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Abstract

We carefully revisit the mass hierarchies for the KKLT scenario with an

uplift term from an anti D3-brane in a strongly warped throat. First, we

derive the bound resulting from what is usually termed “the throat fitting

into the bulk” directly from the Klebanov-Strassler geometry. Generating the

small value of the superpotential W0 via the mechanism proposed by Demirtas,

Kim, McAllister and Moritz (DKMM), we identify two possible DKMM-refined

KKLT scenarios for stabilizing the light axio-dilaton modulus. The first sce-

nario spoils the expected hierarchy between the bulk and the throat mass

scales and implies that the energy scale of the uplift is larger than the species

scale of the effective theory in the throat. Moreover it requires an unnaturally

large tadpole N ∼ 107−8 that is certainly in conflict with tadpole cancellation.

For the less restricted second scenario, the hierarchy can be controlled at the

expense of, under the most optimistic assumptions, an only moderately large

tadpole N ∼ 102−3.

1

ar
X

iv
:2

20
6.

08
40

0v
3 

 [
he

p-
th

] 
 1

4 
O

ct
 2

02
2



1 Introduction

The KKLT scenario [1] has been proposed to be a controlled set-up of string moduli

stabilization that eventually leads to a dS minimum. It is important to see that it

is not a fully fledged string construction but rather consists of a number of ingredi-

ents that were argued to be generically present in consistent string models, working

together in an intricate manner to give dS vacua. In view of the swampland pro-

gram [2, 3] (see [4–6] for recent reviews) this construction has been under intense

scrutiny during the last years [7–11], but we think it is fair to say that the KKLT

construction has nevertheless passed many non-trivial tests and that it is still not

really clear where it actually fails.

Let us briefly review, how KKLT works. One is working in an effective 4D

supergravity theory that results from a compactification of the type IIB superstring

with fluxes, branes and orientifold planes. Then one proceeds in three steps: First,

stabilize the complex structure and axio-dilaton moduli via three-form fluxes in a

no-scale non-supersymmetric Minkowski minimum with |W0| � 1. Second, one

considers the effective theory of the light Kähler modulus described by the leading

order Kähler potential and a superpotential of the form W = W0 + A exp(−aT ).

The non-perturbative effect conspires with the tiny value of W0 to stabilize T in a

supersymmetric AdS minimum. Finally, one uplifts the AdS minimum to dS via

D3-branes at the tip of a warped throat.

This set-up has been scrutinized from various sides in the past. It was questioned

whether an D3-brane at the tip of a warped throat is really a stable configuration

(see [12] for a review). Moreover, it has been questioned whether the 4D description

of the KKLT AdS minimum does really uplift to a full 10D solution of string theory

[13–22]. More recently, it was pointed out in [23] that a successful uplift generically

leads to a singularity, as the warp factor in the vicinity of where the non-perturbative

effect is localized becomes negative. This was termed the singular-bulk problem.

There were also growing concerns even about step 1. One needs |W0| � 1, so that

this should better not be in the swampland. In the large complex structure regime,

Demirtas, Kim, McAllister and Moritz (DKMM) provided a mechanism [24] that

gives W0 = 0 at leading order where subleading (instanton-like) terms provide the

stabilization of a final light complex structure modulus. This leads to exponentially

small values of W0. For the later uplift one actually needs a similar controllable

mechanism close to a point in the complex structure moduli space where one modulus

approaches a conifold point so that large warping can occur. The generalization of
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the DKMM approach to this so-called coni-LCS regime has been performed in [25,26].

There, also techniques for the determination of the periods of the Calabi-Yau (CY)

threefold in this regime of the complex structure moduli space have been developed

(see also [27]). A more detailed analysis using asymptotic Hodge theory has been

performed in [28]. One of their main results is that, depending on the asymptotic

Hodge structure, an exponentially small W0 does not necessarily mean that the scalar

potential leads also to exponentially small mass eigenvalues. Other systematic studies

of these so-called perturbatively flat flux vacua for concrete Calabi-Yau manifolds

have been reported in [29–34].

Additionally, for the description of the uplift one has to invoke an effective action

that is valid in the strongly warped regime. Based on earlier work [35], this question

has been addressed recently [36–40]. One of the main results of [36] is that the uplift

term could destabilize1 the complex structure modulus Z, that controls the size of

the 3-cycle that shrinks to zero size at the conifold locus Z = 0. This provides a

lower bound on the parameter gsM
2 & O(50) pointing into the direction that KKLT

is maybe not compatible with tadpole cancellation [42–45], which in fact is thought

to be a genuine quantum gravity effect.

In [37] the effective action in the warped throat was analyzed in more detail,

where the parametric dependence of all quantities on the two moduli {Z, T} and

on the parameters {gs,M,N, yUV} was carefully determined. Here M is the flux

at the bottom of the throat, N its D3-brane tadpole and yUV the length of the

throat (in Klebanov-Strassler (KS) [46] coordinates) before it enters into the bulk

Calabi-Yau. It became evident that it is the largish parameter gsM
2 that controls

the appearing mass hierarchies. In particular, the existence of a red-shifted tower of

KK-modes was established, whose mass scale turned out to be close to the mass of

the conifold modulus Z. Since this fitted nicely into the scheme of the emergence

proposal [47–50], it could not conclusively be argued that the appearance of these

ultra-light KK-modes signal a complete breakdown of the effective theory2.

It is the purpose of this work to combine the analysis of this latter approach [22,37]

with the recent results [24–26] about generating an exponentially small W0. We

call this the “DKMM-refined KKLT scenario”. This is in the same spirit as the

analysis for KKLT-like AdS minima carried out recently in [30, 31], where here we

are less concerned about actual string model building on concrete CY manifolds than

1While this work was completed, we became aware of [41], in which this destabilization was

questioned by computing more carefully the off-shell effective action for the conifold modulus Z.
2In [41] these KK-modes were made responsible for the change in the off-shell action.
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on revealing the parametric dependence of all involved mass scales. Generalizing

the approach of [37], now we are careful about the three moduli {Z, T, S} and the

parameters {M,N, yUV, a} where S denotes the axio-dilaton and a the parameter in

the non-perturbative KKLT superpotential.

The paper is organized as follows: In section 2 we review the local Klebanov-

Strassler geometry and derive conditions for this geometry to be glued into an un-

warped CY manifold. It turns out that one of these conditions is the one that was

termed “the throat fitting into the bulk” in [19]. There a more indirect argument

based on the D3-brane backreaction was used, so that it is satisfying that one can de-

rive the same condition using the explicit flux supported KS solution. In section 3 we

recall the effective theory in the warped throat and the moduli stabilization scheme of

[25,26] giving |W0| � 1. We also recall the appearance of ultra-light KK-modes and

the relation to the emergence picture. We distinguish two possible scenarios for the

stabilization of the light axio-dilaton modulus, labelled as “Scenario 1” and “Scenario

2” in our paper. Scenario 1 seems to be more constrained than Scenario 2, but pos-

sibly only because for the latter, we treat certain parameters as essentially arbitrary,

even though in concrete models they will also be determined by three-form fluxes.

Section 4 deals with the final stabilization of the Kähler modulus and the extra

constraints arising from a successful uplift to a dS minimum. We find a number

of inequalities the parameters need to satisfy. For our more constrained Scenario

1, the constraints turn out to be not natural, in the sense that exponentially small

numbers are bounded from below by rational expressions of the flux quanta. This

has a number of consequences.

First, it turns out that the expected hierarchy between the bulk and the throat

mass scales is spoiled, invalidating the employed low-energy effective action in the

throat. In fact, the mass scale of the bulk complex structure moduli turn out to

be smaller than the red-shifted KK mass scale. This leads to a lowering of the

(throat) species scale, such that it becomes smaller than the energy scale of the

uplift. We notice that in [51] it was argued that holography imposes a bound on

the value of the cosmological constant already in the supersymmetric AdS vacuum

that leads to an analogous inconsistency for the (bulk) species scale. Second, the

above mentioned constraints lead to much larger tadpoles N ∼ 107−8 than previously

envisioned and are almost certainly in conflict with tadpole cancellation respectively

the recent tadpole conjecture [42–45].

For the less constrained Scenario 2 the hierarchy could be controlled by choosing

still moderately large fluxes leading to a tadpole of the order N ∼ 102−3. However,
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here certain parameters were treatad as freely tunable, while in practice they will

also depend on flux quanta. Therefore, we expect the above tadpole to merely give

a lower bound that in reality will easily be exceeded by orders of magnitude.

As proof of principle, we provide in section 5 explicit examples showing the ana-

lytically derived behaviour for the effective theory in the throat. Putting all evidence

together, we would like to interprete these results as an indication that after all, the

DKMM-refined KKLT construction might turn out to be inconsistent with quantum

gravity, hence in the swampland. We note that a recent analysis [52–54] of the re-

gions of control in the context of the Large Volume Scenario arrived at a very similar

conclusion.

2 Geometric constraints in the warped throat

In this section, we derive a couple of geometric constraints arising from designing a

controlled picture of a Calabi-Yau compactification that develops a strongly warped

throat close to a conifold point in the complex structure moduli space. These con-

straints will arise from gluing the local Klebanov-Strassler solution to a bulk un-

warped CY manifold. In particular, we directly derive the bound for the Calabi-Yau

volume modulus resulting from “the throat fitting into the bulk” in [19].

Note that throughout this paper, we will only explicitly determine the parametric

dependence suppressing numerical prefactors. Moreover, though certainly present

we will not explicitly consider the compact axionic partners of the three moduli, i.e.

{arg(Z), Im(T ), Im(S)}, which are stabilized by the same fluxes and non-perturbative

effects that stabilize the saxions. Moreover, the masses of these axions are expected

to scale in the same way as those of their saxionic partners. We are using natural

units, i.e. Mpl = 1 except when it is explicitly written.

2.1 The strongly warped regime

Our starting point is type IIB string theory compactified on a CY orientifold, where

three-form fluxes will stabilize some of the complex structure moduli and the axio-

dilaton. Strongly warped throats can develop close to a conifold point Z = 0 in the

complex structure moduli space. There exists a proposal for the effective action of

the conifold modulus Z and the warped volume modulus Vw in the strongly warped

regime [35, 36]. This is supposed to be valid at a point very close to a conifold

singularity where warping effects become relevant. At such points the geometry
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develops a long throat, at the tip of which a three-cycle A becomes small. The

corresponding complex structure modulus is defined as Z =
∫
A

Ω3.

Such a warped throat can be supported by turning on R-R three-form flux M on

the A-cycle and an NS-NS three-form flux K on the dual B-cycle. This induces a

contribution to the D3-brane tadpole

N = M ·K (2.1)

and self-consistently fixes the conifold modulus at the exponentially small value

|Z| ∼ exp

(
−2πK

gsM

)
(2.2)

for N � gsM
2. The full ten-dimensional metric can be parameterized as [55]

ds2 = e2A(y)gµνdx
µdxν + e−2A(y)g̃mndy

mdyn (2.3)

where gµν is the four-dimensional spacetime metric and g̃mn the Ricci-flat metric of

the CY with coordinates ym. The warp factor A(y) depends only on these internal

coordinates. The regime of strong warping is given by

Vw|Z|2 � 1 (2.4)

where the warped volume Vw (measured in units of α′) of the CY is given by

Vw =
1

g
3/2
s (α′)3

∫
CY3

d6y e−4A(y)
√
|g̃| ∼ τ

3
2 . (2.5)

The string coupling gs is related to the axio-dilaton S = e−φ + iC0 via gs = 〈s〉−1,

with the saxion s = e−φ. The saxion τ appears in the complexified Kähler modulus

T = τ + iθ.

A warped geometry on the deformed conifold is locally described by the Klebanov-

Strassler (KS) solution [46]. This is a cone over T 1,1, which is cut off in the IR by a

finite size S3. The metric of the KS-throat is explicitly known

d̃s
2

KS =
1

2
|S|

2
3K(y)

[dy2 + (g5)2

3K3(y)
+ cosh2

(y
2

)
((g3)2 + (g4)2)

+ sinh2
(y

2

)
((g1)2 + (g2)2)

] (2.6)

where the collection of einbeins {gi} provides a basis for the S2×S3 base of the cone.

As explained in [37], the deformation parameter S is related to the conifold modulus

Z by a rescaling

S = (α′)
3
2

√
g

3
2
s VwZ (2.7)
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and has units of [length]3. The factor K(y) is given by

K(y) =
(sinh (2y)− 2y)

1
3

2
1
3 sinh (y)

(2.8)

and at leading order the warp factor takes the form [46,56]

e−4A(y) ≈ 1 + 2
2
3

(α′gsM)2

|S|
4
3

I(y) = 1 + 2
2
3

gsM
2

(Vw|Z|2)
2
3

I(y) (2.9)

with

I(y) =

∫ ∞
y

dx
x coth(x)− 1

sinh2(x)
(sinh(2x)− 2x)

1
3 . (2.10)

In the following, as usual we think of the total geometry as such a KS-throat of

length yUV glued to the unwarped bulk Calabi-Yau manifold. A sketch of the CY is

shown in figure 1.

S3

y
S2

y
UV

bulk

e−4A ∼ O(1)
throat

e−4A � 1

Figure 1: A schematic figure of a Calabi-Yau with a KS-throat. The KS-throat is

glued to the bulk at the UV scale yUV.

2.2 Geometric constraints

Generalizing the results from [37], let us now derive a couple of constraints on the

parameters {gs,M,N, yUV} and the moduli {τ, Z} that guarantee a parametrically
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controlled geometry of this type. In particular we will derive bounds on the allowed

length yUV of the KS throat which upon combination will lead to a lower bound for

the volume modulus τ in terms of the D3 tadpole contribution N = MK.

First, in order for the supergravity, large radius description to be consistent one

demands that the size of the S3 at the tip of the throat stays larger than the string

length. This can be read-off from the KS metric (2.6) with the warp factor (2.9)

R2
S3 ∼ e−2A(0)α′ g1/2

s (Vw|Z|2)
1
3 ∼ α′gs|M | (2.11)

leading to the constraint

gs|M | > 1 . (2.12)

Second, in the region where the throat is glued to the bulk CY, warping should

be negligible meaning that the warp factor should be of O(1). By using the leading

order behaviour of I(y) for large y we end up with the lower bound

e
4
3
yUV >

(
gsM

2 yUV

τ

)
1

|Z| 43
. (2.13)

Third, we require that the throat fits into the bulk, which means that the con-

tribution of the throat to the warped volume (2.5) must be smaller than the value

of the total volume Vw. To obtain the volume of the KS throat, we proceed as in

formula (2.5) , but now we integrate the radial coordinate over the restricted domain

y ∈ [0, yUV]. Making use of the diagonal basis for the KS metric and the expression

for the warp factor we find the relevant scaling to be

VKS
w ∼ gsM

2 (Vw|Z|2)
1
3

∫ yUV

0

dy I(y) sinh2(y) . (2.14)

For large yUV the integral I(y) found on the right-hand side behaves like

I(y) ∼ y e−4y/3 (2.15)

so that the integral in (2.14) can be approximated by∫ yUV

0

dy I(y) sinh2(y) ≈ yUV e
2yUV/3 . (2.16)

Thus, imposing VKS
w < Vw leads to the upper bound

e
4
3
yUV <

(
τ

gsM2 yUV

)2
1

|Z| 43
. (2.17)
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Consistency of this with the lower bound (2.13) implies the condition

τ > gsM
2 yUV . (2.18)

Noticing that the scaling of the lower (2.13) and the upper (2.17) bound with |Z| is

the same and that according to (2.2) |Z|−4/3 is the only exponentially large quantity

on the right hand side of the bounds, the geometric cut-off yUV must scale like

yUV ∼ − log |Z| ∼ 2πN

gsM2
. (2.19)

For N � gsM
2 this is indeed a large number, i.e. our initial assumption y � 1

was justified. Combining the two conditions (2.18) and (2.19) yields the intriguing

relation

τ > 2πN , (2.20)

i.e. the “size” of the CY is larger than the D3-brane tadpole. We notice that

this is the same condition as proposed in equation (5.7) of [19] via a more indirect

argument based on the D3-brane backreacted geometry. It is very satisfying that the

same condition also arises as a geometric constraint for the explicit KS metric of the

deformed conifold.

3 Mass hierarchies

Recall that the first step in the KKLT construction is to stabilize the complex struc-

ture moduli such that the value of the superpotential in the minimum is exponentially

small, i.e. |W0| � 1. How this can be achieved in the large complex structure regime

was described by Demirtas, Kim, McAllister and Moritz in [24]. The generalization

of this algorithm to the conifold regime and the necessary computation of the peri-

ods in this regime was done in [25,26]. For more details we refer the reader to these

papers.

Here we take these results and analyze what the implications for the various

mass scales in the KKLT scenario are. The algorithm allows us to find concrete flux

configurations which yield a perturbatively flat direction of the vacuum satisfying

Wpert|~U = 0 , and ~U = ~p S (3.1)
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with ~p being related to the flux vectors. This means that all complex structure

moduli are fixed in terms of the axio-dilaton. The masses of the massive complex

structure moduli scale as

Mcs ∼
g

1
2
s

Vw
Mpl . (3.2)

Since the string and the bulk Kaluza-Klein scales are actually Ms ∼ g
1/4
s Mpl/V1/2

w

and MKK ∼Mpl/V2/3
w , Mcs is the lightest mass scale in the bulk3.

After integrating out the Ui one gets an effective superpotential for the remaining

two moduli, Z and S

W = −M

2πi
Z logZ + iKSZ +M1Z +O(Z2, e−S) , (3.3)

where the non-perturbative exp(−S) terms arise from the world-sheet instanton cor-

rections exp(−Ui) (in the mirror dual picture). The coefficient M1 is a complex

parameter derived from the flux vectors [26]. Note that in the second step of the

KKLT construction also non-perturbative terms in the Kähler modulus T will be

taken into account. Since for KKLT we need to work in the strongly warped throat,

we employ the corresponding Kähler potential from [35,57]4

K = −3 log
(
T + T

)
− log

(
S + S

)
+

2c′M2|Z| 23
(S + S)(T + T )

+O(ξ2) (3.4)

where we have promoted the string coupling gs to the full complex field S. There will

be higher order corrections in ξ ∼ M2|Z| 23/(S + S)(T + T ) which are under control

if (
|Z|
Vw

) 2
3

.
1

gsM2
. (3.5)

This Kähler potential and the superpotential (3.3) are the defining data of the effec-

tive strongly warped KKLT model whose mass scales we analyze in more detail in

the following. The resulting scalar potential takes the usual form

V = eK
(
GIJDIWDJW − 3|W |2

)
(3.6)

with I, J ∈ {Z, S, T}.
3We will denote bulk masses by capital letters and throat masses by lowercase letters.
4The approximate numerical value of the order one constant c′ was determined in [35] to be

c′ ≈ 1.18.
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3.1 Conifold modulus and axio-dilaton

Next one stabilizes the conifold modulus. As shown in [37], the leading order kinetic

term for the conifold modulus scales just in the right way to admit a deformed no-

scale structure for the Kähler modulus. Since there the explicit dependence on the

field S was not taken into account, let us extend this deformed no-scale structure to

the three moduli case. Using the Kähler potential (3.4), one still finds some leading

order cancellations

GST = 0

GZA∂AK = 0 +O(ξ)

GAB∂AK∂BK = 3 +O(ξ)

GSZ∂ZK = 0 +O(ξ)

(3.7)

with the sums over the A,B indices restricted to A,B ∈ {Z, T}. Using these rela-

tions, it follows that for a superpotential W (Z, S) the scalar potential is at leading

order given by

V ≈ eK
(
GMNDMWDNW

)
, M,N ∈ {Z, S} (3.8)

with

DZW := ∂ZW , DSW := DSW = ∂SW + ∂SKW . (3.9)

Hence, ∂ZW = 0 fixes the conifold modulus at the exponentially small value

Z ∼ ζ0 exp

(
−2πK

M
S

)
, with ζ0 = e2πi

M1
M
−1 . (3.10)

Plugging this back into the superpotential (3.3) leads to an effective superpotential

for the stabilization of S

Weff =
1

2πi
MZ +O(Z2, e−S) ∼ M

2πi
ζ0 e

− 2πK
M

S + a1 e
−c1S + a2 e

−c2S + . . . (3.11)

where we have indicated the first two leading (mirror dual) world-sheet instanton

corrections. Hence, the stabilization of the axio-dilaton can occur via a race-track

scenario (see [58] for a KKLT application). Recall that for large s one can approx-

imate the solution to the F-term equation for S by solving ∂SW = 0 instead of

DSW = 0. This yields

S0 =
1

c1 − c2

log

(
−c1a1

c2a2

)
(3.12)
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so that |c1 − c2| � c2 is necessary to get large s0 = g−1
s . The value of the superpo-

tential at the minimum can be approximated by

W0 ∼
c2 − c1

c2

a1e
−c1S0 . (3.13)

Thus, for a successful controllable stabilization of the axio-dilaton, the involved co-

efficients (M,K,M1, a1, a2, c1, c2) have to be tuned to a certain degree. In practice

these parameters are determined by the underlying CY manifold and the fluxes

turned on [24–26]. For our purpose, let us distinguish two possible scenarios:

Scenario 1: the MZ-term contributes dominantly to the race-track potential so

that stabilization requires c1 ≈ 2πK/M and one finds

|W0| ≈
gsM

2

(2π)2 |K|
|Z| . (3.14)

Scenario 2: the MZ-term is sub-leading so that the two leading instanton correc-

tions stabilize S. In this case, we can at least say

|W0| >
gsM

2

(2π)2 |K|
|Z| . (3.15)

Next, let us estimate the masses of the two moduli Z and S which are given by

the eigenvalues of the mass matrix

M i
k = Gij∂j∂kV (3.16)

where Gij denotes the (inverse) Kähler metric and V is the full scalar potential of our

theory. Here the transformation to a canonically normalized basis is already taken

care of. The mass of the conifold modulus turns out to be

mZ '
1

(gsM2)
1
2

(
|Z|
Vw

) 1
3

Mpl (3.17)

and for the second and the first scenario, the mass of S can be expressed as5

m
(2)
S '

c1 c2 |W0|

g
3
2
s Vw

Mpl , m
(1)
S '

N

(gsM2)
1
2

(
|Z|
Vw

)
Mpl . (3.18)

5As pointed out in [28], at the coni-LCS boundary it can in principle happen that despite the

exponentially small value of W0, the modulus S receives a polynomial mass.
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In Scenario 1, we find the ratio

m
(1)
S

mZ

=
N

τ
|Z|

2
3 � 1 , (3.19)

where we have used that τ > N in the last step. The S modulus is therefore much

lighter than the Z modulus in Scenario 1, just as assumed before. Later in section

4.2 we will derive a sufficient condition to have the desired hierarchy m
(2)
S < mZ in

Scenario 2.

However, let us already mention that with respect to |W0| the mass of the dilaton

scales in the same way as the mass of the Kähler modulus, to be discussed next.

Therefore we also stabilized them simultaneously in our actual computations. To

leading order, we got the same masses for the moduli S and T and the same minimum

conditions as in the step-by-step procedure presented for pedagogical reasons in this

paper.

Destabilization of conifold modulus

For completeness, let us mention an issue that was first observed in [36] (and ques-

tioned recently in [41]). Setting S to its VEV and adding the contribution of an

D3-brane at the tip of the throat to the scalar potential one obtains

Vtot =
9

8c′M2

|Z| 43
Re(T )2

[∣∣∣− M
2πi

logZ + iK
gs

+M1 − M
2πi

∣∣∣2 +
c′c′′

gs

]
. (3.20)

Thus, both the three-form flux and the D3-brane contribution scale in the same

way with the moduli Z and T . Plugging in concrete numbers6 for the constants

c′, c′′, it was shown that a minimum in the Z coordinate only continues to exist for
√
gs|M | > 6.8.

3.2 Throat KK-modes and emergence

In the strongly warped throat geometry one direction (namely y along the throat)

becomes much larger than the other bulk directions. Therefore, one is dealing with

a highly non-isotropic geometry that could support very light Kaluza-Klein modes

[59–62]. It was explicitly shown in [37] that such modes indeed exist and that,

reminiscent of infinite distance limits their mass scale is related to the distance

of the conifold point in the complex structure moduli space via emergence. This

6The order one constant c′′ = 2
1
3 /I(0) ≈ 1.75 as mentioned in [36].
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picture allowed one to derive the cut-off scale Λ of the effective theory in the throat.

Since there are KK-modes lighter than this cut-off, the actual cut-off is the species

scale [63, 64] Λ̃sp = Λ/
√
Nsp , where Nsp denotes the number of light species below

the species scale.

Following [37], we numerically determined the masses of the KK-modes in a long

warped throat, i.e. yUV � 1. For that purpose, we solved the same six-dimensional

warped Laplace equation for the radial part of the eigenmodes. The equation reads

3K2(y)∂2
yχ(y) + 4

∂yχ(y)

sinh(y)K(y)
+ k2I(y)χ(y) = 0 (3.21)

where

k2 =
α′g

3
2
sM2

2
1
3 (Vw|Z|2)

1
3

m2
KK (3.22)

depends on the Kaluza-Klein masses. By respecting the Neumann boundary condi-

tions

∂yχn(y)|y=0 = 0 and ∂yχn(y)|y=yUV
= 0 (3.23)

and the normalization requirement∫ yUV

0

|χn(y)|2 = 1 (3.24)

for all mode numbers n, we find eigenfunctions which are localized near small values

of y. The plots of the lowest two eigenmodes are shown in figure 2.

Figure 2: Graphs of the numerically determined eigenfunctions associated to the two

lowest modes, assuming yUV = 10.

The masses scale approximately linearly with the mode number. The right plot in

figure 3 shows this behaviour for the first few mode numbers for fixed yUV. Remark-

ably, for large values yUV > y∗UV the masses become independent of the UV-cutoff.
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This is reflecting that the eigenfunctions are localized near small y so that the eigen-

values reach an asymptotic value beyond y∗UV ≈ 10. In the left-hand side of figure 3

we display this behaviour for the first eigenmode.
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Figure 3: Left: KK mass squared of the first eigenmode as a function of yUV. Right:

KK mass squared of the nine lowest eigenmodes, assuming yUV = 10.

To summarize, we obtain the following scaling of the red-shifted KK masses

m2
KK,n ∼

(Vw|Z|2)
1
3

g
3
2
sM2

n2M2
s ∼

1

gsM2

(
|Z|
Vw

) 2
3

n2M2
pl . (3.25)

Comparison with the mass of the Z-modulus from the previous subsection yields

mKK,n

mZ

= c n (3.26)

where in the regime yUV < y∗UV the coefficient c also contains a factor y−1
UV, which

we are not explicitly writing in the following. The vast majority of KK-modes is

therefore expected to be heavier than the conifold modulus. Thus, the KK-modes

are parametrically of the same mass as the conifold modulus Z and the description

in terms of the effective action is at its limit.

As shown in [37], the existence and mass scale of these red-shifted KK-modes

is consistent with the picture of emergence of the field space metric [47–50], which

means that integrating them out the field space metric should get a one-loop cor-

rection proportional to the tree-level result. Assuming a one-dimensional tower of

red-shifted KK modes, the one-loop correction came out as

g1−loop

ZZ
∼ N3

sp

1

gsM2

1

(Vw|Z|2)2/3
, (3.27)

so that matching this with the tree-level metric resulting from (3.4) fixed the number

Nsp of light species as

Nsp ∼
(
gsM

2
)2/3

. (3.28)
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Using this scaling, we found that the one-loop corrections g1−loop

IJ
of the field space

metric, where I, J ∈ {Z, S, T}, are proportional to the tree-level expressions of the

field space metric coming from the Kähler potential K ∼M2|Z| 23/(S + S)(T + T ).

From the spacing and number of modes below the cutoff, one could derive for the

UV cut-off

Λ ∼
√
gsM2

(
|Z|
Vw

)1
3

Mpl (3.29)

which intriguingly equals the mass of a D3-brane wrapping the A-cycle S3 which

vanishes at the conifold singularity. Then, for the generalized species scale we get

Λ̃sp =
Λ√
Nsp

∼ Λ

(gsM2)1/3
. (3.30)

We can express mZ ∼ Λ/(gsM
2) so that in the regime of interest, gsM

2 � 1, one

has the expected hierarchy mZ < Λ̃sp.

In summary, up to this point we have the following hierarchy of mass scales in

the warped throat

Λ > Λ̃sp > mZ ∼ mKK . (3.31)

How the mass scales of the light S modulus (3.18) and the Kähler modulus fit into this

hierarchy will be discussed in the next section. The bulk masses Mcs < MKK < Ms

are assumed to be much heavier.

4 Kähler modulus

Now, let us consider the second step of KKLT and, after integrating out Z and S,

consider the effective superpotential

WT = W0 + A exp(−aT ) (4.1)

where W0 is the exponentially small value from the previous race-track model for

the S modulus. The parameter A is the so-called 1-loop Pfaffian, considered to be

independent of the complex structure moduli. The parameter a is defined as

a =
2π

Nc

γ (4.2)
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where Nc is the rank of the gauge theory featuring gaugino condensation and γ is

related to the size of the bulk 4-cycle τnp = γτ supporting this gauge theory. Note

that for an isotropic bulk Calabi-Yau manifold one expects γ = O(1) and that an

anisotropic CY requires h11 > 1.

One comment might be in order here. While this work was in preparation, em-

ploying holography, the authors of [51] suggested that no supersymmetric AdS mini-

mum à la KKLT can possibly exist in a controlled manner. In particular, they argue

that the AdS energy scale is larger than the (bulk) species scale, leading at best to

a non-scale-separated AdS minimum. In addition, for the DKMM construction of

perturbatively flat flux vacua, the authors argue that no supersymmetric AdS min-

imum can potentially exist after fixing the Kähler moduli. They say that suitable

corrections to the superpotential depending on the Kähler moduli will not materi-

alize. This means that string consistency conditions, like absence of Freed-Witten

anomalies, correct number of instanton 0-modes etc., could generically forbid any

such instanton correction. Here we proceed under the usual assumption that such

an instanton exists and derive its consequences. This will eventually lead us to the

conclusion that the uplifted de Sitter minimum of the DKMM-refined KKLT scenario

is in the swampland. Thus, logically our result is consistent with [51].

4.1 Mass scales

The position τ of the supersymmetric AdS minimum is determined by the solution

of the equation

|A|(2aτ + 3) = 3|W0|eaτ (4.3)

yielding the value of the cosmological constant

VAdS ∼ −
gs
τ 3
|W0|2M4

pl . (4.4)

For a successful uplift to a dS vacuum, this has to be of the same scale as the

D3-brane tension

Vup ∼
1

gsM2

(
|Z|
Vw

)4
3

M4
pl . (4.5)

This leads to

|W0| ∼
1

gs|M |
τ

1
2 |Z|

2
3 . (4.6)
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We note that for an exponentially small value of Z, this seems to be parametri-

cally compatible with the race-track condition |W0| > gsM
2|Z|/

(
(2π)2 |K|

)
. Indeed,

combining the latter with (4.6) leads to(
|Z|
Vw

) 1
3

.
(2π)2N

(gsM2)2
, (4.7)

which, however, is parametrically saturated in Scenario 1. In this case, the exponen-

tially small |Z| has to be parametrically equal to a polynomially small parameter.

This might appear fairly unnatural and certainly requires a large value of the control

parameter gsM
2. We will see that it implies severe problems with the validity of the

employed low energy effective action in the warped throat.

Moreover, we notice that the bound (4.7) is compatible with control over the

warped effective action, i.e. with the upper bound (3.5) if 7

N .
1

(2π)2

(
gsM

2
) 3

2 . (4.8)

Let us proceed with the determination of the remaining parameters. For an expo-

nentially small value of Z, one can estimate the value of τ as

aτ ∼ − log |W0| . − log |Z| ∼ 2πN

gsM2
. (4.9)

Invoking the condition (2.20), namely τ > 2πN , one gets in both Scenario 1 and

Scenario 2

a .
1

gsM2
� 1 (4.10)

which, as already observed in [19], is violated for an isotropic CY and a D3-brane

instanton, i.e. Nc = 1. The condition (4.10) must also hold in order to avoid the

singular-bulk problem discussed in [23]. We notice that the string frame volume of

the 4-cycle is given by τ̂ & gsN = (gs|M |)|K| > 1 and therefore guaranteed to be in

the large volume regime.

The mass of the Kähler modulus scales as

mT ∼ a
g

1
2
s

V
1
3
w

|W0|Mpl (4.11)

7The condition (4.8) is a necessary (sufficient) condition in Scenario 1 (2) for a control over the

warped effective action. In the following we will impose the condition (4.8) in both Scenario 1 and

Scenario 2 to guarantee the control over the effective theory.
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which, as already mentioned, scales in the same way with |W0| as the mass of the

light S modulus. Therefore, one might suspect that first integrating out S is not

self-consistent. It was argued in [30,31] that as long as the parameter A in the KKLT

superpotential does not depend on any complex structure modulus, the minimum

prevails. We checked this numerically in concrete examples.

4.2 Mass hierarchies extended

Now we would like to see how the mass scale of the uplift potential fits into the

hierarchies of scales in (3.31). Using (4.5) we can write

V
1
4

up ∼
Λ

(gsM2)
3
4

(4.12)

which is smaller than the species scale and larger than the mass of Z.

Next we analyze the relation between the mass of the Kähler modulus and the

light KK scale. Using the relations (4.6) and (4.9) one gets

mT .
2πN

(gsM2)
3
2

(
|Z|
Vw

)2
3

Mpl ∼
2πN

(gsM2)2

(
|Z|
Vw

)1
3

Λ . (4.13)

Thus, one finds

mT

mKK

.
2πN

(gsM2)

(
|Z|
Vw

)1
3

.
(2π)3N2

(gsM2)3
. 1 , (4.14)

where we have used the relation (4.7) in the second step and the constraint (4.8)

needed for the control of the effective theory in the last step. Hence, we have the

desired hierarchy mT < mKK.

Let us perform a similar analysis for the relation between the mass of the S

modulus and the light KK scale. Using the relation (4.6) one gets for Scenario 2

m
(2)
S

mKK

∼ c1c2

g2
s

(
|Z|
Vw

)1
3

.
(2π)2 c1c2N

(gsM)4
, (4.15)

where we have used the relation (4.7) in the last step. Hence a sufficient condition

for having the desired hierarchy m
(2)
S < mKK ∼ mZ is

(2π)2 c1c2N < (gsM)4 . (4.16)

As already mentioned in section 3.1, we find in Scenario 1 the ratio

m
(1)
S

mZ

=
N

τ
|Z|

2
3 � 1 , (4.17)
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where we have used that τ > N . Hence, we have the desired hierarchy m
(1)
S < mKK ∼

mZ in Scenario 1. Note that in Scenario 1, for the ratio of the two lightest moduli

we find

mT

m
(1)
S

∼ gsM
2

2πN
. 1 , (4.18)

where the inequality in the second step has to hold to guarantee |Z| � 1.

Summarizing, our analytic analysis revealed the following order of all the relevant

red-shifted mass scales of the warped throat

Λ > Λ̃sp > V
1
4

up > mZ ∼ mKK > mS/T , (4.19)

where we have the hierarchy m
(1)
S > mT in Scenario 1 and there is no definite hier-

archy between the masses m
(2)
S and mT in Scenario 2.

Mass scales in Scenario 1

Let us first consider the mass scales in Scenario 1 in more detail. Upon invoking the

parametrically saturated relation (4.7), the cut-off can be expressed as

Λ ∼ (2π)2N

(gsM2)
3
2

Mpl . (4.20)

We have seen that the masses in the throat are ordered in the expected manner.

However, using the saturated relation (4.7), one can now express the lightest bulk

mass scale (3.2) as

Mcs ∼ g
1
2
s

(gsM
2)

3
2

(2π)2Nτ
3
2

Λ .
g

1
2
s

2π

(gsM
2)

3
2

(2πN)
5
2

Λ (4.21)

which implies

Mcs .
g

1
2
s

2π

(
gsM

2

2πN

) 5
2

mKK . mKK . (4.22)

This means that the bulk complex structure moduli are lighter than the red-shifted

KK-modes in the throat. Hence, in Scenario 1 the bulk and throat are not energet-

ically separated, spoiling completely the validity of the used effective action in the

throat. One might think that this is to be expected from the very begining as we

were balancing a term in the IR (throat) against a term in the UV (bulk). However,
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notice that the tree-level UV term is vanishing by construction and that in the race-

track potential (3.11) we were balancing the IR energy against a non-perturbative

bulk term. That this spoils decoupling of bulk and throat is not obvious.

Next we analyze the relation between the lightest bulk mass scale Mcs and the

mass of the S modulus. Using the saturated relation (4.7), we get the ratio

Mcs

m
(1)
S

∼ g
1
2
s

τ
3
2

(gsM
2)

13
2

(2π)6N4
(4.23)

so that imposing Mcs > m
(1)
S sets an upper bound on τ .

Let us roughly estimate the number of bulk complex structure moduli to be

h31 ∼ χ(Y ) & N , where in the final step we have assumed that the large tadpole

from the fluxes in the throat N = MK is not cancelled by other contributions.

Since these extra fields and all their KK-modes are now light, the species scale also

becomes smaller and can be estimated as

Λ̃sp .
Λ

N
1
2 (gsM2)

1
3

. (4.24)

Apparently, this scale is smaller than V
1
4

up as

Λ̃sp .

(
gsM

2

N

) 1
2

V
1
4

up . V
1
4

up . (4.25)

We notice that for this more specific model we have arrived at a very similar conclu-

sion as [51], though not using holography but the existence of an uplift of the initial

AdS-minimum. In table 1 we show the hierarchy of the bulk and the throat mass

scales. On the left we list the expected order, if there were a separation between the

bulk and the red-shifted throat. On the right, we list the non-separated mass scales

found for Scenario 1.

In addition, we have a very large tadpole contribution from the fluxes. From the

now saturated relation (4.7), we can derive the lower bound

N & 2π(log |Z|)4|Z|−
2
3 , (4.26)

where we also used (2.20). Remarkably, the bound is solely determined by the VEV

of the conifold modulus. To get a better impression, let us assume that for having

control over the geometry and the effective action we need the conifold modulus in

a regime |Z| < 10−5. Then equation (4.26) tells us that N > 108, which implies
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bulk-throat separated scales

Mcs ∼
√
gs
Vw Mpl

Λ ∼Mplη
3
2N

Λ̃sp ∼ η
1
3 Λ

V
1
4

up ∼ η
3
4 Λ

mZ ∼ mKK ∼ ηΛ

m
(1)
S ∼ N3 η5Λ

mT ∼ N2 η4Λ

bulk-throat mixed scales

Λ ∼Mplη
3
2N

V
1
4

up ∼ η
3
4 Λ

Λ̃sp . N−
1
2η

1
3 Λ

mZ ∼ mKK ∼ ηΛ

Mcs . g
1
2
s N−

5
2η−

3
2 Λ

m
(1)
S ∼ N3 η5Λ

mT ∼ N2 η4Λ

Table 1: Expected separated and realistic mixed mass scales for Scenario 1. We have

defined the parameter η = 1/ (gsM
2).

M ∼ 104 and a < 10−7 (for M ≈ N
1
2 and gs ∼ 0.1). For |Z| < 10−4 one finds

N > 107.

Thus, in addition to having the wrong hierarchy we face large integers, i.e. large

fluxes and numbers of branes, large tadpole contributions and either large non-

isotropies in the bulk or a high rank confining gauge group.

Mass scales in Scenario 2

This case is less constrained, as we treat the parameters c1 and c2 in the race-track

potential as free parameters. Thus the constraint (4.7) is mild now. Indeed, the

lightest bulk mass scale Mcs is larger than the cut-off Λ, if(
V2
w|Z|

)1/3
.

1

|M |
. (4.27)

In this case the bulk and the throat are energetically decoupled and we have the

following hierarchies of scales

Mcs > Λ > Λ̃sp > V
1
4

up > mZ ∼ mKK > mS/T . (4.28)

As a proof of principle, in the next section we provide an example that features the

intended hierarchy (4.28) of all masses.
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However, we can still derive a lower bound on the fluxes in the throat. From the

uplift condition (4.6) and the relations (3.13) and (3.10) it follows that

|c2 − c1|
c2

|a1| e−c1s0 ∼
1

gs|M |
τ

1
2 |ζ0|

2
3 e−

2
3

2πK
M

s0 . (4.29)

Setting the exponentially small terms in (4.29) to be of the same scale, we can

estimate

c1 ∼
4πK

3M
. (4.30)

Invoking now the (slightly concretized) bound gs|M | & O(10n) from (2.12), set by

having a valid supergravity, large radius description, we get

M &
10n

gs
, K &

10nc1

gs
, N &

102nc1

g2
s

. (4.31)

Assuming c1 > gs for a controlled race-track minimum, gs . 0.1 for control over

string loop corrections and gs|M | & 10 for a controlled supergravity description, one

findsN & 102−3. This is still a moderately large contribution that might be in conflict

with tadpole cancellation or the tadpole conjecture, respectively. For fully fledged

models we expect the bound to be much more stringent, as we treated the race-track

parameters as free parameters while for concrete Calabi-Yau manifolds they are also

determined by three-form fluxes contributing to the tadpole themselves. Hence, the

tadpole will easily exceed the above simple estimate by orders of magnitude.

Comments on tadpole cancellation

Recall that the tadpole cancellation condition reads

MK +Nflux +Nbrane =
χ(Y )

24
(4.32)

where Nflux denotes the contribution of the other present fluxes and Nbrane the con-

tribution from D3-branes and magnetized D7-branes. For such a large flux N = MK

one does not expect (almost fine tuned) cancellations between the various flux and

brane contributions to occur. Therefore, one needs a Calabi-Yau fourfold with a

very large Euler characteristic χ(Y ). This will have many complex structure moduli

so that one very likely encounters the problem of the tadpole conjecture [42–45].

Namely, that it is not possible to freeze all of these many moduli using three-form

fluxes, something that was silently assumed before we focused just on the final two
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moduli Z and S. Hence, we arrive at the conclusion that a working DKMM-refined

KKLT Scenario 1 would require very large fluxes that are in conflict with the tadpole

constraint. Scenario 2 is expected to be much more constrained in concrete cases,

so that the flux tadpole could become dangerously large, likewise. Note that a very

similar conclusion was drawn recently for a controlled Large Volume Scenario [52–54].

5 Numerical analysis

Since throughout our analysis we were invoking quite a number of approximations,

we need to provide a proof of principle. For this purpose, let us now test the previous

results by comparing them with concrete numerical solutions of the problem.

We consider the full scalar potential after analytically stabilizing the conifold

modulus and systematically search for a region in parameter space with a dS mini-

mum by making use of the uplift condition, which will be written as

κ
gs|W0|2

τ 3
0

∼ ξ

gsM2

|Z| 43
τ 2

0

(5.1)

where ξ is the numerical prefactor8 appearing in the uplift potential and we intro-

duced an order one “balance” parameter κ. Since order one factors do matter in this

analysis, we have at least taken factors of (2π) into account. In hindsight, utilizing

results from moduli stabilization we derive a condition on the fluxes (M,K,M1) for

a successful uplift.

The construction of a working uplift turns out to be quite challenging if the free

race-track parameters are all dialed by hand. Thus, we make specific assumptions

for some coefficients to simplify our search. Recall that after the stabilization of the

conifold modulus, the generic superpotential reads

W = a1e
−c1S + a2e

−c2S (5.2)

and its value at the minimum can be approximated by

W0 ∼
c2 − c1

c2

a1e
−c1S0 (5.3)

with S0 given by (3.12) as usual. Motivated by the race-track scenario with non-

perturbative terms generated via gaugino condensation, we now assume ci < 1 and

8From (3.20) we could read off ξ = 9
8c

′′ ' 63
32 but here we prefer to treat it as a parameter.
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that the second exponent in the superpotential is given in terms of the first one via9

c2 = (c−1
1 − 1)−1 . (5.4)

The factor a2 can be adjusted such that the log-term in (3.12) is a number of order

one. With these premises we derive the following expressions for W0 and the string

coupling gs:

W0 ∼ a1c1 exp

(
− 1

c1

)
, gs ∼ c2

1 . (5.5)

Thus, this ansatz guarantees that we have control over the race-track potential as

gs ∼ c2
1 < c1 for c1 < 1.

Moreover, W0 allows us to estimate the value of τ via (4.9). To improve the

quality of our estimate the log-log correction will be taken into account, meaning

that

aτ ∼ log |W0|−1 + log log |W0|−1. (5.6)

This effectively increases our estimate for aτ in both scenarios. Respecting the

condition τ > 2πN , we can express it as

a =
λ

2πN

(
log |W0|−1 + log log |W0|−1) (5.7)

where we introduced a factor 0 < λ < 1, which for each concrete numerical example

allows some tuning. The Pfaffian A is taken to be −1 and the coefficient ξ is taken

to be 63
32

in all concrete realizations presented below. For later purposes, we define

the two parameters

X =
M

2πK
, Y = 2π|K| . (5.8)

5.1 Scenario 1

In Scenario 1 we have10 a1 = Mζ0/(2π) and c1 = 2πK/M , so the conifold modulus

and the superpotential are given by

Z ∼ ζ0 exp

(
− M

2πK

)
, W0 ∼ Kζ0 exp

(
− M

2πK

)
(5.9)

9Note that for gaugino condensation, c1 = 1/(N + 1) and c2 = 1/N are satisfying (5.4).
10We got rid of the 1/i factor in a1 (c.f. Weff in (3.11)) by shifting the axion C0.
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and the uplift condition (5.1) can be expressed as

ξ

κ

2π

Y 2
X3 |ζ0|−2/3 exp

(
2X

3

)
' λ . (5.10)

For really finding parameters allowing a controllable dS uplift, this condition needs to

be satisfied with a sufficient accuracy. Let us stress that (5.7) leads to the following

refinement of the condition (4.10)

a .
2π

gsM2
+

1

N
log

(
2π

gs|M | |ζ0|

)
� 1 . (5.11)

As a consequence, the search for a numerical realization becomes a lot easier.

Employing the above recipe, we were able to construct numerical realizations

with a tadpole of O(1019) induced by the throat fluxes, which surpasses the expected

lower bound (4.26) by many orders of magnitude. These examples also confirm the

unphysical mass hierarchy with mixed throat and bulk scales. Our large flux numbers

are especially enforced by the stabilized τ -modulus. Indeed, the smallness of the a

coefficient and the uplift condition impose such a large value for τ , as the strong

warping condition (2.4) turns out to be violated below N ∼ O(1019). It may be

possible to get closer to the theoretical lower bound of N ∼ 107−8 in more finely

tuned setups, but in any case the flux tadpole of Scenario 1 has certainly almost no

chance to be cancelled in realistic situations.

5.2 Scenario 2

In the second scenario, the race-track coefficients are not determined by the flux

numbers M,K,M1 and we dial them freely as long as we stay in the controlled regime.

However, keep in mind that in concrete realizations those coefficients are not free

parameters but also set by other flux numbers and data of the underlying Calabi-Yau

manifold. Therefore, the way we proceed is very optimistic and eventually Scenario

2 will also be much more constrained. Setting a1 = 1 for convenience, we can derive

the following uplift constraint for Scenario 2:

ξ

κ
(2πX)−1c−6

1 |ζ0|
4
3 exp

(
2

c1

− 4

3

1

c2
1X

)
' λ . (5.12)

One numerical example is specified by c1 = 1/40, λ = 9/10, κ = 1/2, M = 5 000,

K = 37 and M1 = M
2πi

. The coefficient a is therefore a ≈ 3.67 · 10−5. The D3-brane

tadpole contribution is of order N = O(105), which is smaller than in Scenario 1 but
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still fairly large. For s|num ≈ 1 599.75 and τ |num ≈ 1.30 ·106 the dS minimum is found

at

V0|num ≈ 5.88 · 10−60M4
pl . (5.13)

In table 2 we show the numerical values of the mass scales in the left-hand column.

The numerical values of the mass scale of the bulk complex structure moduli and the

scales Λ and Λ̃sp were determined via the relations (3.2), (3.29) and (3.30) respec-

tively. V
1
4

up and the mass scale mKK were obtained via (3.20) and (3.25) respectively.

The masses of the lightest saxions s and τ were obtained via (3.16).

numerical values theoretical predictions

Mcs ≈ 1.69 · 10−11Mpl Mcs ≈ 1.71 · 10−11Mpl

Λ ≈ 1.87 · 10−12Mpl Λ ≈ 1.87 · 10−12Mpl

Λ̃sp ≈ 7.50 · 10−14Mpl Λ̃sp ≈ 7.50 · 10−14Mpl

V
1
4

up ≈ 1.59 · 10−15Mpl V
1
4

up ≈ 1.59 · 10−15Mpl

mZ ∼ mKK ≈ 1.20 · 10−16Mpl mZ ∼ mKK ≈ 1.20 · 10−16Mpl

ms ≈ 3.00 · 10−27Mpl ms ≈ 2.99 · 10−27Mpl

mτ ≈ 2.10 · 10−29Mpl mτ ≈ 8.59 · 10−29Mpl

Table 2: The numerical values and the theoretical predictions of the mass scales for

Scenario 2.

This has to be compared with our theoretical predictions. Here we find the dS

minimum at s|theo ≈ 1 600.00 and τ |theo ≈ 1.29 · 106 with the value of the potential

being

V0|theo ≈ 5.98 · 10−60M4
pl . (5.14)

In the right-hand column of table 2, we list the theoretical predictions of the mass

scales, using the same formulas as those used for the numerical values, except for

the masses of the lightest saxions, whose theoretical values were obtained with the

approximate formulas (3.18) and (4.11).
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Hence, the theoretical predictions for the mass scales are in agreement with the

numerical results. Again we show plots of the potential close to this minimum in the

figures 4 and 5.

1580 1600 1620 1640 1660 1680 1700 1720

100

200

300

400

1.29×106 1.30×106 1.31×106 1.32×106 1.33×106

5.89

5.90

5.91

5.92

5.93

Figure 4: Plots of scalar potential showing a realization of Scenario 2. Left: V (s, τ)

for τ ≈ 1.30 ·106 and right: V (s, τ) for s ≈ 1 599.75, both multiplied by 1060. Choice

of parameters: c1 = 1/40, λ = 9/10, κ = 1/2, M = 5 000, K = 37, M1 = M
2πi

.

Figure 5: Potential V (s, τ) for our example from Scenario 2, multiplied by 1060.

Choice of parameters: c1 = 1/40, λ = 9/10, κ = 1/2, M = 5 000, K = 37, M1 = M
2πi

.

This example for Scenario 2 indicates that while the hierarchy of mass scales is

in order, the fluxes M,K needed to stabilize the conifold modulus and the axio-

dilaton yield a moderately large contribution N = MK to the D3-brane tadpole.

By choosing different values for the parameters one might come even closer to the

general bound N > 103−4.
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6 Conclusion

In this paper we extended the usual KKLT construction by the concrete mechanism

of DKMM to stabilize the complex structure moduli such that W0 is guaranteed to

be exponentially small. The objective was to derive what additional constraints this

imposes on the length and mass scales of the geometry and the light fields involved.

First, using geometric consistency constraints we derived a lower and an upper

bound for the length of the throat. Mutual consistency then directly led us to a bound

for the four-cycle volume in terms of the D3-tadpole contribution coming from the

throat fluxes. Thus, this direct computation for the Klebanov-Strassler throat is

consistent with a former indirect argument using the D3-brane backreaction [19].

We then considered the explicit stabilization of the final light moduli (Z, S, T ),

working in a framework where all heavier complex structure moduli have been as-

sumed to be fixed via three-form fluxes. We employed the methods and the analysis

of [37], but generalized it such that we also included the axio-dilaton and therefore

the string coupling constant in the set of light fields. Following the generalization of

the DKMM mechanism to the conifold regime we invoked a race-track scenario for its

stabilization. For the absence of non-perturbative corrections in the Kähler moduli,

the scalar potential was found to be positive-semidefinite and to obey a modified

no-scale structure.

Computing the appearing mass scales, we found that this DKMM-refined KKLT

scenario comes with a couple of strong constraints. In our more restricted Scenario 1

we found that one is driven to a regime where the bulk mass scale does not decouple

from the throat mass scale. Clearly, this invalidates the employed low energy effective

action in the throat. Moreover, analogous to the recent work [51] we found that as a

consequence, the energy scale of the uplift is parametrically larger than the (throat)

species scale. Recall that [51] claim that the whole DKMM construction ceases to

be controllable even before the uplift.

We also found that for both Scenario 1 and Scenario 2, the two flux quanta

M,K need to be fairly large, in fact much larger than what was derived from the

non-destabilization of the conifold modulus in [36]. Moreover, also the parameter

a that appears in the combination aT in the non-perturbative term needs to be

extremely small, which requires either a high rank confining gauge group or a highly

non-isotropic 4-cycle. All this was confirmed by concrete numerical examples, whose

throat mass scales were consistent with our theoretical predictions. In view of the

recent tadpole conjecture, this raises some additional doubts that the DKMM-refined
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KKLT scenario is in the landscape of string theory.
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