge couplings or how
large is the field distance). The emergence proposal goes the other way around by saying that
having an infinite tower of states becoming light at some point in the field space generates the
infinite field distance and the small gauge coupling there, see figure 22.

Figure 22: Comparison of the emergence proposal and the WGC/SDC.

We can perform computations in a field theory toy model to exemplify how the infinite
tower can indeed generate the small gauge coupling and the infinite field distance. Consider
the IR EFT resulting from integrating out a tower of states charged under some gauge field,
for simplicity we stick to the 4d case. We should integrate out the tower up to a species
bound ΛQG, as in (5.34), which acts as a QG cut-off above which quantum gravitational
effects becomes important and QFT computations are not reliable any more. Using (5.34)
and (5.35), the number of states N of the tower running in the loops can be written purely in
terms of the mass gap ∆m as follows,

N =

(
∆m

Mp

)− 2
3

. (7.1)

Computing the one-loop correction from integrating out the tower of states, the IR quantum-
corrected gauge coupling is given by

1

g2
IR

=
N∑
k=1

q2
k log

(Λ2
QG

m2
k

)
'

N∑
k=1

k2 log
N2

k2
' N3 ' 1

(∆m)2
, (7.2)

where mk = k∆m and qk = k are the mass and charge of the k-th state of the tower, and ΛQG

is the species scale in (5.34). This result implies that the mass of the states that we integrated
out is proportional to the renormalized gauge coupling in the IR, i.e.

m2
k ' k2g2

IR , (7.3)

and this is precisely the WGC!
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It should be emphasized that, in order to obtain this result, it is essential that we are
summing an infinite tower up to its species bound. The dependence of the cut-off and N on
∆m qualitatively changes the result, transforming the logarithmic behaviour on the mass into
polynomial in (7.2). In contrast, we could not reach this conclusion by integrating out only a
finite number of states and having a constant cut-off. This motivates the stronger versions of
the WGC in which there is not only one but an infinite number of states.

A similar calculation can be done for the Distance conjecture. If the mass of the tower of
states is parametrised by some scalar field, quantum corrections from integrating out the tower
will modify the field metric of the scalar. The one-loop contribution to the scalar propagator
is given by

gφφ =
N∑
k=1

(
∂φmk

)2
=
(
∂φ∆m

)2 N∑
k=1

k2 '
(
∂φ∆m

)2
N3 '

(∂φ∆mk

∆mk

)2
, (7.4)

where mk is the mass of the particle of the tower running in the loop. As before, it is important
to sum up to the species bound (7.1) where quantum field theory computations are not reliable
any more. The proper field distance measured by using this renormalized field metric reads

∆φ '
∫ φ2

φ1

√
gφφ ' log

(
∆m(φ2)

∆m(φ1)

)
. (7.5)

This gives rise to the exponential behaviour of the tower predicted by the SDC in terms of
the proper field distance. If the full tower becomes massless at some point φ2 of the moduli
space, so ∆m(φ2) = 0, then the field distance becomes infinite. Again, this only occurs upon
integrating out an infinite tower up to its species scale, since a finite number of fields will
always generate a finite distance.9 So from this point of view it is the tower itself that is
responsible for the infinite distance.

Although these are just toy model computations, the emergence of the WGC and SDC
behaviours arising from integrating out the towers of states serves as motivation for the Emer-
gence proposal. Unfortunately, the estimations of the species bound are not precise enough to
trust the resulting numerical factors. There are some string theory setups, though, in which
these toy model computations actually provide a good approximation of the physics and the
Emergence proposal can be checked. Consider the type IIB Calabi-Yau compactifications of
section 6.5.1. It is known that the geometry near the conifold singularity in the complex
structure moduli space can be reproduced by computing the quantum corrections of the BPS
state becoming massless at the singular point [96]. Thanks to supersymmetry, it is enough
to compute the one-loop correction to the gauge coupling and the field metric to reproduce
the geometric result. Hence, the complex structure moduli space is quantum in nature, in the
sense that it incorporates the effects from integrating out the BPS states. The singularities are
then generated because one is ‘incorrectly’ integrating out some BPS states that are actually
massless. Analogously, one can compute the quantum corrections from integrating out the
tower of BPS states near the infinite distance singularities and check that the resulting gauge
coupling and field metric in (7.2) and (7.4) matches with the results obtained from the ge-
ometry. This was done in [65], providing evidence for the Emergence proposal. The difficulty

9Quantum corrections from integrating out only a finite number n of fields would generate a finite field
distance given by ∆φ ' n

∫
∂φm = n(m(φ2)−m(φ1)) <∞.
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behind extending these computations beyond the complex structure moduli space is that the
species bound of the tower in other scenarios is typically above the KK scale or around the
string scale, so that a low energy field theory computation is not possible.

8 Non-SUSY AdS Instability Conjecture

The conjecture first appeared a few years ago in [49,97]. While [49] focused on the non-trivial
case of AdS spacetime, it was emphasized in [97] that it should apply to any non-susy vacuum.

Conjecture 8: No Non-susy Stable Vacuum

Any non-supersymmetric vacuum is at best metastable and has to decay eventually.

In other words, supersymmetry is the only mechanism to protect a vacuum from decaying
in quantum gravity. Typically, it is quite common to generate some instabilities when breaking
supersymmetry. But it is highly non-trivial to propose that this should always be the case; in
particular, it is false for a QFT in the absence of gravity.

The instability can be perturbative or non-perturbative. In the latter case, it is called a
metastable vacuum, as the decay rate is exponentially suppressed, see figure 23. The conjecture
does not give any bound on the decay rate, so the vacuum can be very long-lived. Hence,
the implications of this conjecture for dS could be negligible (however see the next section for
stronger conjectures about dS vacua). On the other hand, the implications for AdS are huge,
as the existence of the boundary implies that a mestastable AdS vacuum cannot live longer
than a Hubble time. We will discuss the implications for AdS/CFT in section 8.3. Regarding
Minkowski vacua, they could in principle also be very long-lived, although it is actually not
clear whether non-susy Minkowski vacua even exist as they require an extreme fine-tunning
to keep a vanishing cosmological constant.

Figure 23: Potential with a metastable vacuum (the left one). It can decay non-perturbatively
to the lower energy minimum on the right, which presumably should be supersymmetric if
stable.

8.1 Motivation from the WGC

The original motivation for the conjecture comes from the WGC, as it provides a decay
mode for non-susy vacua supported by fluxes. Consider an AdS vacuum supported by fluxes,
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meaning that some of the scalars are stabilized by a scalar potential, which is generated
by these fluxes. Specifically, fluxes can originate from gauge fields with field strength Fp
propagating in the extra dimensions, so the fluxes f are given by the integrals∫

Σp

Fp = f (8.1)

over some internal non-trivial p-cycle. These fluxes induce a scalar potential which can stabilize
the scalars in a particular minimum, say an AdS vacuum.10 The fluxes are Hodge dual to
top form gauge field strengths Fd = dCd−1 where d is the spacetime dimension. We can
now apply the WGC to the gauge field Cd−1 which implies the existence of some electrically
charged (d − 2)-brane that plays the role of a domain wall of codimension one.11 The WGC
requires such a brane to satisfy

T ≤ QM2
p , (8.2)

where T denotes the brane tension. These branes are magnetically charged under the fluxes
and interpolate between different vacua with different values for the fluxes. Suppose that the
vacuum state on one side of the domain wall has flux f . Then the charge conservation law
determines the flux of the vacuum state on the other side of the wall to be equal to f + q,
where q is the quantized charge of the brane (see figure 24). The presence of these domain
walls is somewhat expected in a flux landscape, but the novelty of the WGC is the upper
bound on the tension.

domain	
wall	
with	
charge		

vacuum	with	
flux	

vacuum	with			
flux	

Figure 24: A charged brane interpolates between vacua with different fluxes.

Now, let us assume that the sharpened version of the WGC discussed in section 5.8 is
valid. If the vacuum is not supersymmetric, then the sharpening of the WGC requires the
strict inequality T < QM2

p . But a codimension one brane with a tension smaller than its
charge corresponds to an instability in AdS!

10It is not necessary that all scalars are stabilized by fluxes, but rather changing the flux changes the vacuum
we are in.

11Here we applied WGC to the non-dynamical gauge fields dual to the fluxes in the lower dimensional EFT.
Equivalently, from the higher dimensional perspective, we can apply the WGC to the magnetic duals ?Fp of
the gauge fields in the extra dimensions. It implies that there should be a charged (D− p− 2)-brane, where D
is the total spacetime dimension. Then, dimensional reduction of these branes on the dual cycles to Σp gives
(d− 2)-branes, which are the domain walls obtained above.

60



The intuition is simple and it is based on energy conservation. We can nucleate a bubble
(whose wall is the brane) and, if the tension is smaller than the charge, the energy cost of
expanding the bubble will be smaller than the energy gain from the electric repulsion between
different points on the wall. So the bubble will grow indefinitely and will eventually describe
a false vacuum decay to the true vacuum inside the bubble, in the sense that as the bubble
comes to occupy the entire space, everything will be in the true vacuum, see figure 25.

AdS	with	
less	flux	

Figure 25: Bubble nucleation of an AdS vacuum with less flux inside. It will expand mediating
vacuum decay.

More concretely, one can construct the instanton solution that mediates the vacuum decay.
For this purpose, consider the following parametrization of the AdSd metric,

ds2 = L2(cosh2 r dτ2 + dr2 + sinh2 r dΩ2
d−2) (8.3)

with L the AdS radius. Following [98], the instanton solution corresponds to a spherical brane
of action

S = Ld−1Ωd−2

∫
dτ

T sinhd−2 r

√
cosh2 r +

(
dr

dτ

)2

−Q sinhd−1 r

 . (8.4)

Upon solving the euclidean Einstein’s equations, one gets that the radius for the spherical
brane solution is given by12

tanhR =
T

Q
, (8.5)

in Planck units. In Lorentzian signature, this will be associated with the nucleation of a
bubble of radius R that will continue expanding at the speed of light. The strict inequality
on the WGC condition (8.2) implies

tanhR < 1 , (8.6)

which admits solutions for finite values of the radius. On the contrary, if the vacuum is
supersymmetric, we could satisfy the WGC by a BPS brane saturating the inequality (8.2),
implying

tanhR = 1 , (8.7)

12This computation was performed in the probe/thin wall approximation, neglecting e.g. the backreaction
on the scalar fields. Although this is a good approximation far away from the object, it would be desirable to
have a more complete analysis including the scalar contribution to the WGC bound.
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whose only solution has infinite radius. Thus, we get a straight domain wall interpolating
between different susy vacua which remain stable.

In conclusion, the sharpening of the WGC in section 5.8, implies the presence of a codi-
mension one brane with a tension smaller than its charge in non-susy vacua, which describes a
bubble instability. According to this argument, any AdS non-susy vacuum with fluxes should
be at best metastable.

8.2 Bubbles of Nothing

We have seen that the sharpened WGC provides a decay mode for non-susy vacua with
fluxes. But what if there are no fluxes and, therefore, we cannot use the WGC? In principle,
conjecture 8 should apply to any non-susy vacuum. It would be very interesting then to look
for an universal instability whenever supersymmetry is broken, regardless of the ingredients
of the theory.

A potential candidate for a universal instability, whenever there are extra dimensions, is a
bubble of nothing. This was first constructed by Witten in [99], and we have recently learned
that these instabilities are far more common than thought [100].

Bubble of Nothing

A bubble of nothing is a non-perturbative instability mediating the decay from the
vacuum to nothing, i.e. the vacuum annihilates itself. This occurs when a compact
dimension collapses to zero size at the bubble wall.

Hence, it is literally a bubble with nothing inside (not even a spacetime) that pops up in
the vacuum and starts expanding at the speed of light, leaving nothing behind. Expressed
this way, it may sounds very exotic. However, it is a perfectly well defined smooth solution to
the equations of motion. The trick is that some extra dimension collapses to zero size at the
bubble wall, allowing for the full solution to be regular and geodesically complete from the
higher dimensional perspective.

The existence of bubbles of nothing was first brought up by Witten [99] in the case of a
Kaluza-Klein circle compactification of five dimensional Einstein gravity to four dimensions.
The circle shrinks to zero size when approaching the bubble wall, as represented in figure
26. More generally, we can have bubbles of nothing for higher dimensional compact spaces as
long as the compact dimensions are allowed to collapse. Bubbles of nothing have e.g. been
constructed for AdS5 × S5/Γ with freely acting Γ and AdS4 × CP 3, where no other decay
mode was previously known, providing evidence for conjecture 8.

Consider some compactification MD × Cd with Cd the compact space and MD the space-
time. Whether this compact space is topologically allowed to shrink to zero size gets translated
to the question of whether it can be written as the boundary of another manifold of one
dimension higher, i.e. Cd = ∂Bd+1. For Witten’s case with C1 = S1, the circle is the
boundary of a disk (figure 26.a). In general the compact manifold will be a boundary if it
belongs to the trivial class of the cobordism group Ωd (figure 26.b). Recall that the bordism
group was defined in section 3.5, so we refer the reader there for details. In a nutshell, we
say that two manifolds are bordant to each other if together they form a boundary of another
manifold, and a manifold which is a boundary by itself belongs to the trivial class. Manifolds
of this latter type admit bubbles of nothing at the topological level. This can be summarized
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Bubble	
of	

nothing	

Figure 26: (a) The bubble of nothing is expanding at the speed of light. The internal compact
manifold shrinks to zero size on the bubble wall. Here S1 is an example of internal compact
manifold that belongs to the trivial class, i.e. S1 = ∂D. (b) A compact manifold Cd = ∂Bd+1

that belongs to the trivial bordism class Ω#
d , can become a bubble of nothing.

as follows:

Compact manifold Cd can shrink to zero size⇐⇒ Cd = ∂Bd+1 ⇐⇒
Cd belongs to trivial class of Ωd ⇐⇒ A bubble of nothing is topologically allowed.

The euclidean instanton solution mediating the decay is a warped product of the bordism
manifold over a (D − 1)-sphere given by

MBON = Bd+1 ×W SD−1 . (8.8)

The decay rate is exponentially suppressed by the euclidean action, i.e. Γ ∼ e−SBON , where
SBON can be computed to be proportional to the volume of the compact space Cd at spatial
infinity.

For the case of a KK circle compactification with fermions, Cd = S1 preserves a spin
structure. We then have Ωspin

1 = Z2, implying that only the circle with antiperiodic boundary
conditions for the fermions belongs to the trivial class on bordism and admits a bubble of
nothing. Contrary, the circle with periodic (SUSY-compatible) boundary conditions cannot
decay via a bubble of nothing, even if the vacuum breaks supersymmetry.

However, this topological obstruction can be absent in higher dimensions since e.g. Ωspin
d =

0 for d = 3, 5, 6, 7. Therefore, any spin manifold of these dimensions admits a bubble of
nothing! This was shown in [100] and used to construct new types of bubbles of nothing for
a toroidal T 3 compactification with periodic boundary conditions. This is very interesting as
it implies that a bubble of nothing can exist even if the boundary conditions are periodic and
supersymmetry is restored at high energies (as long as the vacuum breaks susy spontaneously).

If the compactification includes other ingredients, like fluxes or charged fermions, these
need to be added to the bordism group, which we will label in general as Ω#

d . This is where
the relation to other Swampland conjectures arises. Recall from section 3.5 that a Swampland
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conjecture was proposed in [15] stating that the cobordism group of a consistent theory of
quantum gravity must be trivial, i.e ΩQG

d = 0, in order to avoid the presence of global sym-
metries. Hence, the theory should always include the necessary defects or ingredients in order
to guarantee the vanishing of all cobordism classes. As explained in [100], this conjecture has
an important consequence for the discussion at hand, as it implies that all compactification
manifolds belong to the trivial class of the bordism group. Therefore, any internal compact
manifold of a consistent QG compactification can shrink to a point, implying that there is no
topological obstruction to construct bubbles of nothing in quantum gravity.

It is very important to remark, though, that the fact that a bubble of nothing is topologi-
cally allowed, does not mean that it will expand after nucleation, describing an instability. For
this to happen, the decay must be dynamically allowed, in the sense that it must be energeti-
cally favourable to decay. Otherwise, it will either collapse after nucleation or it will describe a
flat domain wall instead of a bubble instability, as happens for a vacuum that preserves super-
symmetry. In the latter case the radius of the euclidean solution will be infinite, describing an
end-of-the-world brane. This dynamical obstruction is tied to whether a certain local energy
condition is satisfied [100]. For instance, in the case of a manifold with covariantly constant
spinors, the bubble of nothing will be dynamically allowed and the vacuum will decay only
if the Dominant Energy Condition is violated.13 Interestingly, this condition is generically
violated when the vacuum breaks supersymmetry. For a theory with charged fermions, the
energy condition is modified and resembles the WGC. By studying the relation between these
energy conditions and supersymmetry in more detail, we could end up proving or disproving
the conjecture about the instability of any non-susy vacuum.

8.3 Implications of AdS Instability Conjecture

Here, we are going to discuss two implications of the AdS instability conjecture.

Non-susy AdS/CFT:

An instability in AdS, even if highly suppressed, has dramatic implications for the bound-
ary CFT. Note that an observer at the boundary has access to an infinite volume of the bulk
and hence can detect any bulk instability instantaneously. This implies that the AdS vacuum
has no dual unitary CFT. From the gravity side, the instability will reach the boundary and
come back in Hubble time, so this is the maximum lifetime of the vacuum.

This can have important implications for non-susy holography. Notice, though, that the
previous discussion about AdS instabilities was performed in the context of a weakly coupled
Einstein gravity theory, in which a semiclassical description of bubble instabilities is possible
and the WGC applies. Consequently, non-susy holography can be consistent but only if the
non-susy unitary CFT is dual to a gravity theory which is not AdS weakly coupled to Einstein
gravity. In other words, a non-susy unitary CFT cannot admit a large N expansion and/or a
large gap to single-trace higher spin operators (spin greater than two).

Compactifications of Standard Model of particle physics:

13The Dominant Energy Condition requires the vector −Tµν nν > 0 to be causal and future-pointing, for every
causal and future-pointing vector nµ and Tµν being the stress-energy tensor.
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This conjecture can also have implications for our universe. Even though we do not live
in an AdS spacetime, non-susy AdS vacua can still be generated in lower dimensions from
compactifying the Standard Model. The simplest case is to compactify on a circle to three
dimensions. Assuming background independence, compactifications of a theory consistent
with QG should also be consistent. Hence, according to the conjecture, these 3d AdS vacua
should be unstable because otherwise the Standard Model would be inconsistent with quantum
gravity! But this cannot possibly be the case, since the Standard Model is clearly a low energy
theory consistent with QG describing our universe. We then need to find a way to exclude
the existence of these stable 3d vacua, which can be done by placing bounds on beyond
Standard Model parameters and the cosmological constant of our universe. In particular, we
can guarantee the absence of stable AdS vacua by imposing a lower bound on the value of
the cosmological constant Λ4 in terms of the Dirac mass14 of the lightest neutrino mν [101],
which roughly goes as

Λ4 & m4
ν . (8.9)

Interestingly, this could explain the numerical coincidence Λ4 ∼ m4
ν observed in our universe.

Furthermore, we can write the neutrino mass in terms of the Higgs vev, so that the previous
bound gets translated to an upper bound on the electroweak scale

〈H〉 . Λ1/4

Yν
, (8.10)

where Yν is the neutrino Yukawa coupling. Amazingly, this relates the two naturalness prob-
lems associated to the cosmological constant and the EW scale, so that if we happened to live
in a universe with a small Λ1/4, the EW scale would also have to be small (of order TeV at
most) by consistency of quantum gravity. Hence, there is no EW hierarchy problem to start
with, as greater values of 〈H〉 would not lead to theories consistent with quantum gravity.

Let us emphasize, though, that this is not a solution to the EW hierarchy problem yet.
Clearly, we first need to prove the validity of the Swampland conjecture. But also, we are
assuming that there is no other way to destabilize the lower dimensional AdS vacua beyond
those provided by the Standard Model, which can be criticized. Yet, this result exemplifies
the potential of the Swampland conjectures to change our logic of naturalness, which breaks
down when taking into account quantum gravity constraints. The naturalness issues observed
in our universe could simply be artifacts of not yet knowing the space of parameters that is
consistent with quantum gravity. Remember, not everything goes!

9 de Sitter Conjecture

For the time being, it is still an open question whether string theory admits a de Sitter vacuum
or not. At the moment, there is no full-fledged top-down de Sitter construction in a control-
lable regime of string theory. Although there is no universal no-go theorem either. This is a
challenging and very important objective in string theory, due to the obvious phenomenologi-
cal implications for the cosmological expansion of our universe. Based on the relations to other
Swampland conjectures, and the difficulties of constructing a dS vacuum in string theory, the
following Swampland conjecture has been proposed [102–104] asserting that de Sitter vacua

14Majorana neutrinos (only 2 degrees of freedom) would be ruled out according to the conjecture, as they
always generate an AdS vacuum.
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(even if metastable) are not consistent with quantum gravity:

Conjecture 9: de Sitter Conjecture

A scalar potential of an EFT weakly coupled to Einstein gravity must satisfy

MP
|∇V |
V
≥ c , (9.1)

with c some O(1) constant. This was further refined by stating that the previous
bound only needs to be imposed if the following condition on the second derivative of
the potential is violated,

min
(
∇i∇jV

)
≤ −c

′
V

M2
P

, (9.2)

with c′ another O(1) constant. This way, only dS minima (and not critical points in
general) are ruled out.

This conjecture is very strong and not free of controversy. Currently, it has only been
checked in the asymptotic regions of the moduli space (i.e. near infinite distance singularities)
where it is more widely accepted to be true. We will discuss this asymptotic version of the dS
conjecture in the next subsection. For reviews about the status of de Sitter vacua in string
theory we refer the reader to [105,106].

Let us finally mention that there is another conjecture also constraining the scalar po-
tential in de Sitter space; this is the Transplanckian Censorship conjecture (TCC) [55]. In
these lectures, we will not discuss it in much detail, but we will at least give its definition and
comment on the differences with respect to the original dS conjecture.

Transplanckian Censorship Conjecture

The expansion of the universe must slow down before all Planckian modes are stretched
beyond Hubble size. It has two implications:

• No dS minima can exist at the asymptotic boundaries of the moduli space. In
the asymptotic regimes, one recovers a similar bound to (9.1) constraining the
asymptotic behaviour of the potential, but with a fixed constant c given by

|∇V |
V
≥ 2√

(d− 1)(d− 2)
. (9.3)

• A dS minimum can exist deep inside the bulk, but it must be short-lived. The
lifetime τ for a metastable dS vacuum is bounded from above by

τ ≤ 1

H
log

MP

H
, (9.4)

where H is the Hubble scale.

In a certain sense, the TCC is weaker than the dS conjecture as it does not completely
forbid the existence of dS vacua, but only does so asymptotically. It also provides a lower
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bound on the exponential rate of the SDC tower, by assuming that the potential scales as md

with d the space-time dimension [55] or as m2 [56].

9.1 Asymptotic de Sitter Conjecture and Relation to SDC

From the landscape of string theory compactifications, we can gather evidence for an asymp-
totic version of the dS conjecture. Although it has no official name, we will refer to it as the
Asymptotic dS conjecture, see figure 27.

Asymptotic dS Conjecture

A scalar potential of an EFT weakly coupled to Einstein gravity presents a runaway
behavior when approaching an infinite field distance point,

|∇V | ≥ cV ; c ∼ O(1) . (9.5)

We can also motivate this claim by using the Distance conjecture, as we will do below. The
parameter c is undetermined although the relation to the SDC suggests that it is proportional
to the exponential rate of the infinite tower.

Figure 27: The runaway behavior of the potential as we approach an infinite distance point
in the field space according to the asymptotic de Sitter conjecture.

This can be thought of as a generalization of the “Dine-Seiberg problem” for any direction
in field space. Dine and Seiberg [107] pointed out that the string coupling cannot be stabilized
at weak coupling by classical effects. Classical limits are examples of infinite distance limits,
and only away from these limits, when quantum corrections are important, can a minimum be
generated. The asymptotic dS conjecture basically implies the same conclusion for any scalar
direction when taking a large field limit, essentially forbidding the presence of dS vacua at
parametric control. Notice that this asymptotic version of the conjecture does not constrain
KKLT-like constructions [108] since those vacua are not at parametric control.

This is a concrete claim that we can check in string theory, as these asymptotic regimes
are precisely those regimes in which we have control of the corrections and we can trust the
EFT. In fact, the majority of models in string phenomenology are constructed in these regimes
as we are often dealing with large volume, weak couplings, etc. So most of the time we are
at some asymptotic regime in the field space even if we do not declare it explicitly. To be
clear, every limit represents some perturbative expansion of the EFT in 1/φ where φ would
be the scalar taken to be large. Whenever this perturbative expansion makes sense and the
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corrections are subleading with respect to the leading term, we say we are in the asymptotic
regime. For the particular case of the string coupling, the corrections can be understood as
quantum effects over a classical leading piece, although this interpretation in terms of classical
vs quantum pieces does not extend to other limits. In section 9.2 we will discuss the string
theory evidence in support of this asymptotic version of the dS conjecture.

According to the Distance conjecture of section 6, the moment we are in some asymptotic
regime of the moduli space, there is an infinite tower of states that becomes exponentially
light. It was proposed in [103] that the SDC tower is responsible for the runaway behaviour
of the potential. The argument goes as follows. The entropy Stower associated to the infinite
tower of states depends on the number of states N as well as the de Sitter horizon radius R.
According to the SDC, the number of states will increases exponentially with the field distance

N ∼ ebφ . (9.6)

For a quasi-dS space in which we have a nearly flat potential, the contribution of the tower to
the entropy cannot exceed the Gibbons-Hawking entropy, which is fixed by the value of R,

Stower(N,R) ≤ SGH = R2 =
1

H2
, (9.7)

where H is the Hubble scale. In the weak coupling limit,15 one would expect that the light
degrees of freedom dominate the Hilbert space, so the above bound is saturated.

Assuming that Stower depends polynomially on N and R, the previous two equations
imply an exponential behaviour of R in terms of the field distance. For a nearly flat potential,
H2 = R−2 scales the same way as the potential, implying

V (φ) ∼ H2 ∼ e−cφ . (9.8)

The constant c will be proportional to b in (9.6) which is related to the exponential rate of
the tower. More concretely, by parametrizing the entropy of the tower as

Stower ' NγH−δ (9.9)

the bound (9.7) implies

H .
1

N
γ

2−δ
(9.10)

in Planck units. The coefficient c in the de Sitter conjecture is then given by

c =
2γ

2− δ b . (9.11)

As a particular example, we can take a KK tower of a circle compactification, so the
exponential rate λ is given in (6.8). We can estimate the number of states as the number of
species in (5.35), which can be written in Planck units as

N = ∆m
2−d
d−1 (9.12)

15Infinite distane limits are associated with weakly coupled descriptions of the theory.
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using (5.36). Hence, it implies

b =
d− 2

d− 1
λ =

√
d− 2

d− 1
. (9.13)

Notice that (9.10) actually resembles the species bound in (5.34). In fact, if we impose that
the Hubble scale is smaller than the species bound (5.34) we get

H . ΛQG '
1

N
1
d−2

(9.14)

in Planck units, which is equivalent to (9.10) upon identifying γ
2−δ = 1

d−2 . An interesting
coincidence occurs when using this species bound result and the growth of a KK tower. By
replacing (9.6) and (9.13) into (9.14), we get that the potential decreases exponentially in the
distance with the following rate

c =
2

d− 1
λ =

2√
(d− 1)(d− 2)

(9.15)

which is precisely the value of the TCC factor in (9.3). Hence, upon using the species bound,
the exponential rate of a KK tower would give rise to the asymptotic behaviour of the scalar
potential predicted by the TCC.

9.2 String Theory Evidence

Even before the formulation of this Swampland conjecture, there were several no-go theorems
for de Sitter in the literature, valid in the classical regimes of certain string theory compactifi-
cations (see e.g. [109–112]). This has recently been extended to other setups, see e.g. [105,113]
for recent reviews, as well as more general infinite distance limits beyond the classical regime
(i.e. beyond small gs) [85]. Different no-go theorems apply to different compactification man-
ifolds with fluxes and types of localized sources: D-branes, orientifolds, etc. Many of them
are based on the asymptotic scaling of the potential with the moduli. As an example, we are
going to discuss the original no-go theorem regarding type IIA on an orientifold CY3 [110], as
all the others can, in a sense, be considered as generalizations of this one.

Consider type IIA on a CY3 with fluxes, D6-branes and O6-planes. In this example, all
scalars from the closed string sector can be stabilized by an appropriate choice of RR and NS
fluxes. For the no-go theorem it is enough to provide the dependence of the scalar potential
on the 4d dilaton τ and the overall volume ρ of the CY3. At weak coupling and large volume,
the potential reads

V =
ANS(φ)

ρ3τ2
+

∑
p=0,2,4,6

ARR,p(φ)

ρp−3τ4
+
AD6(φ)

τ3
− AO6(φ)

τ3
, (9.16)

where each term corresponds to a different contribution from NS fluxes, RR p-form fluxes, D6-
branes and O6-planes. The coefficients Ai(φ) are positive and depend on the axion partners
of the dilaton and the volume, as well as other ingredients, such as fluxes or other scalars of
the compactfication. One can check that the derivatives of the scalar potential satisfy

− ρ∂ρV − 3τ∂τV = 9V +
∑

p=0,2,4,6

pVp ≥ 9V , (9.17)
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where the last inequality holds because
∑
pVp is always positive. This implies that we cannot

stabilize the moduli in dS, as this equation has no solution for ∂iV = 0 and V > 0. In fact,
no dS critical point is allowed.

Other no-go theorems will involve a similar inequality to (9.17) but with different numerical
coefficients coming from the moduli scaling of the different contributions to the potential. More
generally, the no-go theorems based on the moduli scaling take the following form,

aV (φ) +
∑

bi∂φiV (φ) ≤ 0 , a > 0 , bi 6= 0 , (9.18)

where the values of a, bi will depend on the specific moduli scaling of the potential and the
field metric. If (9.18) is satisfied, then the dS conjecture is satisfied with an order one factor
c given by

|∇V | ≥ cV ; c2 =
a2∑
b2i

. (9.19)

When leaving the asymptotic regime, the coefficients Ai(φ) receive corrections which can
eventually change the sign of the coefficient, invalidating the no-go theorem.

Although many of these no-go theorems are formulated in the weak coupling limit of type
II compactifications, it is also possible to generalize them beyond weak coupling by studying
F-theory compactifications dual to M-theory with G4 flux [85]. Employing the techniques of
mixed Hodge structures, used to test the Distance conjecture in Calabi-Yau manifolds (see
section 6.5.1), we can determine the asymptotic form of the flux potential near any type of
infinite distance limit in the complex structure moduli space of the CY4, which also includes
the type II dilaton. This way, one realizes that the coefficients a, bi, and consequently c, are
determined in terms of the type of infinite distance singularity under consideration, which is
in turn fixed by the monodromy properties, as happened for the SDC. This supports that the
dS conjecture is not associated to weak coupling but valid in more general infinite distance
limits, and that indeed the SDC exponential rate and the dS conjecture factor c are related,
as they have the same geometrical origin.

There is still much more work to do and many questions to answer regarding this conjec-
ture. For instance, we need to have a better understanding of the nature of the factor c. The
situation is analogous to the exponential rate of the SDC, where we can gather evidence from
the geometry of different string theory compactifications, but a general derivation based on
EFT data is missing. Interestingly, from a bottom-up perspective, the factor c may also be
related to the extremality bound of the membranes that generate the scalar potential V (φ).
Recall from (6.38) that the fluxes can be dualized to top-form gauge field strengths, so V (φ)
becomes equivalent to the physical charge of a membrane whose quantized charges are equal
to the fluxes. By applying the WGC to these fluxes, we find that membranes saturating the
WGC generate a scalar potential that satisfy the de Sitter conjecture, as shown in [57].

10 Final Remarks

To conclude these lectures, we can take a final look at the web of Swampland conjectures repre-
sented in figure 4. Now, the meaning of the different connecting lines between the conjectures
is hopefully more clear for the reader. Sometimes, they imply that a conjecture follows from
the other in a concrete setup, or that a certain conjecture can inform another. In other cases,
they imply generalizations or extensions of a given conjecture. Hence, proving one conjecture
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is not enough to prove the ones related to it. However, the uncovered relations between a pri-
ori disconnected conjectures suggest that we are on the right path, and that some constraints
along these lines should be require to guarantee consistency in quantum gravity.

In these notes, we have discussed in detail those conjectures for which the amount of
evidence has significantly increased in the past few years, and with it, our confidence in the
conjectures. These are the Absence of Global Symmetries, the Weak Gravity Conjecture
and the Distance Conjecture. We have also briefly explained the rest of the conjectures
represented in figure 4, although they can often be understood as extensions of the previous
three. Let us remark that there are a few other swampland conjectures which have not been
included in the figure, due to their recent formulation and lack of sufficient research by different
groups. However, they might play an important role in the future, in the same way that some
of the present conjectures might get disproven and disappear. The swampland program is
very rapidly evolving, so we cannot discard the possibility that the diagram of the relevant
conjectures might have a very different shape in the future.

Our job is to continue gathering evidence to prove or disprove the conjectures, as well as
understanding their implications. In this sense, string theory is a perfect framework to sharpen
and define the swampland constraints in a precise way. Even if our understanding of string
theory is still in continuous evolution, we already have plenty of data from corners which are
under computational control. Fortunately, it is precisely at these corners, typically boundaries
of the field space, where weakly coupled Einstein gravity theories arise and, therefore, where
the swampland conjectures should naturally hold and can be quantitatively tested. Any
ambiguity or undetermined order one factor in the conjectures should then disappear upon
collecting enough information about the precise statements that hold at these string theory
corners. A more difficult obstacle will be to abandon supersymmetry, although some first
steps to testing the conjectures in non-supersymmetric setups have already been taken.

As a final remark, let us emphasize that it is at the infinite distance boundaries of field space
where approximate global symmetries, weakly coupled gauge theories, large field ranges and
an Einstein gravity description arise. And it is precisely at these boundaries where quantum
gravitational effects preventing too well-approximated global symmetries become important,
and where the swampland conjectures seem to have implications for the IR physics. Our
universe shares these features, as we observe Einstein gravity at low energies as well as a
weakly coupled photon. So it might be precisely in universes like ours where we cannot ignore
the UV imprint of quantum gravity at low energies. In fact, nature might be telling us with the
naturalness issue of the cosmological constant and the EW hierarchy problem that it is time to
break with the expectation of separation of scales originating from a Wilsonian quantum field
theory approach. The UV/IR mixing induced by quantum gravity might be the missing piece
to understanding these naturalness issues. In particular, our notion of naturalness should
be modified if not the entire space of parameters is consistent with quantum gravity, as
the Swampland program defends. Maybe, after all, Quantum Gravity really matters at low
energies, even if the Planck scale happens to be so high in energies. And this is, certainly, a
very exciting possibility!
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