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Abstract: Recent holographic analyses on IIA and IIB models of moduli stabilization
have led to many interesting results. Here we extend this approach to M-Theory. We con-
sider both flux-stabilized models and non-perturbative stabilization methods. We perform
a holographic analysis to determine the spectrum of the assumed dual CFT3 to see its
AdS/CFT implication. For the flux stabilization, which relies on a large complex Chern-
Simons invariant, moduli have integer dimensions similar to the DGKT flux-stabilized
model in type IIA,. For the non-perturbative stabilization, the results are similar to race-
track models in type IIB.
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1 Introduction

The properties of the vacuum in string theory are important because if string theory is
true, then the vacuum will be able to describe our universe. The approach to connect
the original formulation of string theory and the real world is string compactification (for
reviews see [1–4]), which reduces the full 10d string vacuum to a (3+1)-d spacetime, while
other dimensions are compactified. However, in the process of string compactification, new
massless scalar fields will emerge. The vacuum expectation values of them, called moduli,
do not at first appear in the 4d effective potential, so they are not constrained.

If moduli can take arbitrary values (for example, time dependent), then this will con-
flict with observations. Therefore, it is essential to stabilize the moduli. The ingredients
of moduli stabilization are fluxes and non-perturbative effects (for example, world sheet
instantons [5] and gaugino condensation) to make new terms appear in the 4d effective po-
tential to minimize the moduli. Fluxes can be seen as a higher dimensional generalization
of Dirac quantization, so they take integer values. Therefore, the corresponding vacua are
also labeled by discrete integer fluxes. The set of all vacua generated by these fluxes form
the so-called "landscape".

Examples of scenarios of moduli stabilization include the type IIA string compact-
ifications like DGKT [6] and type IIB string compactifications like the Large Volume
Scenario(LVS)[7–10], KKLT [11] and Racetrack [12]. In DGKT all geometric moduli are
stabilized at SUSY AdS vacua in the large flux limit. In the Large Volume Scenario the
moduli are stabilized at non-SUSY AdS vacua with an exponentially large volume. KKLT
stabilizes the moduli with both fluxes and non-perturbative effects at SUSY vacua in the
limit of small W0. The Racetrack model uses two different non-perturbative effects to
stabilize the moduli at a SUSY vacuum without fluxes.
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M-Theory is another limit of string theory. Moduli stabilization is also interesting
for M-Theory compactification. This has been studied in [13–15] by both flux and non-
perturbative stabilization. In the flux-stablized vacua, all the saxions and a linear combi-
nation of axions are stabilized at SUSY AdS vacua under certain topological conditions.
The non-perturbative stabilized vacuum is the multiple moduli version of the racetrack
model.

The above method goes from top to down. However, in recent years an alternative
approach has risen: the swampland program [16–18]. This aims at using basic principles
in quantum gravity to exclude many effective field theories and work out properties that
low energy effective field theory must satisfy. It is beneficial to understand the swampland
program from holographic perspectives: for references see [19–28].

A novel approach from holography was proposed [29–34], which provides a new per-
spective to the problem. The motivation is to determine the consistency of these 4d vacua
from the CFT side. So far, what has been studied are the LVS, the fibred LVS and DGKT.
In particular DGKT gives an interesting spectrum leading to the integer conformal dimen-
sions.

In this paper we extend the holographic swampland story to M-Theory, both models
with fluxes and without fluxes. The paper is organised as follows. In Section 2 we describe
general aspects of M-Theory moduli stabilization on a G2-holomony manifold and the mass
matrix elements. In Section 3 we study the holographic dual of M-Theory vacuum with
flux and compare it with the previous results of DGKT [32, 33]. In Section 4 we study the
holographic dual of M-Theory vacuum with zero flux background and compare it with the
previous results of KKLT and racetrack [31]. In Section 5 we give our conclusions. In the
Appendix the detailed calculations are presented.

2 General Aspects Of M-Theory Moduli Stabilization

In this section we give a brief description of M-Theory moduli stabilization on a G2 holon-
omy manifold [14]. The 11d low energy supergravity description of M-theory is given by
the following action [35]:

S = 1
2k2

11

[∫
d11x
√
−gR−

∫ (1
2G4 ∧ ∗G4 −

1
6C3 ∧G4 ∧G4

)]
, (2.1)

where the 11d metric g and a 3-form C3 consists of the bosonic components. G4 = dC3
is the field strength. By compactifying this theory on a 7d compact manifold X with G2
holonomy group, one obtains the 4d N = 1 supergravity theory. A covariantly constant
3-form φ always accompanies a manifold X with G2 holonomy. Following the argument in
[14], the moduli space of X has the same dimension as H3(X,R), therefore the 4d N = 1
supergravity theory has b3(X) moduli. The corresponding chiral fields read:

zi = ti + isi, i = 1, ...N, (2.2)

si are volume of 3-cycles and ti are the corresponding axions. In the case that is consistent
with G2 holonomy [15], the Kähler potential is expressed by:

K = −3Log(V). (2.3)
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We assume, following [15], the volume of the 7d-manifold can be written as V =
∏N
i=1 s

ai
i .

The parameters have the following constraints:

ΣN
i=1ai = 7

3 . (2.4)

The Kähler potential satisfies the following no scale relationships:

KijKj = −si, KijKiKj = 7. (2.5)

We now derive general expressions for the Hessians of both volume moduli and axions,
assuming that we have a SUSY vacuum. Details are presented in Appendix A. We start
from the standard N = 1 supergravity potential form (taking MP = 1):

V = eK(KijDiWDjW − 3|W |2). (2.6)

The SUSY condition is:
DiW = ∂iW +KiW = 0. (2.7)

For the volume moduli, the corresponding Hessian is expressed:

∂b∂aV = KabV− 3eKKb∂a|W |2 − 3eK∂b∂a|W |2 + eKKij(∂aDiW )(∂bDjW )

+ eKKij(∂bDiW )(∂aDjW ).
(2.8)

Following Appendix A (also see [33]), putting everything together:

HV
ab = Vab

eK |W |2
= −Kab + 3KaKb + 2Wab

W
+ 8KijWiaWjb

|W |2

+ 2siKb
Wia

W
+ 2sjKa

Wjb

W
,

(2.9)

where K, W are the Kähler potential and superpotential evaluated at the SUSY vacuum.
The Hessian for the axions can be obtained similarly from Eq (2.8), with all derivatives

of the Kähler potential vanishing:

∂b∂aV = −3eK∂b∂a|W |2 + eKKij(∂aDiW )(∂bDjW )

+ eKKij(∂bDiW )(∂aDjW ),
(2.10)

where ∂a,∂b means ∂ta , ∂tb . Again, following Appendix A (also see [33]), we can get the
axion Hessians similarly:

HA
ab = ∂tb∂taV

eK |W |2
= 2KaKb + 6Wab

W
+ 8KijWiaWjb

|W |2

+ 2siKb
Wia

W
+ 2sjKa

Wjb

W
,

(2.11)

where ∂a,∂b means derivatives to ∂sa , ∂sb
.

We now apply this formalism to two models of moduli stabilization. The first is
flux-stabilization and the second is non-perturbative stabilization. In practice the super-
potential will be either Eq (3.3) or Eq (4.2).
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3 Flux-Stabilized M-Theory Vacuum

This section investigates the moduli stabilization method of [14, 36], which aims at stabi-
lizing the moduli with fluxes. This is analogous to the DGKT model in type IIA, which
also uses fluxes. We give an introduction to M-Theory compactifications on G2 manifolds
with fluxes turned on.

In order to stabilize the moduli, certain topological conditions have to be imposed:
The G2 manifold X needs to have an ADE singularity along a 3-manifold Q [14]. Following
[14, 37], the superpotential induced by turning on a background flux G and background
fields at the singularities is:

W = 1
8π2

∫ (
C3
2 + iφ

)
∧G+ c1 + ic2. (3.1)

Expanding the 4-form flux G into a harmonic basis:

G = N iρi, (3.2)

where Ni are fluxes and ρi ∈ H4(X,Z), results in the following superpotential:

W (z) = N izi + c1 + ic2. (3.3)

Following [14], c1 + ic2 is a complex Chern-Simons invariant. This term is essential for
this mechanism because without this term the moduli could not be stabilized and the
cosmological constant would be zero. Without loss of generality we can take c2 to be
positive.

The SUSY condition implies:

−3ai
2isi

(N jzj + c1 + ic2) +Ni = 0. (3.4)

Separating the real and imaginary part of this equation, we have:

N iti + c1 = 0,
3ai
2si

(N jsj + c2) = N i,
(3.5)

which results in:
si

3ai
2si

(N jsj + c2) = 7
2(N jsj + c2) = N isi. (3.6)

This leads to the following solution:

c2 = −5
7N

isi, si = − 3ai
5Ni

c2, (3.7)

which implies a vacuum expectation value W = −i2c2
5 .
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Before we proceed, we need to check the validity of the effective field theory description.
In order to realize scale separation, we need the Kaluza-Klein radius to be much smaller
than the AdS radius:

R2
AdS = 1

eK |W |2
= V3

|W |2
∼ c7

2
c2

2
∼ c5

2,

R2
KK ∼ V

2
7 ∼ c

2
3
2 .

(3.8)

so RKK � RAdS if c2 � 1. Following [14], we assume that large values of c2 can be
obtained for some special G2−manifolds.

This superpotential implies that the second order derivatives of the superpotential all
vanish. Following Eq (2.9), the Hessian corresponding to the volume moduli is:

Mij = −Kij + 3KiKj . (3.9)

The physical masses can be extracted as the eigenvalues of m = 2K−1M , where the
matrix elements read:

mij = 2KiaMaj

= 2Kia(−Kaj + 3KaKj)
= −2δij − 6siKj ,

(3.10)

where we use the no scale relationship Eq (2.5).
The eigenvalues are:

λ1 = ...λN−1 = −2,
λN = −2− 6siKi

= −2− 6si
−3 ∂V∂si

V

= −2 + 18×
7V
3
V

= 40,

(3.11)

where we use the property that V is a homogeneous function of si of degree 7
3 .

Using the standard relationship ∆(∆ − 3) = m2R2
AdS , the corresponding conformal

dimensions are:
∆1 = ... = ∆N−1 = 2, (3.12)

∆N = 8. (3.13)

For the axions, the corresponding Hessian is:

Mtitj = 2KiKj . (3.14)

Similarly, the matrix elements of m = 2K−1M are expressed as:

mij = 2KiaMaj

= 4KiaKaKj

= −4siKj .

(3.15)
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The corresponding conformal dimensions for the axions are:

∆1 = ... = ∆N−1 = 3, (3.16)

∆N = 7. (3.17)

This is rather interesting because all the conformal dimensions are integers. This is
reminiscent of DGKT, where similar results were found for general Calabi Yau manifolds
[32, 33]. It was argued in [38] that for a special class of M-theory compactifications on
7d manifolds X with G2 holonomy, special loci in their moduli space are well described by
type IIA orientifolds. Therefore, it is natural to compare with DGKT. There may be some
connections between the integers of M-Theory and the integers in DGKT, but their values
are different. We give a summary of the results for general DGKT.

Following [33], for the Kähler moduli and axion-dilaton sector:

∆1 = 10, ∆2...h1,1
− +1 = 6, (3.18)

for the saxions and
∆1 = 11, ∆2...h1,1

− +1 = 5. (3.19)

for the corresponding axions. For the complex structure moduli sector:

∆ua = 2, ∆aa = 3, a = 1, ...h2,1. (3.20)

In DGKT, the Kähler potential and superpotential can be expressed as[6]:

K = KK +KQ = −Log(V) + 4D, (3.21)

W = WK +WQ, (3.22)

where
WK = e0 + eaz

a + 1
2kabcmazbzc −

m0
6 kabczazbzc, (3.23)

and
WQ = −2pkNk − iqλTλ. (3.24)

Scale separation and geometric limit rely on large c2 � 1. Unlike DGKT, no flux
number can be dial up. Note that in DGKT fluxes can be chosen arbitrary large for any
Calabi Yau 3-folds. However, in the M-Theory flux-stabilization, the value of c2 depends
on the topological conditions of the 7d G2 manifold. An example of large c2 is given in
[14], where Q = H3/Γ.

Note that the complex structure moduli sector in DGKT is similar to M-theory flux
vacuum. This is because WQ is also a linear combination of complex structure moduli,
which is alone the same line as Eq (3.3). The resemblance has been predicted in [6].
However, the volume moduli and axion-dilaton sector seems to be different because there
is no quadratic and cubic terms in Eq (3.3).
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4 Stabilization By Non-Perturbative Effects

Up to now we have focused on scenarios arising from M-theory flux vacua. In this section,
we study a different model based on M-theory. The authors took a further step in [13, 15]:
They considered the M-theory vacuum with zero flux background. We will revisit this
model and focus on the detailed properties of its holographic dual in this section.

We give a quick summary to the model. The Kähler potential remains the same in
this case:

K = −3Log(V), (4.1)

where V =
∏N
i=1 s

ai
i with ΣN

i=1ai = 7
3 . The superpotential is generated by the non-perturbative

effects[13, 15]:
W = A1e

ib1ΣN
i=1N

1
i zi +A2e

ib2ΣN
i=1N

2
i zi , (4.2)

where Ak are numerical constants. b1 = 2π
P and b2 = 2π

Q with P,Q being the rank of the
gauge group for gauge condensation. The sets of N1

i , N
2
i are all integers. Therefore, the

M-theory vacuum is fully determined by the constants (ai, b1, b2, N1
i , N

2
i , A1, A2). In this

paper, without loss of generality, we take positive A1, A2.
The SUSY condition is:

DiW = ∂iW +KiW = 0. (4.3)

The vacuum solution to Eq (4.3) is:

A1
A2

= −cos[(b1ΣN
i=1N

1
i si − b2ΣN

i=1N
2
i si)]

2b2N2
i si + 3ai

2b1N1
i si + 3ai

e(b1ΣN
i=1N

1
i si−b2ΣN

i=1N
2
i si), (4.4)

sin[(b1ΣN
i=1N

1
i si − b2ΣN

i=1N
2
i si)] = 0. (4.5)

To prove them, we can start by taking the expression of W and K into SUSY condition :

i(A1b1N
1
i e
ib1ΣN

i=1N
1
i zi +A2b2N

2
i e
ib2ΣN

i=1N
2
i zi)− 3ai

2isi
(A1e

ib1ΣN
i=1N

1
i zi +A2e

ib2ΣN
i=1N

2
i zi) = 0.

(4.6)
which implies:

A1
A2

= −2b2N2
i si + 3ai

2b1N1
i si + 3ai

eib2ΣN
i=1N

2
i zi−ib1ΣN

i=1N
1
i zi

= −2b2N2
i si + 3ai

2b1N1
i si + 3ai

e−b2ΣN
i=1N

2
i si+b1ΣN

i=1N
1
i si

(cos[−b2ΣN
i=1N

2
i ti + b1ΣN

i=1N
1
i ti]− isin[−b2ΣN

i=1N
2
i ti + b1ΣN

i=1N
1
i ti]).

(4.7)

So we prove the SUSY condition.
The overall phase of W, eib1ΣN

i=1N
1
i ti , does not have physical meaning, since it is only

relative phase factors that matter. If we have A1, A2 real and positive, the SUSY condition
implies:

cos[(−b2ΣN
i=1N

2
i ti + b1ΣN

i=1N
1
i ti)] = −1, (4.8)
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which also gives:
A1
A2

= 2b2N2
i si + 3ai

2b1N1
i si + 3ai

e−b2ΣN
i=1N

2
i si+b1ΣN

i=1N
1
i si , (4.9)

which results in the following equations:

A2
A1

= 1
α
e−b1

∑N

i=1 N
1
i si+b2

∑N

i=1 N
2
i si , (4.10)

si = − 3ai(α− 1)
2(b1N1

i α− b2N2
i )
, (4.11)

where one can solve α and si numerically.
The Hessians of the volume moduli and the axions in AdS units read:

HV
ab = R2

AdSVab = Vab
eK |W |2

= −Kab + 3KaKb + 2Wab

W
+ 8KijWiaWjb

|W |2

+ 2siKb
Wia

W
+ 2sjKa

Wjb

W
,

(4.12)

and
HA
ab = R2

AdSVab = Vab
eK |W |2

= 2KaKb + 6Wab

W
+ 8KijWiaWjb

|W |2

+ 2siKb
Wia

W
+ 2sjKa

Wjb

W
.

(4.13)

The physical masses can be acquired as the eigenvalues ofM = 2K−1H. Using the explicit
expressions for the Hessians in the Appendix, we have:

MV
ab = 2KaiHV

ib = = −2δab + α
s2
a

3aa

(
b1N

1
a + 3aa

2sa

)(
b1N

1
b + 3ab

2sb

)(
ΣN
i=1

8
3ai

α

(
b1N

1
i si + 3ai

2

)2
− 2

)
,

(4.14)

MA
ab = 2KaiHA

ib = = α
s2
a

3aa

(
b1N

1
a + 3aa

2sa

)(
b1N

1
b + 3ab

2sb

)(
ΣN
i=1

8
3ai

α

(
b1N

1
i si + 3ai

2

)2
− 6

)
.

(4.15)
The eigenvalues are:

λVi = −2, i = 1, ...N − 1, (4.16)

λVN = −2 + αΣN
a=1

s2
a

3aa

(
b1N

1
a + 3aa

2sa

)2
(

ΣN
i=1

8
3ai

α

(
b1N

1
i si + 3ai

2

)2
− 2

)

= −2 + αΣN
a=1

1
3aa

(
b1N

1
asa + 3aa

2

)2
(

ΣN
i=1

8
3ai

α

(
b1N

1
i si + 3ai

2

)2
− 2

)
,

(4.17)

and
λAi = 0, i = 1, ...N − 1, (4.18)

λAN = αΣN
a=1

s2
a

3aa

(
b1N

1
a + 3aa

2sa

)2
(

ΣN
i=1

8
3ai

α

(
b1N

1
i si + 3ai

2

)2
− 6

)

= αΣN
a=1

1
3aa

(
b1N

1
asa + 3aa

2

)2
(

ΣN
i=1

8
3ai

α

(
b1N

1
i si + 3ai

2

)2
− 6

)
.

(4.19)
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respectively.
Using the standard relationship ∆(∆− 3) = m2R2

AdS , the corresponding conformal dimen-
sions are:

∆V
i = 2, i = 1, ...N − 1, (4.20)

∆V
N =

3 +
√

1 + 4αΣN
a=1

1
3aa

(
b1N1

asa + 3aa
2

)2
(

ΣN
i=1

8
3ai
α
(
b1N1

i si + 3ai
2

)2
− 2

)
2 , (4.21)

and
∆A
i = 3, i = 1, ...N − 1, (4.22)

∆A
N =

3 +
√

9 + 4αΣN
a=1

1
3aa

(
b1N1

asa + 3aa
2

)2
(

ΣN
i=1

8
3ai
α
(
b1N1

i si + 3ai
2

)2
− 6

)
2 . (4.23)

Note that the option ∆V
i = 1 is excluded by N = 1 supersymmetry, as the volume moduli

and the axions are in the same 3d N = 1 supermultiplet [39].
Following [15], we work in the following two branches in which the supergravity de-

scription is meaningful:

a)A2
A1

> 1,minb2N
2
i

b1N1
i

; i = 1...N > α > max
b2N

2
i + 3ai

2
b1N1

i + 3ai
2

; i = 1...N

b)A2
A1

< 1,maxb2N
2
i

b1N1
i

; i = 1...N < α < min
b2N

2
i + 3ai

2
b1N1

i + 3ai
2

; i = 1...N
(4.24)

It remains to show how the conformal dimension (4.21) grows with the RAdS in the
scale seperation limit where RAdS goes to infinity. Since we have a supersymmetric vacuum,
it follows that V = −3eK |W |2, therefore 1

R2
AdS

= eK |W |2, which implies:

LogRAdS = −1
2K − LogW. (4.25)

Following the definition of Kähler potential, superpotential, Eq (4.10), Eq (B.1) and com-
bining them, we have:

LogRAdS = ΣN
i=1

3
2aiLogsi + b1ΣN1

i si + Log
(
A1

(
1− 1

α

))
. (4.26)

In the scale separation limit, the leading order contribution of the conformal dimension
and the LogRAdS is:

∆N ∝ αΣN
a=1

1
3aa

(
b1N

1
asa + 3aa

2

)2
∝ b1(ΣN

i=1N
1
i si)2, (4.27)

Log2RAdS ∝ b1(ΣN
i=1N

1
i si)2, (4.28)

Therefore, in the scale separation limit:

∆Heavy ∝ Log2RAdS . (4.29)
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We end this section by comparing the results with other scenarios like KKLT [11]
and Racetrack [12], as they are both non-perturbative stabilized. KKLT is a type IIB
flux compactification model in which both fluxes and non-perturbative effects are used
to stabilize the moduli supersymmetrically. The AdS minimum is found after moduli
stabilization then lifted to dS. The 4d effective field theory is described by:

K = −3Log(−i(ρ− ρ)),
W = W0 +Aeiαρ.

(4.30)

In the limit when |W0| � 1, one obtains ∆ ∝ LogRAdS [29, 40].
Racetrack still occurs in the context of both type IIB and heterotic string compactifi-

cation but with only non-perturbative effects. The Kähler potential is the same as KKLT
while the superpotential are dominated by two different non-perturbative effects:

W = Aeiαρ −Beiβρ. (4.31)

Following [31], one can show ∆ ∝ Log2RAdS in the scale separation limit.
It is natural that M-theory gives similar results to IIB racetrack because racetrack

model corresponds to the one modulus case of M-theory with zero flux background.

5 Conclusion

We finish this paper by summarizing the results and proposing open questions. In this
paper, we study two different models of M-theory moduli stabilization.

First, for the flux-stabilized M-Theory vacuum, we have shown that the spectrum of
the dual CFT3 is chacterized by a set of integer conformal dimensions. The presence of
integer conformal dimensions dual to the moduli and axions in M-Theory flux vacuum is
quite intriguing. Similar results also appear in DGKT type IIA string compactification
scenarios[32, 33]. Therefore we compared them and found the flux-stabilized M-Theory
vacuum resembles the complex structure sector of DGKT, which is not surprising because
their superpotential has similar forms, as predicted in [6]. The validity of the results heavily
rely on the existence of large c2.

Second, for non-perturbatively effects stabilized M-Theory vacuum, we prove that
there is one heavy operator with ∆ ∝ LogR2

AdS , the rest are the same as flux-stabilized
M-Theory vacuum. Then we compare the results with other scenarios like KKLT [11] and
racetrack [12]. It is different with KKLT because there are two different non-perturbative
effects in the superpotential, while KKLT only has one non-perturbative term. Racetrack is
quite similar because it is the one modulus version of the non-perturbative effects stabilized
M-Theory vacuum.

An extremely interesting question is: What is the origin of these integer conformal
dimensions? Currently we have no explanation for this, but we believe there must be some
deeper structures behind this. Another interesting open question is: Can we prove the
existence of G2 manifold with large c2? It would certainly be of interest to explore these
questions in the future.
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A General Expressions For Mass Matrices

In this section we derive Eq (2.9) and Eq (2.11). The general expressions of moduli and
axions Hessians are:

HV
ab = ∂b∂aV = KabV− 3eKKb∂a|W |2 − 3eK∂b∂a|W |2

+ eKKij(∂aDiW )(∂bDjW ) + eKKij(∂bDiW )(∂aDjW ),
(A.1)

where ∂a,∂b means ∂sa , ∂sb
and ∂i,∂j means ∂zi , ∂zj .

HA
ab = ∂b∂aV = −3eK∂b∂a|W |2 + eKKij(∂aDiW )(∂bDjW )

+ eKKij(∂bDiW )(∂aDjW ),
(A.2)

where ∂a,∂b means ∂ta , ∂tb and ∂i,∂j means ∂zi , ∂zj .
For the first line of (A.1), the SUSY condition implies that:

∂a|W |2 = 2∂aWW = −Ka|W |2, (A.3)

and
∂b∂a|W |2 = 2∂b∂aWW + 2∂aW∂bW

= (2Wab

W
+ 1

2KaKb)|W |2.
(A.4)

Following [33], for the second line of (A.1), we have:

eKKij(∂aDiW )(∂bDjW )

= eK(KijWiaW jb + 4WabW −
1
2K

ijWiaKjKbW

− 1
2K

ijWibKjKaW + (Kab + 3
4KaKb)|W |2).

(A.5)

The fact that K = K(zi + zi) and the superpotential is holomorphic implies:

∂ziK = ∂siK

2i , ∂ziK = −∂siK

2i , (A.6)

and
∂ziW = 1

i
∂siW,∂ziW = −1

i
∂siW, (A.7)
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which results in:
eKKij(∂aDiW )(∂bDjW )

= eK(4KijWiaW jb + 4WabW + siWiaKbW

+ sjW jbKaW + (Kab + 3
4KaKb)|W |2).

(A.8)

Combining (A.3),(A.4) and (A.8) leads to:

MV
ab = Vab

eK |W |2
= −Kab + 3KaKb + 2Wab

W
+ 8KijWiaWjb

|W |2

+ 2siKb
Wia

W
+ 2sjKa

Wjb

W
,

(A.9)

The axion Hessians (A.2) can be obtained similarly, note that:

∂W

∂ta
= ∂W

∂za
= 1
i

∂W

∂sa
, (A.10)

and
∂aDiW = ∂a(∂ziW +KiW )

= ∂zi∂zaW +Kzi∂zaW

= Wziza −KziKzaW

= −Wia + 1
4KiKaW

(A.11)

which results in:
∂b∂a|W |2 = 2∂tb∂taWW + 2∂taW∂tbW

= −2WabW + 1
2KaKb|W |2.

(A.12)

For the second term of (A.2), using (A.10), (A.11) we have:

eKKij(∂aDiW )(∂bDjW )

= eK4Kij(−Wia + 1
4KiKaW )(−W jb + 1

4KjKbW )

= eK(4KijWiaWjb + siWiaKbW + sjWjbKaW + 7
4KaKb|W |2).

(A.13)

Putting (A.12), (A.13) together into (A.2):

MA
ab = Vab

eK |W |2
= 2KaKb + 6Wab

W
+ 8KijWiaWjb

|W |2

+ 2siKb
Wia

W
+ 2sjKa

Wjb

W
.

(A.14)

B Hessians Of Zero Fluxes Background

In this appendix we give the explicit expressions for the Hessians of the moduli and axions.
We can subsititute the vaccum expectation value of axions Eqs(4.8) into the superpotential
because the Hessians for moduli and axions factorise:

W = A1e
−b1ΣN

i=1N
1
i si −A2e

−b2ΣN
i=1N

2
i si . (B.1)
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The first and second derivatives for W are:

Wa = −b1N1
aA1e

−b1
∑N

i=1 N
1
i si + b2N

2
aA2e

−b2
∑N

i=1 N
2
i si , (B.2)

Wab = b21N
1
aN

1
bA1e

−b1
∑N

i=1 N
1
i si − b22N2

aN
2
bA2e

−b2
∑N

i=1 N
2
i si . (B.3)

We substitute the SUSY condition (4.9) into (B.3):
Wab

W
= αb21N

1
aN

1
b − b22N2

aN
2
b

α− 1 . (B.4)

Eqs(4.11) implies:

N2
a = b1N

1
a

b2
α+ 3aa(α− 1)

2sab2
. (B.5)

Putting them together, the second order derivatives of the superpotential are expressed as:
Wab

W
= −αb21N1

aN
1
b −

3
2b1α

(
ab
sb
N1
a + aa

sa
N1
b

)
+ 9aaab

4sasb
(1− α)

= −α
(
b1N

1
a + 3aa

2sa

)(
b1N

1
b + 3ab

2sb

)
+ 9aaab

4sasb
,

(B.6)

The Hessians of the moduli and axions can be expressed in AdS units:

HV
ab = R2

AdSVab = Vab
eK |W |2

= −Kab + 3KaKb + 2Wab

W
+ 8KijWiaWjb

|W |2

+ 2siKb
Wia

W
+ 2sjKa

Wjb

W
.

(B.7)

HA
ab = R2

AdSVab = Vab
eK |W |2

= 2KaKb + 6Wab

W
+ 8KijWiaWjb

|W |2

+ 2siKb
Wia

W
+ 2sjKa

Wjb

W
.

(B.8)

The derivatives of Kähler potential and superpotential are given by:

−Kab = − s2
a

3aa
δab, (B.9)

KaKb = 9aaab
sasb

, (B.10)

2Wab

W
= −2α

(
b1N

1
a + 3aa

2sa

)(
b1N

1
b + 3ab

2sb

)
+ 9aaab

2sasb
. (B.11)

These are used to evaluate the last term in the first line in (B.7):

8KijWiaWjb

|W |2
= 8ΣN

i=1
s2
i

3ai

(
−α

(
b1N

1
a + 3aa

2sa

)
+ 9aiaa

4sisa

)(
−α

(
b1N

1
i + 3ai

2si

)(
b1N

1
b + 3ab

2sb

)
+ 9aiab

4sisb

)
= 8

3ai
α2
(
b1N

1
i si + 3ai

2

)2 (
b1N

1
a + 3aa

2sa

)(
b1N

1
b + 3ab

2sb

)
− 8s2

i

3ai
α

(
b1N

1
i + 3ai

2si

) 9ai
4si

((
b1N

1
a + 3aa

2sa

)
ab
sb

+
(
b1N

1
b + 3ab

2sb

)
aa
sa

)
+ 8s2

i

3ai
81a2

i aaab
16s2

i sasb

= 8
3ai

α2
(
b1N

1
i si + 3ai

2

)2 (
b1N

1
a + 3aa

2sa

)(
b1N

1
b + 3ab

2sb

)
− 6siα

(
b1N

1
i + 3ai

2si

)(
b1N

1
a

ab
sb

+ b1N
1
b

aa
sa

+ 3abaa
sbsa

)
+ 63

2
aaab
sasb

(B.12)
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The second line of (B.7) can be obtained similarly:

2siKb
Wia

W
= 2si

−3ab
sb

Wia

W

= −6ab
sb

ΣN
i=1

(
−α

(
b1N

1
i si + 3

2ai
)(

b1N
1
a + 3aa

2sa

)
+ 9aaai

4sa

)
= 6ab

sb
ΣN
i=1α

(
b1N

1
i si + 3

2ai
)(

b1N
1
a + 3aa

2sa

)
− 63aaab

2sasb
,

(B.13)

2siKa
Wib

W
= 2si

−3aa
sa

Wib

W

= 6aa
sa

ΣN
i=1α

(
b1N

1
i si + 3

2ai
)(

b1N
1
b + 3ab

2sb

)
− 63aaab

2sasb
,

(B.14)

Combining these results in:

HV
ab = −Kab + 3KaKb + 2Wab

W
+ 8KijWiaWjb

|W |2

+ 2siKb
Wia

W
+ 2sjKa

Wjb

W
.

= − s2
a

3aa
δab + 8

3ai
α2
(
b1N

1
i si + 3ai

2

)2 (
b1N

1
a + 3aa

2sa

)(
b1N

1
b + 3ab

2sb

)
− 2α

(
b1N

1
a + 3aa

2sa

)(
b1N

1
b + 3ab

2sb

)
= − s2

a

3aa
δab + α

(
b1N

1
a + 3aa

2sa

)(
b1N

1
b + 3ab

2sb

)( 8
3ai

α

(
b1N

1
i si + 3ai

2

)2
− 2

)
,

(B.15)

and

HA
ab = 2KaKb + 6Wab

W
+ 8KijWiaWjb

|W |2

+ 2siKb
Wia

W
+ 2sjKa

Wjb

W
.

= 8
3ai

α2
(
b1N

1
i si + 3ai

2

)2 (
b1N

1
a + 3aa

2sa

)(
b1N

1
b + 3ab

2sb

)
− 6α

(
b1N

1
a + 3aa

2sa

)(
b1N

1
b + 3ab

2sb

)
= α

(
b1N

1
a + 3aa

2sa

)(
b1N

1
b + 3ab

2sb

)( 8
3ai

α

(
b1N

1
i si + 3ai

2

)2
− 6

)
(B.16)
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