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Abstract

We consider quintessence models within 4D effective descriptions of gravity coupled to
two scalar fields. These theories are known to give rise to viable models of late-time cosmic
acceleration without any need for flat potentials, and so they are potentially in agreement
with the dS Swampland conjecture. In this paper we investigate the possibility of consistently
embedding such constructions in string theory. We identify situations where the quintessence
fields are either closed string universal moduli or non-universal moduli such as blow-up modes.
We generically show that no trajectories compatible with today’s cosmological parameters exist,
if one starts from matter-dominated initial conditions. It is worth remarking that universal
trajectories compatible with observations do appear, provided that the starting point at early
times is a phase of kinetic domination. However, justifying this choice of initial conditions on
solid grounds is far from easy. We conclude by studying Q-ball formation in this class of models
and discuss constraints coming from Q-ball safety in all cases analyzed here.
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1 Introduction

The current phase of accelerated expansion observed in our universe poses a surprising challenge
for theoretical physicists. On the one hand, the success of simple proposals like the ACDM model
[1-3] suggests that a small positive and constant value for the dark energy density (cosmological
constant) driving the aforementioned expansion is the best fit [4, 5], certainly in accord with
Occam’s Razor. On the other hand, due to the global structure of spacetime, even a free quantum
field theory in such a de Sitter (dS) background is rather different from the flat space theories we
are used to [6]. The main puzzle here being the difficulty of defining an S-matrix that would allow
us to consistently formulate a unitary theory of scattering on such a background.

In a theory of quantum gravity like string theory, a cosmological constant must be explained as
a positive valued minimum for a scalar field potential. However, while several string constructions
which may lead to such a vacuum have been proposed, their reliability still remains highly debated
(see [7] for a systematic analysis of pros and cons of some putative dS string vacua). The difficulty
to build explicit metastable dS solutions has even given rise to the common lore that positive
minima of scalar potentials might not even exist in quantum gravity [8]. This statement is com-
monly referred to as the dS swampland conjecture. More precisely, not only does the dS conjecture
forbid the existence of dS extrema but it even restricts the slope of the scalar potentials arising
from string compactifications as to prevent shallow profiles in regions where they go positive [9].
Further refinements proposed in [10-12] involve second derivatives of the scalar potential.

An alternative to the cosmological constant scenario to account for late-time cosmic acceleration
is to allow for a slowly time-varying dark energy, i.e. a quintessence model (see [13] for a review).
Similarly to inflation, the motion of a scalar field through its potential drives a phase of accelerated
expansion of the universe, its departure from pure dS being due to a non-zero scalar kinetic energy.
For this mechanism to work for a single (real) field, in general the corresponding potential must have
a very flat profile along the physical trajectory. However [14] showed that slow roll quintessence
cannot be achieved in any parametrically controlled regime of the moduli space of string theory.
Viable quintessence models could therefore exist only in the bulk of moduli space where numerical,
even if not parametric, control could still be achieved. The systematic analysis of [15] has shown
however that quintessence model building in any numerically controlled regime of the moduli
space of string theory features theoretical and phenomenological challenges which are even more
severe than those typical of dS constructions. This seems to suggest that single field quintessence,
similarly to dS vacua, may be ruled out in string theory.

Cosmic acceleration can nevertheless arise within models containing steeper potentials, if one
generalizes the prototypical single field model to include multiple real fields [16,17]. The key feature
that opens up this possibility turns out be the presence of non-trivial field space curvature. In
[18-22] this mechanism was studied in order to achieve viable descriptions of late-time acceleration
within 4D effective models in compliance with the dS swampland conjecture. Different classes of
potentials and kinetic couplings turned out to produce desirable phenomenological features and
successfully fit the current cosmological data. The present phase of our universe appears there as
a transient between a (past) phase of matter domination and a (future) fixed point with equation
of state parameter within the range (—1,—1/3).

Given the abundance of scalar fields with non-minimal coupling that generically stem from a



compactification of string theory, all of this may sound very encouraging when it comes to trying
to construct an honest model of quintessence with a proper stringy origin. The aim of this paper
is assessing to what extent the interesting phenomenology found in [22] can be achieved in string
compactifications. To this end, we analyze typical stringy scalar potentials and try to apply the
same machinery. That means searching for trajectories which start at a phase of matter domination
and undergo a phase of accelerated expansion, with the cosmological parameters observed today
somewhere on the trajectory. We will mainly consider two different situations. In the first case the
two scalar fields are universal closed string moduli, such as e.g. axio-dilaton or the universal Kéahler
modulus in a Calabi-Yau compactification. In the other case, the scalars are instead non-universal
moduli such as blow-up modes in the internal geometry. In both situations we find multifield
trajectories which start from matter domination and evolve to a dark energy dominated solution.
However generically none of these accelerating solutions is in agreement with current cosmological
observations. The only trajectories compatible with today’s cosmological observations are those
with initial conditions corresponding to kinetic domination, which are hard to justify on solid
grounds.

Our analysis therefore shows that multifield quintessence, while promising from the effective
4D point of view, turns out to be hard to realize in explicit string compactifications. This is not
due to a difficulty in finding accelerating solutions, rather the problem turns out to be reproducing
the observed values of the dark energy density and equation of state parameters. These findings
seem to corroborate the analysis of [14, 15] which suggests that quintessence model building in
string theory is at least as challenging as the search of dS vacua.

This paper is organized as follows. In Sec. 2 we summarize the main features of the dynamics
of two-field models where the underlying field space is curved, while in Sec. 3 we analyze the
possibility to embed these models in string compactifications. It may be worth stressing that, in
contrast to a more general class of models analyzed recently by [23], the setup we are considering
here features a conserved charge associated with shift symmetry for one of the fields. The obser-
vational differences between these models is discussed in Sec. 4. Besides, due to the presence of
a conserved charge, semi-stable Q-balls [24] could form and obstruct cosmic acceleration [25, 26].
Following [25], we investigate the conditions and time-scale for the formation of Q-balls in Sec.
5. Finally, we implement the constraints coming from Q-ball safety within our models of interest,
and in particular we apply those to the stringy trajectories found earlier. We conclude in Sec. 6

by making further remarks and discussing possible developments of our analysis.

2 Two-field dynamics with non-minimal coupling

The class of models which are relevant to our analysis is the class studied in [22], describing the
coupling between Einstein gravity and two real scalar fields. The underlying action is given by

2
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where the crucial universal feature is the shift symmetry in the ¢o direction arising from the fact
that the scalar potential is independent of the corresponding scalar field. We are interested in the



study of the dynamics of these models in an FRW type background geometry
dsj = —dt* + a(t)* dsps and o = oi(t) . (2.2)

Note that the kinetic coupling f(¢1), like the scalar potential V' (¢1), only depends on the field ¢;.
The other field ¢ is therefore a flat direction which only couples kinetically to ¢1. This is typical
of a complex field decomposed into polar coordinates, but also more generally for saxion and axion
pairs in flux compactifications of string theory. The equations of motion are then given by

1+ 3Hd1 — f fig3 + V1 =0,

. . . 2.3
¢2+3H¢2+2%¢2¢1=0, (25)

where - = d/dt, H = a/a and fi = 0f/0¢1 (and similarly for V). For the late universe, in the
presence of a barotropic fluid with pressure! Dy = wpp that evolves according to the continuity
equation

po = —3H(1+wp)pp, (2.4)

the corresponding Friedman equation is

1. 1 ..
3M2H? = 5 o2 + 3 FPOE+V 4+ py. (2.5)
It turns out to be particularly useful to introduce the following dynamical variables for the kinetic
coupling
ta(én) = -, 2 (2.6)
and potential
Vi

The special case in which k; and ko are constant was already analyzed in [21], and it corresponds
to a situation where both the kinetic coupling and the potential are chosen to be exponential
functions of ¢, namely f(¢1) = e ¥1?/Mp and V(¢) = Ve #29/Mp More general functions
were the subject of further investigation in [22]. It was shown that the kinetic coupling of the
massless scalar generates a novel fixed point of the dynamics, and allows for accelerating solutions
even when the scalar potential is steep (kg > 1).

Following [27] we define the dimensionless variables
_ & féo vV

Ty = , = —), 2.8
2 \/EHMP Y1 \/§HMP ( )

which allow us to formulate the dynamics of the system as an autonomous system

3 3
d = -0+ Sk k) - DG, 29)
3
xh = 3w (zi+a3—1)+ V6kiz19 — 37%2 (23 + a3 +yi — 1), (2.10)
/ 3 3 2., .2 2 2 2
vo= - 574323313/1 3 (1 + 23 +y7 — 1) +3y1 (a1 + 23) (2.11)

We shall later assume a background of pressureless dust wy, = 0 but keep it in the equations here for completeness.



where vy =1+ wp and ' = ﬁ‘éa determines the evolution in terms of e-foldings. In the general case

of field dependent k; and ks, these equations are to be supplemented by
Py =6x1. (2.12)

Instantaneous fixed points are solutions compatible with z}{ = 25 = y; = 0. Note that, unless
k1 and ko are constant, these are not actual fixed points of the above set of equations, but are
nonetheless useful for describing the underlying dynamics, provided that the energy densities of
the system evolve faster than the couplings k1 and k2. According to the analysis in [21], there are
six instantaneous fixed points, which we list in Tab. 1 for the sake of completeness. The system is
symmetric under simultaneous ¢; — —¢1, k1 = —k1 and ks — —ko, and therefore one can focus
on the ky > 0 half-plane without loss of generality.

description ‘ T T Y1 ‘ Qg We stability
K4+ kinetic dom. +1 0 0 1 1 unstable
F fluid dom. 0 0 0 0 - unstable
S scaling sol. \/,f? 0 \/,f’? % 0 k2 > 3 and kg > 2k
. k2 k2 ky < V3, k1 >0,
g geodesic = 0 1-2 |1 -1+%2 {k2 < 6k
NG non-geodesic (Zkl/sz) £y ’fgizklfﬁ \/ 2k21’f¢k2 1 Z;;gﬁi V6 4k — Ky < ko < 2k

Table 1: Instantaneous fixed points of the system with a pressureless barotropic fluid w, = 0 and two scalar
fields for ko > 0. The stability region is given in the last column.

In order to test the model against late time observations, it may be enlightening to directly
study the time evolution of the relevant late time observables. We denote the equation of state
parameter for the quintessence field by wg, and the corresponding density parameter by €2,. Re-

expressing them in terms of our dynamical variables (z1, z2,y1), we find

b abrad-g?

We P - (2.13)
and
Qp = a7+ 23 +yi. (2.14)
The evolution of these quantities obeys the differential equations
Oy = =3 (g — 1) Qg (wp — wy),
(2.15)

wfb = (W¢ — 1) (—]@\/3((,0(;5 + 1)Q¢> — 633% + 3(1 + w¢)> .

It is immediately clear from Tab. 1 that the fixed points cannot describe our current universe
with the cosmological observables Qéo) ~ 0.7 and wéo) ~ —1. We should instead look for transients
in the (z1,z2,y1) parameter space which start from matter domination, exhibit a (short) period

of accelerated expansion? before passing through our current universe. The universal regime of

2The number of e-foldings from the end of matter domination until today may be roughly estimated to be

AN =1In(%0/a) ~ 1 In (95\0)/05,?>) ~ 0.28.



matter domination occurs when the barotropic fluid is the dominant contribution in the energy-
momentum tensor. This implies the necessity of choosing initial conditions close to the origin
(0,0,0), where both wg and €4 are small.

Summarizing, in [22] various different choices of functional dependence for the scalar potential
and the kinetic coupling were investigated. Generically it was observed that accessing the stability
region for the non-geodesic fixed point produces trajectories which display cosmic acceleration in
the transient path towards the fixed point itself. This was found to hold both in the case where
k1 and ko are constant and when they vary with ¢, without substantial difference at a qualitative
level. However empirically, an O(10) hierarchy between k; and ks, i.e. k1 2 O(10) k2, seemed
to be needed in order to obtain late time observables compatible with their current experimental
range. This particular feature might already intuitively generate the suspicion that a possible
compatibility of these constructions with a proper stringy embedding may be contrived.

As we will see later on, it turns out to be difficult to shoot from the origin and have full control
over all the possible transients. An alternative approach could be to require a transient which is
compatible with current observations in the first place, and integrate backwards to see the past
trajectory and associated initial conditions. It may be worth stressing that, although we only have
two observables to constrain the initial value of three coordinates, eqs. (2.13) and (2.14) fully

determine the observationally viable region to be around (0, 0, Qg))>.

3 Stringy two-field quintessence

The goal of this section is to investigate concrete string inspired two-field models and assess the
existence of viable accelerating trajectories in agreement with today’s observations. As we have
already anticipated earlier, the possibility of producing a hierarchy between ki and ks appears
rather unnatural within a stringy context. Indeed, we will show the absence of quintessence
models compatible with the data, both within a class of examples where the quintessence fields are
universal moduli, and within a different class in which the same role is played by blow-up modes.
Note that this result crucially relies on the assumption of matter-dominated initial conditions
23 ~ 0. In contrast, we will also show that good fits for current observations are in principle
possible if such an assumption is dropped.

Universal closed string moduli

Effective Lagrangians of the form (2.1) can arise in the context of string compactifications. Con-
sider for example a situation where all but one closed string moduli are stabilized at specific
vacuum expectation values by means of suitable internal fluxes and sources. This leaves one single
complex field, whose real and imaginary parts are then to be mapped into our real fields (¢1, ¢2).

A particularly thorough construction of this type was presented in [28], where type IIB com-
pactifications on Calabi-Yau 3-folds were considered, with the addition of non-vanishing internal
R-R and NS-NS 3-form fluxes. Flux quantization was properly discussed, and tadpole cancellation
was found to require spacetime filling O3 planes and parallel D3-branes. In this context, the au-
thors were able to show that, for some explicit choices of the flux quanta, it was actually possible
to stabilize all complex structure moduli and the axio-dilaton at a non-supersymmetric locus. This



generates a runaway for the overall Kédhler modulus 7' = Vol(Xy) + i f24 C(4) where Vol(X) is the
volume of the internal overall 4-cycle 34 in string units, while Cy4) is the R-R 4-form. Though the
explicit solutions that they provide are for the special choice of Calabi-Yau given by a Zs orbifold
of the six-torus, similar examples exist for Calabi-Yau 3-folds [29]. The constructions involve 0, 2
or 4 D3 branes, a positive vacuum energy and all the modes but T" have been stabilized.

The effective 4D description turns out to be given by A/ = 1 supergravity coupled to chiral
multiplets. The corresponding flux-induced superpotential is independent of the overall volume
modulus, and hence a no-scale structure emerges. Once all the chiral fields but the volume T" are
stabilized, the effective description only involves one single complex field, for which the kinetic
Lagrangian is fully specified by the following Kéhler potential

K=-3m(T+T), (3.1)

while the effective scalar potential reads

Vo 4

Ve = - _—__=a s
. (T+7)" "

(3.2)

where Vy > 0 appears after evaluating all the other scalar fields in their constant vacuum expecta-

2
tion values. After choosing the convenient parametrization® T = e\/;bl/ Mp i]‘\%, one precisely
recovers exponential potential and kinetic coupling, with

2
ki = \/g and  ky=6. (3.3)

While in [28,29] these compactifications with run-away volume modulus were considered with the
aim of stabilizing the remaining directions by adding higher derivative or non-perturbative effects,
we want to use them to construct two-field quintessence configurations instead.

Beyond the above stringy type IIB model, one might think of considering a whole class of
string inspired models of the same type, by simply considering the following Kéahler potential for
a chiral superfield X

K=-ph(X+X)+..., (3.4)

where X is no longer assumed to be identified with the volume modulus, but is instead allowed
to be any complex field appearing in the compactification at hand, and which has not yet been
stabilized. The dots in (3.4) denote X independent contributions. This type of Kahler potential is
quite common for closed string moduli. Should in addition the superpotential W be independent?
of X, OxW =0, the supergravity F-term potential

Vi = X (KXYDXWDYW WP+ ) M (3.5)
would then turn out to depend on X only through the e factor, and hence we have

Ve (X+X)7". (3.6)

3The parametrization introduced here yields a canonically normalized ¢1, while the kinetic term for ¢ couples
exponentially to ¢1.

4Note that this is an immediate generalization of what happens in the no-scale supergravity model arising in type
IIB Calabi-Yau orientifolds, as shown in [30, 31].



Note that the above class contains the type IIB case of [28] discussed above, for which p = 3.
Another prototypical situation within this class is given by heterotic compactifications on SU(3)
structure manifolds. The associated 4D effective description is again a minimal supergravity
coupled to chiral multiplets, but this time the role of the field X not appearing in the superpotential
is given by S = e~ +1ia where ¢ is the 4D dilaton while its axionic counterpart a is the 4D dual of
B3), xda = dB3). Also in this case one could imagine stabilizing all of the complex structure and
Kéhler moduli, leaving the S direction as a runaway (see [32] for a systematic analysis of heterotic
moduli stabilization). This would then, by construction, fit our discussion when p = 1.

The case with p = 2 can be reproduced instead by considering type IIB compactified on
orientifolds of CY 3-folds which are K3 or T* fibrations over a P! base. In this situation the CY
volume in string units reads ¥V = Vol(K3)Vol(P') = /717 where Vol(K3) = 71 and Vol(P!) =
T2/y/T1 [33-35]. Clearly K = —2InV reproduces the p = 2 case if X is identified with T, =
To + i fEf) Cy and Ti, together with all the other geometric moduli, is stabilized at a non-
supersymmetric locus. Finally, for other intermediate values of p, one could imagine starting from
the model with seven chiral multiplets arising from compactification of M-theory on a Z3 orbifold
of the seven-torus, and start identifying some of the fields among them. The extreme p = 7 case is
obtained by identifying all of them in a single field Z = Vol(33) + i fzg A3y where Vol(X3) is the
volume of an internal 3-cycle 33 in 11D units, while A3y is the M-theory 3-form. A panoramic

view of relevant stringy examples yielding models within this class is offered in Tab. 2.

P X Theory Sources Minternal References
1 S=e¥+ia Heterotic — SU(3) str. [36]
2 Th= Vol(Eflz)) +1i fz(m Cuy TypelIB D3/D7,03/07 K3-fibered CY3 [33-35]
4
3 T =Vol(Xy) + if24 Ca Type 1IB D3/03 CY3 [28]
7T Z=Vol(X3)+ if23 Ay M-theory  KK6/KKOG6 Go str. [37]

Table 2: Examples of string compactifications yielding 4D two-field models with exponential kinetic coupling
and exponential runaway potential. The two-field models arise after fixing the rest of the moduli present in
the given setup.

Note that V as illustrated in (3.6) only depends on the real part of X, leaving the imaginary
part as a flat direction. This is in perfect agreement with our construction of the two-field models
described above, where the kinetically coupled field has a flat potential. The kinetic part of the
action reads

— 1
Lian = —V/=9 Ky OXOX M = —2y/=g ((001)2 + 5 V2 @M 9g)2) - (3.7)
where —
P2 _X-X
M, 2i

and (3.8)

M, 2

One can therefore define the kinetic coupling function as

fl¢1) = \/26\/% o1/My (3.9)

o1 . P (X—l—X)
— =,4/=In 5



The potential depends on ¢; as

_ WY WV meym
V(g = e 2 © b (3.10)

So we see that in these simple supergravity models k1 and ko are constant and their values are

ki=+2/p and  ky=+/2p. (3.11)

Let us now look at the qualitative and quantitative features of dynamical trajectories. At first

expressed in terms of p as

glance, from (3.11) we can already see that ky/k; = p, which rules out the desired hierarchy that
made it possible in [22] to achieve phenomenologically viable transients. This confirms our initial
suspicions, at least for integer values of p, which are those admitting a clear stringy interpretation.
Indeed, if we first start by giving initial conditions near matter domination, we find the trajectories
displayed in the left panel of Fig. 1. As is evident from there, though p = 1 admits an accelerating
regime when €y = 0.7, neither of the p = 1,2, 3 cases allows for a viable description of the present
day universe. This is due to the fact that in regimes close to 25 = 0.7, the equation of state
parameter deviates too much from —1. If we considered higher values of p, the associated curves
would bend even more sharply down to the right, only making the situation worse.

] 1.0f

i 0.8}

1 0.0}

1.0-0.8-0.6-0.4-0.2 0.0 0.2 04 1.0 0.5 0.0 0.5 1.0

i w

Figure 1: Dynamical trajectories in the (w,2) plane for stringy models with ky and ks specified by (3.11).
Left: Initial condition are chosen to be matter domination. None of the trajectories go through the black
dot representing the correct current value for late time observables. Right: The trajectories are required to
pass through the observed current values of (w, ).

In line with what anticipated above, in order to have a viable transient through the observa-
tionally preferred region of the (w, ) plane, one would need to have p < 0.2, which rules out the
possibility of NG dynamics playing a role in this class of models. Needless to say, such small and
non-integer values for p are difficult to motivate from a UV point of view. Note that this upper
bound on p corresponds to ky < 0.6 as found in [38].

However, if we instead look for trajectories that pass through observationally viable points,
we find that these do exist. They may be found by using the correct current values of late time
observables as conditions to integrate the equations (2.9), (2.10) and (2.11). By repeating the



analysis for p = 1,2,3, we see that the future fixed points differ but the behavior in the past is

qualitatively similar for every p. This situation is shown in the right panel of Fig. 1.

Figure 2: Dynamical trajectories in the (x1,22,y1) space for stringy models with ki and ks specified by
(3.11). Left: Initial condition are chosen to be matter domination. All trajectories start from the center
of the hemisphere and approach the surface without going through the black dot. Right: All trajectories
pass through the correct today’s values of late time observables. In this case all trajectories originate from
kinetic domination initial conditions.

In Fig. 2, we display the same solutions but in the (z1,z2,¥y1) space, for matter domination
initial conditions (left panel) and for trajectories which feature transients compatible with today’s
observations (right panel). All the trajectories in the right plot feature kinetic domination initial
conditions since they move towards the observable point from the kinetic dominated regime /_,
and universally originate from X, in the asymptotic past, as long as x%Oday # 0. While these
trajectories do not originate from matter domination in the sense of fluid domination, there are
points along the past trajectory which could be interpreted as matter dominated. In particular, the
points on the trajectories where wg = 0 could be indistinguishable from pure matter cosmology
since the quintessence field mimics the barotropic fluid with w, = 0. In this sense, one might
say that in this cosmological phase the universe would effectively behave as a matter dominated
universe, where ¢ counts as part of (actually roughly half of) the matter content of the universe.
While these phases are generically present, it is hard to motivate them as initial conditions in
comparison with the more standard case of fluid domination initial conditions.

Non-universal moduli: blow-up modes

In the context of Calabi-Yau compactifications, particularly simple examples that one can work
with are toroidal orbifolds. These geometries present singularities at the location of the fixed
points of the corresponding orbifold action. This issue is overcome via the blow-up procedure
which provides an explicit prescription for resolving these singularities into compact and smooth
manifolds, at the price of introducing a number N of non-universal moduli controlling the size
of these blow-up modes. Effective 4D models for blow-up modes can be obtained from a class of
type IIB orientifold flux compactifications with D3/03 as well as D7/07 spacetime filling sources.
The corresponding internal manifold is a Calabi-Yau 3-fold of a so-called ‘weak Swiss-cheese’

10



form [39,40]. In this case, the total internal volume may be written as

N
V= fapln) = Y (3.12)
=1

where {7;} are the universal moduli controlling the volume, f3 /2 is a homogeneous function of
degree 3/2, while {r;} are blow-up moduli controlling the volume of ‘diagonal del Pezzo’ divisors
[33]. Let us focus for simplicity on the simplest case with just one universal modulus 7, and
one blow-up mode 75 with 7, < 7,. This hierarchy can be achieved if at leading order 73 is
stabilized exponentially large by balancing o/ against loop corrections as in [41,42]. The non-
universal modulus 7, can then be fixed at subleading order by the interplay between higher order
perturbative corrections as in [43]. At this level of approximation, the axionic partner of 7, is still
massless due to its perturbative shift symmetry. This situation therefore would be described by the
Lagrangian (2.1) where ¢ is the canonically normalized blow-up mode and ¢9 the corresponding
axion.

In the 75 < 7 limit, the effective Kahler potential for 75 is power-law rather than logarithmic

3/2
Kz—21nV:—31nrb+2<Ts> : (3.13)

Ty

implying the following form of the kinetic terms (for 75 = (Ts + Ts)/2)

o 1 M 2/3

ﬁmz—w@&wﬁnmuﬁz—ﬁﬁgme+(¢ﬁ <wﬁ>, (3.14)

where 3/4 1/ -
91 = 2 (TS> and P2 = <3> M (3.15)

Mp \/§ Tb Mp 4 217’1,

Thus the kinetic coupling function is given by
fl¢n) = (J’) : (3.16)
1

The scalar potential generated by perturbative corrections (string loops or higher derivative effects)

has been studied in concrete Calabi-Yau orientifold examples with explicit brane setup and tadpole

cancellation [34,35,44] and can take slightly different forms. Its behavior is always power-law
M,

+2/3
an=%<%> o V(g =

W
C — (¢r/M,)*?

(3.17)

where C' is a positive ¢1-independent quantity which in explicit Calabi-Yau models turns out to
be of O(1). These models motivate the following more general class of choices for f and V'

Mp>p1 <Mp)}72 VO
=— and v =— , 3.18
flon = (5 o) =(32) sarnr (3.18)
with p; > 0, po > 0 for C' # 0, and p2 which can have either sign for C' = 0. This leads to
ko ( P2 ) 1
— == . 3.19
b \pi) T=COL /0 (319

11



If C = 0, accelerating multifield solutions with observationally viable transients could in principle
exist if po > 0 but they would require ko /k1 < 0.1.5 This regime could be achieved for ps < p; but
explicit stringy examples do not seem to reproduce this hierarchy. In fact, the concrete Calabi-Yau
models of [34,35,44] would lead to k2/k; = 2. On the other hand, if C' # 0, the term proportional
to C'in (3.19) would dominate since ¢ < M, in the 73 < 7, limit, as can be seen from (3.15). In
this case (3.19) would however be negative for ps > 0, leading to the absence of any non-geodesic
dynamics as shown in [22]. Notice that, even allowing ps < 0, the system would still not feature

any phenomenologically viable transient since ky/k; would become:

ko <|p2> (Mp>'f’2
N i Iy (i >1  for < M,, 3.20
k1 Cp1 h1 91 P ( )

unless |p2| < 1 which is however very unnatural from the UV point of view.

We have therefore shown that blow-up modes enrich the class of multifield models by in-
cluding power-law potentials and kinetic couplings together with a field-dependent ky/kj ratio.
Unfortunately, they do not lead to qualitatively new results regarding the possibility to achieve a

non-geodesic multifield dynamics which reproduces the observational features of today’s universe.

4 Conserved currents and observables in two-field quintessence

In this section we clarify the relation between two-field quintessence models that feature a conserved
current like the one under consideration [45], and those that do not [46]. In order to do so we will
try to reduce the problem to a single field one. In the former case this can be done by exploiting
the conserved charge to eliminate the light degree of freedom from the action, thereby obtaining
an action with a time-dependent effective potential. In the latter case, whenever there is a mass
hierarchy (be it at the background or perturbation level) one can integrate out the heavy degree
of freedom to find a low energy effective action. This procedure allows us to show that, though
the two classes of models descend from a similar Lagrangian, they are in fact observationally
distinguishable.

The starting point for both models is an action which generalizes (2.1) by allowing the potential
to depend on both fields, i.e. V' = V(¢1,¢2). The first equation of motion in (2.3) is unaltered,
while the second acquires an additional contribution proportional to the derivative of V' with
respect to ¢o

. . fi- - V-
G2+ 3Ho + 271<z>2¢1 = —f—i.

When V3 vanishes identically, i.e. for our original model (2.1), there is a conserved current and

(4.1)

and associated conserved charge
JH=\/—gf?0 ¢y and Q= / d3xJO. (4.2)

Using the charge density J° = a3 f2¢o = ¢ one can eliminate ¢y from the first equation in (2.3),
thereby obtaining the effective equation of motion

f1d?

¢1+ 3Hy — b

+V1 =0, (4.3)

S5For p2 < 0 the ratio ko /k1 is negative, implying that no non-geodesic dynamics can be present according to the
analysis of [22].
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which prompts the definition of a time-dependent ‘effective potential’

q2

Vet (91,a) = V(¢1) + 2248 (4.4)

The main point is that, regardless of the time dependence of Vg, eq. (4.3) can be obtained from
a two derivative Lagrangian, and therefore perturbations in such a background propagate at the
speed of light. In other words the speed of sound is unity: ¢s = 1.

Let us now turn our attention to the Vi # 0 case analyzed in [46]. We define m? = Vi; and
assume that m1 > H such that ¢; is a heavy field, and can therefore be integrated out. We are
interested in slow-roll solutions to this system (gbl ~ 0 and ¢o ~ 0) with negligible velocity for the
heavy field ¢'>1 ~ 0. In this regime, the equation of motion for the heavy scalar reads

fhds~Wi. (4.5)

Solving this equation allows us to integrate out the heavy field, thereby obtaining an effective
action for the light scalar driving quintessence. As we now show following [47], this action involves
higher derivative terms of the form (¢2)2". Let us define

¢1 = (p1)(1+6), (4.6)

where (¢1) is the solution to V3 = 0 when ¢; relaxes to its minimum after the end of the
quintessence epoch. During dark energy domination, the field ¢ is displaced from its minimum,
and so the solution to V; = 0 is shifted to ¢1 = (¢1)(1 + ¢o) with ¢ < 1 since the mass of ¢ is
much larger than H. Moreover (4.5) implies that ¢; does not sit at the effective minimum of the
potential during quintessence since the velocity of ¢o, even if tiny, is non-zero. Hence throughout
the whole dynamics § < 1 and can be expanded in powers of ¢% as

0= gbg 4.7
= ZCQTL F . ( * )
n>0

One can then solve eq. (4.5) order-by-order in the velocity of the light field. Expanding in powers
of ¢ yields

FE 2 2, FF ¢§1

105 + caldr) (ff + [ /i) AT
o ) 4 (4.8)
O - 93 ¥ ) ¥ Py
=Vi+ 02(¢1>V11B + (¢1) | caVi1 + 5(¢1>V111 IR

where the dots on both sides stand for neglected O (qﬁg) terms, and we defined the notation

f=fUp1)(A+co)) and V = V({¢1)(1 + co), $2), and similarly for the corresponding derivatives
with respect to ¢1. From eq. (4.8) one finds the expressions for the cg, coefficients. The first three
terms take the form

Vi ((@1)(1 + co), ¢2) = 0,

o — ff1/}4

’ (p1)Vi1’ (4.9)
o

T 2 (f7 +f£1<21;/‘1_/1131 fAVin FRAS.
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The first equation in (4.9) implicitly defines ¢y and implies that, to leading order, the heavy field
adiabatically follows its ¢o-dependent minimum. One can use the solution to the heavy field
equation of motion, eqs. (4.6), (4.7) and (4.9), to integrate it out and find the effective field theory
for the light scalar degree of freedom at the level of the background.

By ignoring the contribution of the heavy field kinetic term, one can write the single-field

effective action as

Lo = H(éj%% V(e + 5 g
(4.10)

SR (a7 ) i - T 88+ 06 )
Thus the low energy action of the light scalar ¢9 is of the P(X, ¢3) form where X = %gb% In-
teractions between the heavy and the light scalar generically give rise not only to corrections to
the scalar potential and kinetic terms of the light field, but also to higher derivative terms. It is
precisely these that play a crucial role in the observational signatures of this model. Written in
this manner, it is clear that the model of [46] falls into the class of K-essence models whose most
salient feature is the reduction of the speed of sound for the scalar perturbations induced by the
presence of higher derivative terms. In fact, the speed of sound can be written as

S +3f Vi — FiVin) o
Vil

Px x ft
2 pox XX g4y 44
Px V11¢

¢y +O(¢5).  (4.11)

Taking the explicit model of [23], where ¢1 = 7, ¢p2 = 0, f(p1) = ¢1/M, and V = Vj — aps +
$m%(¢1 — (¢1))? one finds [47,48]

. 2
-2 2¢2 1 2(252
s _1+<mMp) +4< Mp> + ..., (4.12)

in perfect agreement with the results of [23].

5 Q-ball formation in two-field models with a conserved charge

In this paper we have investigated the possible existence of stringy two-field quintessence models
compatible with late-time cosmological observations. Since our models enjoys a shift symmetry
in the ¢o-direction, they might develop instabilities at a non-perturbative level associated with
spontaneous formation of solitonic objects that are charged under this symmetry. Solitonic, non-
topological field configurations of a complex scalar field with U(1) symmetry are known as Q-
balls. These extended objects are the minimum energy configuration for a given charge. They
are completely stable by virtue of charge conservation. Producing Q-balls during quintessence
effectively screens the dark energy, abruptly stopping the accelerating dynamics. In order to make
our analysis of two-field models more complete, we want to conclude by studying the constraints
imposed by stability against spontaneous Q-ball formation.

Intuitively, Q-balls exist if the interacting potential is less than the free field part V(¢) < m?|¢|%.
Then a compact, self-sustaining configuration is energetically favored over a cloud of massive,
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weakly interacting particles. Quantitatively, [24] showed that the condition for the formation of
these objects is a minimum of the function V(¢)/|¢|?> at non-zero values of ¢ # 0. However, the
derivation of this condition in [24] assumes the existence of a true vacuum at ¢ = 0 which is not
the case for our quintessence models. Moreover, in the situation of our interest, the complex scalar
field theory is coupled to gravity in an FRW background.

Due to the absence of a true vacuum, one might say that rather than Q-balls, we have what [49]
called PQ-balls. In particular, a spherical Q-ball solution for exponential potentials and kinetic
couplings has divergent total charge and energy with densities that have a 1/r? decay at infinity.
Since the total charge and energy is infinite, the configurations cannot minimize the energy for
fixed charge. In the quintessence case, the background is not a true vacuum, but rather an evolving
state with finite and constant charge and energy density, and so the total background charge and
energy is already necessarily divergent. As a consequence, while Q-balls may not be totally stable
in this background, we argue that there are no fundamental obstructions to localized objects which
behave like Q-balls.b

We are now interested in the formation of these objects during the evolution of the system.
An abundance of Q-balls formed anywhere along the trajectory would not only be observationally
problematic, but it would even drastically change the equation of state for the quintessence field
to that of matter or radiation (depending on the stability mentioned above), as the Q-balls screen
the expanding effects of the classical background solution.

Following [25], we consider the scalars ¢; and ¢ as homogeneous solutions with classical, local
fluctuations. Then we identify the conditions for the exponential growth of these fluctuations,
which signals the onset of non-linearities and the formation of Q-balls. The equations of motion
for non-homogeneous fields ®;(x,t) = ¢i(t) + d¢pi(x,t) in an FRW background are given by

3H®, — O + ff1(8D2)2 + V1 =0,

. 5.1)
3H f2®y — f? 0Py — 2f f1 (01 - 0P2) =0, (
where (0 = —0? + a~2V?2. For the homogeneous part ¢;(t) the equations of motions reduce to
(2.3), and for the fluctuations we find
BHSG1 — O6¢1 — (fT + ff11) 6561 + Virddy — 2f f1dadda = 0, 52)
. .o . . 5.2
BH [256s — 20062 +2 (f fi1 — J2) dr6dn + 20 f1 (d20dn + $1662) = 0.
The Q-ball forming solutions can be written as”
Sy = 5¢§0)eﬂt+ik1 : (5.3)

with Q € RT and 6gb§0) # 0. The equations of motion for such exponentially growing fluctuations

5This situation is similar to the one occurring with field theory domain walls coupled to gravity. Within the
gravitational theory, non-perturbative processes may create expanding Coleman-De Luccia bubbles [50] with a non-
zero probability. Local Q-ball formation in a gravitating background may be seen as a generalization of these bubbles
that includes the extra U(1) charge.

"A more general time and field dependence would not change the main features of the solutions.

15



reduce to

3HQS¢, + (92 + 5—2) 5p1 — (fE + ff11) 3061 + Virdgr — 2f f12025¢2 = 0,
3Hﬁawa+ﬂ(9”+§)&m+2uﬁl—ﬁyﬁ@wu+Wﬁn(@&n+éﬁ@)=0,(5®
which combine to
<3Hf29 + 12 (92 + g) + 2fo1¢1) <3HQ + <Q2 + i—j) +Vir — (fF+ ffn)é%) 55

+408 1 (= D1+ QA1) =0.

Figure 3: Evolution of the two-field quintessence system inside the wedge free of Q-ball formation for
universal string moduli and p = 1,2, 3.

Assuming H ~ 0 and ¢ ~ const, i.e. neglecting the effect of cosmic expansion and assuming

a predominantly circular trajectory of the axion, this simplifies to (for f # 0)
LA LA 2 i2 212 £2 4 LA
Q +¥ Q +¥+V11—(f1+ff11)¢2 + 4V P fT = + A2 +$>\0=07 (5.6)

where
2 2

k . k .
A2E$+4¢§f12+xo and Aoz¥+vn—(f12+ffu)¢§. (5.7)
Clearly, if A9 > 0, also Ay > 0, leading to no solution with Q € R*. \g < 0 is therefore a necessary
condition for Q-ball formation which reads

2 .
0< % < (ff + ffi)ds — Vi, (5.8)

where the first inequality just states that the fluctuations are inhomogeneous. Notice that the

condition (5.8) is also sufficient since the function Q% + \oQ? + ];:;)\0 is positive for €2 — oo while

it is negative for Q — 0 if A\g < 0, implying for continuity a value 2 € R* where it crosses zero.

For exponential potentials and kinetic couplings, (5.8) can be written in terms of z2, y; and k; as
K’ 2 2.2 129

0< = < 3H” (4kjzs — k3y7) , (5.9)

a2
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leaving a wedge in parameter space which is free of Q-balls. In particular, the dark energy models
studied in Sec. 3 which involve universal string moduli, seem to have dynamics free of Q-ball
formation. Fig. 3 shows that the three trajectories (for p = 1,2, 3) with matter domination initial
conditions are predominantly inside the wedge defined by (5.9). Qualitatively similar considera-
tions hold for the three trajectories which pass through today’s observations.

To be somewhat more precise, our matter dominated initial conditions correspond to small
perturbations around the unstable 1 = 29 = y; = 0 fixed point. In this case the system might
initially be in a region in parameter space where Q-ball formation is possible. However we will
show now that the Q-ball formation time is much larger than the time for the system to evolve
inside the Q-ball free wedge.

The time scale of Q-ball formation can be estimated by the exponent 2 of the fluctuations.
The roots of the quartic eq. (5.6) are given by

1 / k2
Q=4—/=do /N2 +45 |\, 5.10
\/i\/ 2 5+ a2| 0| ( )

where A\g = —|Ao| < 0 to allow for Q-ball formation. Since we search for real and positive solutions,

we select the ‘+’ signs. As expected from the previous analysis, when |\g| — 0 the solutions go to
zero. On the other hand, for |\g| > k?/a?, the solutions can be approximated as € ~ /|)\g|. For
constant ki1 and kg, we can estimate the Q-ball formation time as

1 1 1
O~ V3H\/4k?22 — k2y? < 2V3Hk 2 = b~ —> ——————— > — | 5.11
173 291 122 QO 20/3Hkizs H ( )

for small initial values of z9 and k; = O(1). Let us stress that these approximations are valid in
the physically interesting regime that we choose for initial conditions and parameters.

However the above analysis is not necessarily accurate enough, since we assumed H ~ <f.>1 ~ (.
Reinstating H and ¢; using (5.5), eq. (5.6) generalizes to

k2 4 o L2
Q'+ QP (BH + \3)+9Q2 (A2 + 3H)3)+Q <3Ha2 +Asdo — 71 ff1¢§¢16¢1k1> +—5X =0, (5.12)
p
where f
N = 3H + 27%251 -y (3 - 2\/6/<1:c1) . (5.13)

We have already used 0y, k1 = ( f? — ffi1) in the linear terms for brevity. Interestingly, the new
terms do not affect the 2 — 0 and 2 — oo limits, and so A\g < 0 still remains a sufficient condition.
The same condition becomes also necessary if all the coefficients in (5.12) are non-negative for
Ao > 0. This is clearly the case if ky is constant and A3 > 0, i.e. if 21 < \/3/72/(2k:1)

Focusing again on the case of two-field quintessence driven by universal string moduli, where
k1 is indeed constant and given by (3.11), the condition for Q-ball formation (5.8) is definitely
necessary for x1 < /3p/4. This implies that when x1 > /3p/4 the conditions for Q-ball formation
could be satisfied even inside the wedge defined by (5.9). Let us mention the main features of the
trajectories analyzed in Sec. 3

e For p = 1, the trajectories with matter dominated initial conditions satisfy the condition
x1 < v/3/4 everywhere except for a region close to the fixed point where z; = 1/v/3 > v/3/4.
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Hence at the fixed point A9 > 0 while A3 < 0, implying that (5.12) will definitely have a
solution Q € R* for k — 0. This signals that the evolution of the system for p = 1 will end
with Q-ball formation in the far future since there is enough time for Q-balls to form close
to the fixed point.

For solutions which pass through today’s observations, z; < v/3/4 also holds everywhere
except for two regions: (7) close to the fixed point, implying that also these trajectories will
end with Q-ball formation; (74) in the vicinity of the putative initial conditions wg, ~ 0
and Oy, ~ 0.55. However the system will move to z; < v/3/4 already at wg, ~ —0.3 and
Qy, ~ 0.525, and so before Q-balls have enough time to form. In fact, it can be easily
checked that in this region |A3| ~ O(0.1)H, implying a solution to (5.12) which scale as
Q) ~ 0(0.1) H, and so a very long Q-ball formation time, t ~ Q=1 ~ O(10)/H.

e For p =2 and p = 3, the condition z; < /3p/4 is satisfied everywhere along the trajectories,
including the fixed points in the far future, except for short transients close to these final
fixed points. However, similarly to the p = 1 case, Q-balls do not have enough time to form
since |A3] remains always small, i.e. |Az| ~ O(0.1)H. Interestingly, for p = 2 and p = 3,
z1 < v/3/4 holds around the potential initial conditions, wy, ~ 0 and 4, ~ 0.6, for the
trajectories which reproduce current data.

Summarizing, we have shown that the obstruction of quintessence dynamics by Q-ball formation
is never a problem for two-field quintessence models from string theory. Transients where the
conditions for exponential growth of non-linearities are satisfied do exist, but they disappear before
Q-balls have enough time to form. Interestingly, we found trajectories with p = 1 which end with
Q-ball formation in the far cosmological future.

6 Conclusions

The mechanism responsible for the present day accelerated expansion of our universe is without any
doubt the greatest mystery of fundamental physics. Recent swampland conjectures are expected to
shed light on this delicate issue since their goal is to determine the constraints that quantum gravity
imposes on any consistent effective field theory. In particular, the dS conjecture [9-12] would seem
to rule out both metastable vacua with a positive cosmological constant and single-field dynamical
dark energy models [14,15] .

Motivated by these considerations, in this paper we investigated the possibility of realizing
multifield quintessence in string theory for two main reasons: (i) two-field models with a curved
field space have already been shown to be able to lead to late-time accelerating solutions even for
steep potentials which are compatible with the dS conjecture [21,22]; (i7) non-linear sigma models
arise very naturally in the 4D supergravity effective action of string compactifications.

We studied two classes of models depending on whether the quintessence complex field is a
universal modulus, like the axio-dilaton or the overall Kédhler modulus, or a non-universal modulus,
like a local mode blowing up a Calabi-Yau singularity. While if it is not difficult to find acceler-
ating solutions, we have not been able to obtain multifield trajectories which are compatible with
observations both today and in the past. In fact, if the universe matches observations in the past,
i.e. the system start from matter domination, there is generically no trajectory which reproduces
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wg, ~ —1 and 4, ~ 0.7 in the future. On the other hand, imposing the system to pass through
today’s observable universe, the initial epoch turns out to be kinetic domination.

These somewhat negative results indicate that embedding multifield quintessence in explicit
string compactifications seems to be very challenging, especially when compatibility with observa-
tions is required. Hence, from this perspective, dynamical dark energy does not seem a preferred
alternative to the simplest cosmological constant explanation of the current accelerated expansion
of our universe. In this sense, our results might also be seen as raising doubts about the validity
of exisiting dS conjectures.

It is important to stress that in this paper we focused just on two-field models, while a generic
string compactification might feature many more fields which play an active role during multifield
quintessence. While this more involved scenario would definitely need a more accurate analysis,
we expect our results to still hold qualitatively since the two-field dynamics with kinetic cou-
plings should already catch the main features of the departure from a simple single-field geodesic
dynamics.

Let us finally point out that the models we have considered feature a conserved charge due to
the underlying axionic shift symmetry. This can lead to an exponential growth of non-linearities
that can end up in Q-ball formation and a consequent sudden obstraction of the dark energy
dynamics. However we have shown that our models are free from Q-ball formation during their
entire cosmological evolution except for some cases where Q-balls might form only in the far future

when the system approaches a fixed point.

19



References

1]

[11]

[12]

Supernova Search Team Collaboration, A. G. Riess et al., “Observational evidence from
supernovae for an accelerating universe and a cosmological constant,” Astron. J. 116 (1998)
1009-1038, arXiv:astro-ph/9805201.

Boomerang Collaboration, A. H. Jaffe et al., “Cosmology from MAXIMA-1,
BOOMERANG and COBE / DMR CMB observations,” Phys. Rev. Lett. 86 (2001)
3475-3479, arXiv:astro-ph/0007333.

SDSS Collaboration, M. Tegmark et al., “Cosmological parameters from SDSS and
WMAP,” Phys. Rev. D 69 (2004) 103501, arXiv:astro-ph/0310723.

Pan-STARRS1 Collaboration, D. M. Scolnic et al., “The Complete Light-curve Sample of
Spectroscopically Confirmed SNe Ia from Pan-STARRS1 and Cosmological Constraints from
the Combined Pantheon Sample,” Astrophys. J. 859 no. 2, (2018) 101, arXiv:1710.00845
[astro-ph.CO].

Planck Collaboration, N. Aghanim et al., “Planck 2018 results. VI. Cosmological
parameters,” Astron. Astrophys. 641 (2020) A6, arXiv:1807.06209 [astro-ph.CO].
[Erratum: Astron.Astrophys. 652, C4 (2021)].

E. Witten, “Why Does Quantum Field Theory In Curved Spacetime Make Sense? And
What Happens To The Algebra of Observables In The Thermodynamic Limit?,”
arXiv:2112.11614 [hep-th].

M. Cicoli, S. De Alwis, A. Maharana, F. Muia, and F. Quevedo, “De Sitter vs Quintessence
in String Theory,” Fortsch. Phys. 67 no. 1-2, (2019) 1800079, arXiv:1808.08967 [hep-th].

U. H. Danielsson and T. Van Riet, “What if string theory has no de Sitter vacua?,” Int. J.
Mod. Phys. D 27 no. 12, (2018) 1830007, arXiv:1804.01120 [hep-th].

G. Obied, H. Ooguri, L. Spodyneiko, and C. Vafa, “De Sitter Space and the Swampland,”
arXiv:1806.08362 [hep-th].

S. K. Garg and C. Krishnan, “Bounds on Slow Roll and the de Sitter Swampland,” JHEP
11 (2019) 075, arXiv:1807.05193 [hep-th].

H. Ooguri, E. Palti, G. Shiu, and C. Vafa, “Distance and de Sitter Conjectures on the
Swampland,” Phys. Lett. B 788 (2019) 180-184, arXiv:1810.05506 [hep-th].

D. Andriot and C. Roupec, “Further refining the de Sitter swampland conjecture,” Fortsch.
Phys. 67 no. 1-2, (2019) 1800105, arXiv:1811.08889 [hep-th].

S. Tsujikawa, “Quintessence: A Review,” Class. Quant. Grav. 30 (2013) 214003,
arXiv:1304.1961 [gr-qcl.

M. Cicoli, F. Cunillera, A. Padilla, and F. G. Pedro, “Quintessence and the Swampland:
The Parametrically Controlled Regime of Moduli Space,” Fortsch. Phys. 70 no. 4, (2022)
2200009, arXiv:2112.10779 [hep-th].

20


http://dx.doi.org/10.1086/300499
http://dx.doi.org/10.1086/300499
http://arxiv.org/abs/astro-ph/9805201
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.86.3475
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.86.3475
http://arxiv.org/abs/astro-ph/0007333
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.69.103501
http://arxiv.org/abs/astro-ph/0310723
http://dx.doi.org/10.3847/1538-4357/aab9bb
http://arxiv.org/abs/1710.00845
http://arxiv.org/abs/1710.00845
http://dx.doi.org/10.1051/0004-6361/201833910
http://arxiv.org/abs/1807.06209
http://arxiv.org/abs/2112.11614
http://dx.doi.org/10.1002/prop.201800079
http://arxiv.org/abs/1808.08967
http://dx.doi.org/10.1142/S0218271818300070
http://dx.doi.org/10.1142/S0218271818300070
http://arxiv.org/abs/1804.01120
http://arxiv.org/abs/1806.08362
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/JHEP11(2019)075
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/JHEP11(2019)075
http://arxiv.org/abs/1807.05193
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.physletb.2018.11.018
http://arxiv.org/abs/1810.05506
http://dx.doi.org/10.1002/prop.201800105
http://dx.doi.org/10.1002/prop.201800105
http://arxiv.org/abs/1811.08889
http://dx.doi.org/10.1088/0264-9381/30/21/214003
http://arxiv.org/abs/1304.1961
http://dx.doi.org/10.1002/prop.202200009
http://dx.doi.org/10.1002/prop.202200009
http://arxiv.org/abs/2112.10779

[15]

[20]

[21]

[22]

[30]

M. Cicoli, F. Cunillera, A. Padilla, and F. G. Pedro, “Quintessence and the Swampland:
The Numerically Controlled Regime of Moduli Space,” Fortsch. Phys. 70 no. 4, (2022)
2200008, arXiv:2112.10783 [hep-th].

A. R. Brown, “Hyperbolic Inflation,” Phys. Rev. Lett. 121 no. 25, (2018) 251601,
arXiv:1705.03023 [hep-th].

A. Achicarro and G. A. Palma, “The string swampland constraints require multi-field
inflation,” JCAP 02 (2019) 041, arXiv:1807.04390 [hep-th].

J. Sonner and P. K. Townsend, “Recurrent acceleration in dilaton-axion cosmology,” Phys.
Rev. D 74 (2006) 103508, arXiv:hep-th/0608068.

C. van de Bruck and J. M. Weller, “Quintessence dynamics with two scalar fields and mixed
kinetic terms,” Phys. Rev. D 80 (2009) 123014, arXiv:0910.1934 [astro-ph.CO].

J. G. Russo and P. K. Townsend, “Late-time Cosmic Acceleration from Compactification,”
Class. Quant. Grav. 36 no. 9, (2019) 095008, arXiv:1811.03660 [hep-th].

M. Cicoli, G. Dibitetto, and F. G. Pedro, “New accelerating solutions in late-time
cosmology,” Phys. Rev. D 101 no. 10, (2020) 103524, arXiv:2002.02695 [gr-qc].

M. Cicoli, G. Dibitetto, and F. G. Pedro, “Out of the Swampland with Multifield
Quintessence?,” JHEP 10 (2020) 035, arXiv:2007.11011 [hep-th].

Y. Akrami, R. Kallosh, A. Linde, and V. Vardanyan, “The Landscape, the Swampland and
the Era of Precision Cosmology,” Fortsch. Phys. 67 no. 1-2, (2019) 1800075,
arXiv:1808.09440 [hep-th].

S. R. Coleman, “Q-balls,” Nucl. Phys. B 262 no. 2, (1985) 263. [Addendum: Nucl.Phys.B
269, 744 (1986)].

S. Kasuya, “Difficulty of a spinning complex scalar field to be dark energy,” Phys. Lett. B
515 (2001) 121-124, arXiv:astro-ph/0105408.

X.-z. Li, J.-g. Hao, and D.-j. Liu, “Quintessence with O(N) symmetry,” Class. Quant. Grav.
19 (2002) 60496058, arXiv:astro-ph/0107171.

E. J. Copeland, A. R. Liddle, and D. Wands, “Exponential potentials and cosmological
scaling solutions,” Phys. Rev. D 57 (1998) 4686-4690, arXiv:gr-qc/9711068.

A. Saltman and E. Silverstein, “The Scaling of the no scale potential and de Sitter model
building,” JHEP 11 (2004) 066, arXiv:hep-th/0402135.

D. Gallego, M. C. D. Marsh, B. Vercnocke, and T. Wrase, “A New Class of de Sitter Vacua
in Type IIB Large Volume Compactifications,” JHEP 10 (2017) 193, arXiv:1707.01095
[hep-th].

S. Ferrara and M. Porrati, “N=1 no scale supergravity from IIB orientifolds,” Phys. Lett. B
545 (2002) 411-415, arXiv:hep-th/0207135.

21


http://dx.doi.org/10.1002/prop.202200008
http://dx.doi.org/10.1002/prop.202200008
http://arxiv.org/abs/2112.10783
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.121.251601
http://arxiv.org/abs/1705.03023
http://dx.doi.org/10.1088/1475-7516/2019/02/041
http://arxiv.org/abs/1807.04390
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.74.103508
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.74.103508
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-th/0608068
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.80.123014
http://arxiv.org/abs/0910.1934
http://dx.doi.org/10.1088/1361-6382/ab0804
http://arxiv.org/abs/1811.03660
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.101.103524
http://arxiv.org/abs/2002.02695
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/JHEP10(2020)035
http://arxiv.org/abs/2007.11011
http://dx.doi.org/10.1002/prop.201800075
http://arxiv.org/abs/1808.09440
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/0550-3213(86)90520-1
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/S0370-2693(01)00867-X
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/S0370-2693(01)00867-X
http://arxiv.org/abs/astro-ph/0105408
http://dx.doi.org/10.1088/0264-9381/19/23/311
http://dx.doi.org/10.1088/0264-9381/19/23/311
http://arxiv.org/abs/astro-ph/0107171
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.57.4686
http://arxiv.org/abs/gr-qc/9711068
http://dx.doi.org/10.1088/1126-6708/2004/11/066
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-th/0402135
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/JHEP10(2017)193
http://arxiv.org/abs/1707.01095
http://arxiv.org/abs/1707.01095
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/S0370-2693(02)02626-6
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/S0370-2693(02)02626-6
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-th/0207135

[31] C. P. Burgess, M. Cicoli, D. Ciupke, S. Krippendorf, and F. Quevedo, “UV Shadows in
EFTs: Accidental Symmetries, Robustness and No-Scale Supergravity,” Fortsch. Phys. 68
no. 10, (2020) 2000076, arXiv:2006.06694 [hep-th].

[32] M. Cicoli, S. de Alwis, and A. Westphal, “Heterotic Moduli Stabilisation,” JHEP 10 (2013)
199, arXiv:1304.1809 [hep-th].

[33] M. Cicoli, M. Kreuzer, and C. Mayrhofer, “Toric K3-Fibred Calabi-Yau Manifolds with del
Pezzo Divisors for String Compactifications,” JHEP 02 (2012) 002, arXiv:1107.0383
[hep-th].

[34] M. Cicoli, F. Muia, and P. Shukla, “Global Embedding of Fibre Inflation Models,” JHEP 11
(2016) 182, arXiv:1611.04612 [hep-th].

[35] M. Cicoli, D. Ciupke, V. A. Diaz, V. Guidetti, F. Muia, and P. Shukla, “Chiral Global
Embedding of Fibre Inflation Models,” JHEP 11 (2017) 207, arXiv:1709.01518 [hep-th].

[36] A. Font, L. E. Ibanez, D. Lust, and F. Quevedo, “Supersymmetry Breaking From Duality
Invariant Gaugino Condensation,” Phys. Lett. B 245 (1990) 401-408.

[37] J. Blabédck, U. Danielsson, G. Dibitetto, and S. Giri, “Constructing stable de Sitter in
M-theory from higher curvature corrections,” JHEP 09 (2019) 042, arXiv:1902.04053
[hep-th].

[38] P. Agrawal, G. Obied, P. J. Steinhardt, and C. Vafa, “On the Cosmological Implications of
the String Swampland,” Phys. Lett. B 784 (2018) 271276, arXiv:1806.09718 [hep-th].

[39] M. Cicoli, K. Dutta, and A. Maharana, “N-flation with Hierarchically Light Axions in String
Compactifications,” JCAP 08 (2014) 012, arXiv:1401.2579 [hep-th].

[40] M. Cicoli, D. Ciupke, C. Mayrhofer, and P. Shukla, “A Geometrical Upper Bound on the
Inflaton Range,” JHEP 05 (2018) 001, arXiv:1801.05434 [hep-th].

[41] I. Antoniadis, Y. Chen, and G. K. Leontaris, “Perturbative moduli stabilisation in type
IIB/F-theory framework,” Fur. Phys. J. C 78 no. 9, (2018) 766, arXiv:1803.08941
[hep-th].

[42] C. P. Burgess and F. Quevedo, “RG-Induced Modulus Stabilization: Perturbative de Sitter
Vacua and Improved D3-D3 Inflation,” arXiv:2202.05344 [hep-th].

[43] M. Cicoli, D. Ciupke, S. de Alwis, and F. Muia, “o’ Inflation: moduli stabilisation and
observable tensors from higher derivatives,” JHEP 09 (2016) 026, arXiv:1607.01395
[hep-th].

[44] M. Cicoli, C. Mayrhofer, and R. Valandro, “Moduli Stabilisation for Chiral Global Models,”
JHEP 02 (2012) 062, arXiv:1110.3333 [hep-th].

[45] M. Cicoli, V. Guidetti, F. G. Pedro, and G. P. Vacca, “A geometrical instability for
ultra-light fields during inflation?,” JCAP 12 (2018) 037, arXiv:1807.03818 [hep-th].

22


http://dx.doi.org/10.1002/prop.202000076
http://dx.doi.org/10.1002/prop.202000076
http://arxiv.org/abs/2006.06694
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/JHEP10(2013)199
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/JHEP10(2013)199
http://arxiv.org/abs/1304.1809
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/JHEP02(2012)002
http://arxiv.org/abs/1107.0383
http://arxiv.org/abs/1107.0383
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/JHEP11(2016)182
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/JHEP11(2016)182
http://arxiv.org/abs/1611.04612
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/JHEP11(2017)207
http://arxiv.org/abs/1709.01518
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/0370-2693(90)90665-S
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/JHEP09(2019)042
http://arxiv.org/abs/1902.04053
http://arxiv.org/abs/1902.04053
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.physletb.2018.07.040
http://arxiv.org/abs/1806.09718
http://dx.doi.org/10.1088/1475-7516/2014/08/012
http://arxiv.org/abs/1401.2579
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/JHEP05(2018)001
http://arxiv.org/abs/1801.05434
http://dx.doi.org/10.1140/epjc/s10052-018-6248-4
http://arxiv.org/abs/1803.08941
http://arxiv.org/abs/1803.08941
http://arxiv.org/abs/2202.05344
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/JHEP09(2016)026
http://arxiv.org/abs/1607.01395
http://arxiv.org/abs/1607.01395
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/JHEP02(2012)062
http://arxiv.org/abs/1110.3333
http://dx.doi.org/10.1088/1475-7516/2018/12/037
http://arxiv.org/abs/1807.03818

[46]

[49]

[50]

Y. Akrami, M. Sasaki, A. R. Solomon, and V. Vardanyan, “Multi-field dark energy: Cosmic
acceleration on a steep potential,” Phys. Lett. B 819 (2021) 136427, arXiv:2008.13660
[astro-ph.CO].

F. G. Pedro and A. Westphal, “Flattened Axion Monodromy Beyond Two Derivatives,”
Phys. Rev. D 101 no. 4, (2020) 043501, arXiv:1909.08100 [hep-th].

A. Achticarro, V. Atal, and Y. Welling, “On the viability of m?¢? and natural inflation,”
JCAP 07 (2015) 008, arXiv:1503.07486 [astro-ph.CO].

S. Krippendorf, F. Muia, and F. Quevedo, “Moduli Stars,” JHEP 08 (2018) 070,
arXiv:1806.04690 [hep-th].

S. R. Coleman and F. De Luccia, “Gravitational Effects on and of Vacuum Decay,” Phys.
Rev. D 21 (1980) 3305.

23


http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.physletb.2021.136427
http://arxiv.org/abs/2008.13660
http://arxiv.org/abs/2008.13660
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.101.043501
http://arxiv.org/abs/1909.08100
http://dx.doi.org/10.1088/1475-7516/2015/07/008
http://arxiv.org/abs/1503.07486
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/JHEP08(2018)070
http://arxiv.org/abs/1806.04690
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.21.3305
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.21.3305

	1 Introduction
	2 Two-field dynamics with non-minimal coupling
	3 Stringy two-field quintessence
	4 Conserved currents and observables in two-field quintessence
	5 Q-ball formation in two-field models with a conserved charge
	6 Conclusions

