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ABSTRACT: We study the ‘number’ 9(u) of AdS vacua with a UV cut off p. It has been

b as p — 0 for some

proposed that this number is finite. We find evidence that 9(u) < a p™
constants a and b of O(1) in Planck units that may depend on dimension and the number
of supercharges. For this result to hold it is crucial to integrate over the volume of massless
and tachyonic directions of AdS which corresponds to the volume of the space of marginal
and relevant deformations of the dual CFT. We are led to the surprising prediction that
theories with large number of light moduli contribute very little to the volume measure
among all theories. We also speculate about the dS case leading to the number of quasi-dS

vacua of the order of A™* for some O(1) parameter a.
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1 Introduction

One of the main motivations of the Swampland program [1] is the observation of the

apparent finiteness of the number of quantum gravity vacua. It is this finiteness which

stands in sharp contrast to the naive expectation that there are infinitely many possible

consistent theories of quantum gravity motivated from naive expectations based on EFT

arguments.

This finiteness needs to be qualified, as families of supersymmetric solutions coming

from string theory come in a family parameterized by the vev of the massless scalar fields,

called the moduli space. What one would have to mean by finiteness is presumably the



total volume of such spaces. However, this space has sometimes infinite volume. Moreover,
the number of AdS vacua is also naively infinite. To fix these issues, it has been proposed
that the notion of finiteness refers to the volume of theories with a fixed UV cutoff x> 0
[2-4] (see also [5, 6] for links to tame geometry).! In particular, any light tower mower < 1t
invalidates the EFT, and such weakly coupled towers arise at the infinite distances of the
moduli space. Consequently, the space of vacua obeying the cutoff u lie in the interior of
the moduli space enclosing a finite volume 9%(x), which corresponds to the number of such
vacua.

However, this number could still diverge as u — 0. The dependence of the ‘number of
vacua’, including the volume of massless modes, to u in the case of Minkowski vacua has
been studied in [4, 7]. One expects the number of Minkowski vacua to go as

s)ftMink(/J) 5 a| IOg M|b7 (11)

as i — 0, where a, b could depend on the dimension d and the number of supersymmetries.
The main aim of this paper is to generalize this to the case of AdS vacua.

The fact that for AdS we naively have infinitely many vacua labeled by a number N
(such as the number of branes leading to the corresponding AdS) is avoided by imposing a
cutoff. The reason is that large N would correspond to small |A| — 0 and there is typically
a KK tower of light states whose scale goes as |A|'/? which thus is bounded if we fix a
cutoff u, by |A\1/2 2 . We argue that this leads to power-law growth for the number of
AdS vacua

Naas(p) S ap™ (1.2)

as p — 0. We have to include all modes with mass less than g in the EFT as p — 0. In
particular, we have to include the volume of massless and tachyonic modes of AdS. If we
only include the volume of massless moduli and not the volume of tachyonic modes that
correspond to flows between CFTs by RG flows, we find a counterexample to the above
bound with Maqs (i) ~ exp(Ap~F). In the resolution of this puzzle we learn that theories
which have many light moduli have smaller volume. This surprising conclusion is related
to the fact that the volume of a sphere of a fixed diameter decreases super-exponentially
with dimension.

By the AdS/CFT correspondence, this conjecture leads to the statement that the
count of the number of CFTs with a gravity dual and central charge less than ¢ also has
power-law growth

Nerr(e) < AP, (1.3)

The organization of this paper is as follows. In section 2, we review the count for the
Minkowski vacua. In section 3, we do the count for AdS vacua with maximal SUSY. In
section 4, we extend this to the cases with less supersymmetry and find it is important
to include tachyonic modes. In section 5, we end with some concluding thoughts in the
context of de Sitter and in particular with connections to the anthropic principle.

We use p to denote the cutoff to avoid confusion with the cosmological constant A of AdS.



The supplementary material consists of a Mathematica notebook containing the full
derivations and three appendices: in Appendix A we present the instanton-restricted
counts, in Appendix B we review the relevant Grassmannian geometry, and in Appendix C
we summarize the reduction method for systems of inequalities.

2 Minkowski Vacua

We now review the finiteness argument in Minkowski compactifications, following [4]. This
setting isolates the contribution to the count from the moduli.

Consider a d-dimensional Minkowski compactification of string theory on an internal
manifold X with continuous moduli ¢*. The scalar kinetic term in the low-energy effective
action defines a Riemannian metric G;;(¢) on the moduli space M,

Skin = / dey/—g Gij($)0, ' "¢ (2.1)
The associated measure is
deoduli =VdetG dn¢, (2.2)

where n = dim M. We define the truncated region M, as the subspace of moduli where
the effective field theory remains valid, i.e.

MM = {¢ eM ‘ mtower(¢) > N}v (23)

and denote its total moduli-space volume by

s)’tMink(,uf) = V(Mu) = / deoduli- (24)
i
The distance conjecture states that if we consider a region of diameter L centered near
a point in M, a tower of states becomes exponentially light near the boundary of the region

with characteristic mass scale:
Miower (L) ~ e~ L, (2.5)

where @ = O(1) and we write the expressions with d-dimensional Planck mass set to 1.
Fixing a cutoff y therefore imposes a maximum radius

1
Linax(p) ~ a‘ log pl. (2.6)

The EFT is valid only inside the geodesic ball of radius Ly ax in moduli space.

As has been argued in [4] the volume is either finite as L — oo (due to dualities) or at
most diverges like the Euclidean space (based on finiteness of the fully compactified Hilbert
space). This leads to the bound

VIMu) S Lijax ~ [log ] (2.7)

~



The bound currently realized in string theory is n = 2 [4]. Physically, it means that the
number of distinct EFT domains consistent up to cutoff u grows at most polynomially in

the logarithm of p '

Mtk (1) ~ |log pl™, (2.8)

with n ~ O(1).

3 Maximal SUSY AdS Vacua

Maximal supersymmetry arises from M-theory or string theory on AdS; x SP~¢ with
Freund—-Rubin flux. We do the analysis for general d and D in this section, but the actual
cases with maximal supersymmetry are d = 4,7 in M-theory (D = 11) and d = 5 in type
IIB string theory (D = 10).

In the maximal supersymmetry setting there are no supersymmetry-preserving moduli
or tachyons, and the only discrete datum specifying the vacuum is the flux integer N € Z~.
Hence the counting reduces to summing over N consistent with the cutoff.

Since we have two different dimensions, we have two different notions of Planck mass.
The count of vacua 91 is a dimensionless number and is more natural to only use the lower
dimensional EFT to measure the Planck mass. So we introduce the dimensionless cutoff

S

— 3.1
A= (3.1)
where we denote the d-dimensional Planck mass by M;. Note that the dimensionless cutoff
takes values 1 € (0, 1), and our interest is the i < 1 asymptotic regime.

Scales. Let R be the radius of SP~¢. Flux quantization and dimensional reduction give
D—d—1 D—d—1pD—d—1 d—2 D—2pD—d
Mg /SDdFD_dNMD R ~ N, M; = ~Mp "R”Y, (3.2)

from which we get useful dimensionless relationships

MpR~No=m1,  (MyR)Y*2 ~ NP2, Md | yasitoten . (3.9)
Mp
In IIB, the dilaton also appears in these relations, but we will not focus on it? and set it
to a fixed value, of order 1.

Towers. Even an unstable light tower is enough to invalidate the EF'T. Therefore, we will
be as comprehensive as possible in our list of possible towers in the proceeding analyses,
including BPS as well as non-BPS towers. For example, although branes wrapped on trivial
g-cycles on the equator of SP are unstable, they still form a tower. One would see their
signature as resonances in the EFT amplitudes even though they would not directly show
up in the spectrum as stable states.

?Including such massless moduli can in principle affect our count by an extra factor of |log p|®.



In the maximal supersymmetric case, it turns out the lightest tower is the SP~¢
Kaluza—Klein tower, which we demand to be greater than the cutoff

]. =2 %
mTK; T MR” (N §_§>D TR (3:4)

Other potential towers are parametrically heavier at large N as wrapped objects on SP—¢

get heavier with increasing N due to SP~¢ getting larger.

SDfd

More explicitly, a p-brane wrapped on a g-cycle of is a (p—q)-brane on spacetime

with tension

Tpy—q ~ MV RY (3.5)
The tower scale associated with a (p — ¢)-brane must satisfy
1
T ~ Mp(MpR)7=+1 2 p, (3.6)
or in terms of the dimensionless cutoff,
M _q _ 4 _D-d\ pog1
A (MpR) 7= ~ (N7 ) P 2 g (3.7)

We see that since we consider d > 2, the exponent of N in (3.7) is always greater than the
exponent in (3.4). Therefore the lightest tower is KK.

AdS count. EFT validity requires miower > M. Since miower = MKk 1S the smallest scale,
the count is just the number of integers N such that

_(Dfdfl)(d72)
1<N<@ D—2 . (3.8)
Therefore the final count is
—16), . _(D=d=1)(d=2)
N ()~ 72 (3.9)

D—
CFT count. Equivalently, in terms of the CFT central charge ¢ ~ (MzR)4 2 ~ N D—dzl,
the inequality is

1<e<p =2, (3.10)
The maximum central charge ¢ is then

¢=pmd2), (3.11)

For maximally supersymmetric case we have ¢ ~ N (i.e., N3,N2,N% for d = 7,5,4
cases). Counting in terms of N, we find that the count of CFTs with a gravity dual and
central charge less than ¢ are given as
—16) , ~ 2 L =2(d=2)

‘ﬁéQFTd_)l (&) ~eaT ~ a1 | (3.12)
This way of writing it is more useful as it only refers to the dimension d of AdS and not
its realization in string theory or M-theory, which requires in addition D which is invisible
to an EFT.



In terms of A. We can also write the count in terms of the cosmological constant A.
We define the dimensionless cosmological constant

A= z\% (3.13)
Then, using |A| ~ R~2, we have
A ~ 22, (3.14)
and the count is
Maas,(A) ~ A7, (3.15)

The final counts for various d are summarized in Table 1.

@ = 16 Counts
- = —30d-2)
AdSy | Naas(A) ~ [ATFT | Mags(i) ~ a1 | Nepr ~ é77
7 |A|5/0 (573 21/3
5 |A|—3/4 ﬂ_3/2 ol/2
4 |A|—2/3 ﬂ_4/3 £2/3

Table 1. The counts 91 of maximally supersymmetric AdSy; and the dual CFT,;_1 in terms of the
dimensionless parameters A, UV-cutoff parameter ji € (0,1) and the maximum central charge ¢é for
various dimensions d.

4 Lower SUSY AdS Vacua

In theories with less than maximal supersymmetry, the count of AdS vacua involves both
discrete and continuous ingredients. The discrete part comes from flux integers and orb-
ifold data such as (N, k;) while the continuous part arises from the scalar manifold of the
corresponding gauged supergravity, whose tachyonic and marginal directions must be in-
tegrated appropriately with the cutoff. Each AdS dimension presents distinct mechanisms
known in string landscape for generating these vacua.

In the following we will analyze some classes of AdS vacua, which we think give a good
illustration of the general case for the counting. In subsection 4.1, we do the count in the
simplest setting of AdS; x S§*/Z; in M-theory and of AdS7 x Mj in IIA, and go through
various schemes for incorporating the tachyonic modes in the count. This section is the
technical crux of the paper, as the count factor involving the tachyons is a subtle issue.
In subsection 4.2, we consider AdSs with sphere quotients, Sasaki-Einstein manifolds, as
well as Class S theories. In subsection 4.3, we lastly consider sphere quotients of AdS,.?
There would be many more classes of solutions to consider; we offer a bird’s eye view in
subsection 4.4. A conservative variant of the counts for the sphere quotients that imposes
instanton-action constraints is presented in Appendix A. The complete derivations are
worked out explicitly in the supplementary Mathematica notebook.

30ne can also consider nonabelian orbifolds but one expects those will not lead to much more than the
abelian ones when doing sphere quotient orbifolds.



4.1 AdS;

There are two types of AdS; solutions: M-theory on a supersymmetric sphere quotient
AdS; x §*/Zy, with N internal units of Fy; and ITA on AdS; x Ms, with NV internal units
of H, as well as D8/D6-branes in various configurations [8-10].* The latter class is related
to the former: as a result of tachyon condensation, or (from the dual SCFT point of view)
as Higgsing of flavor symmetries.

We will begin by counting the M-theory solutions; the issue of tachyonic modes will
then lead us to a way to count the latter.

The count of all the M-theory vacua has two parts: a discrete count of the (N, k) that
obey the cutoff, and a volume factor Vy j(f1) for each discrete choice associated to the
continuous degrees of freedom. The total is then given by

Nose (1) = D Viva(i)- (4.1)
N,k

4.1.1 Discrete count

Scales. Let R be the radius of S*. Flux quantization and dimensional reduction give

3 5 R 5 o R*
My Fy ~ Mjy— ~ N, Mz ~ My, —-, (4.2)
54/Zk k k
from which we get useful dimensionless relationships
M
MR~ (NE)Y/3,  (M7R)® ~ N3k2, F7 ~ NA/15R1/15, (4.3)
11
Towers. For the present case, it again turns out the lightest tower is the S* KK tower
with scale
MKK 1 —3/51.-2/5 ~ &
~ ~ N k > 0. 4.4
A LR g (4.4)

As mentioned in the previous section, even an unstable light tower is enough to invali-
date the EFT. Therefore we must investigate all possibilities of p-branes wrapping ¢-cycles
of $*/Zj, even though some may be trivial cycles and thus unstable. In principle, for large
k, the cycles of S*/Z;, shrink, thus wrapped brane towers become light, but as we will now
show they are always heavier than the KK scale for this case.

The tension of a p-brane wrapping a g-cycle of S*/7Z;, for 0 < ¢ < min(p,4) is given by

R4

1
Tp—yq~ Mffr [ (4.5)

This is because a g-cycle has volume RY in the k-sheeted covering S* of §*/Zj;. Therefore
the volume of the g-cycle in the quotient is R?/k. Lastly, for ¢ = 0 we simply have

1
T, ~ MP . (4.6)

4Various variants are possible, such as including an Eg wall in M-theory or O-planes in IIA; we don’t
expect these to add much the overall picture, and we will not consider them in what follows.



In terms of the dimensionless cutoff, the associated (p — ¢)-brane tower scale is

1

T2 My ((MiR)e = N5 3 T s > A7
~ ~ 5" 3(p—q 5 3(p—q . .
A AL - Z (4.7)
Comparing the exponents of N in the KK tower (4.4) and the wrapped brane tower (4.7),
3 4
A QA - (4.8)

5 15 3(p—q+1)
since p > ¢. Similarly comparing the exponents of k£ we have
21, g3
57 15 3(p—q+1)

since the only way the second term on the RHS can be negative is if ¢ = 1, for which

(4.9)

neither M2 nor M5 with p = 2,5 violate the claimed inequality. So wrapped M2 and M5
brane tower scales are no lighter than the KK tower scale, therefore we can ignore them.

Lastly, for ¢ = 0, we have

1
pri
T;\”& ~ ]\]371 ~ N"T5k™T5 > i, (4.10)

which is also heavier than the KK tower scale. Thus, the KK tower has the lightest scale.

The analysis of scales and towers carried out so far can be repeated for the ITA solutions.
The internal space M3 is an S? fibered over an interval [8-10], with D8/D6-branes located
at special points of the interval. N is now the internal H flux, and k£ the maximum flux of
F,. ([ F5 jumps when one crosses the branes.) There are several more states to consider
in the tower analysis, but in the end we still have that the only relevant condition is (4.4).
We will come back to these solutions soon.

Cylindrical decomposition. We have three bounds on N and k: one coming from
mgr > i and two from positivity of the flux IV and orbifold order k,

N3E? < o5, (4.11a)
1 <N, (4.11b)
1<k (4.11c)

We now put the inequalities in a form that makes it easy to count the number of allowed
(N, k).
We have a combined upper and lower bound for k as

1<k<p?2N3/2 (4.12)

For this inequality to be consistent, the outer inequality must hold: 1 < 4~5/2N=3/2 which
when combined with (4.11b) gives a lower and upper bound for N without using k:

1< N <3 (4.13)

Once N is fixed to a legal value, the bound on k is given by (4.12). Thus we obtained a
streamlined list of inequalities. This method of reducing inequalities is known as Fourier—
Motzkin elimination, and more generally as cylindrical decomposition.



AdS count. By the cylindrical decomposition, we count the number of N and & that
satisfy (4.12), (4.13). The final count is

LM75/3JL —5/2N 3/2J

Ads7 Z Z VN k(1) (4.14)

Note that we still did not specify the volume factor Vi ,(jt) associated to a fixed N
and k. Naively, we might consider assigning a weight

V(i) "2 1 (4.15)
to each choice of N and k, so that we are only doing a discrete count of the number of
(N, k) consistent with the cutoff. This assignment turns out to be correct after nontrivial
and subtle considerations. We defer further discussion of the volume factor to the next
section.

With the volume factor taken as 1, we approximate the sum in (4.14) by an integral
=5/2 - 3/2

NG (a) ~ / dN / . (4.16)

Evaluating, we get the final count
NG (a) ~ i (4.17)
In terms of the cosmological constant |A| ~ fi2,
~ |A| 754, (4.18)

Note that the count is larger than the maximally supersymmetric case (3.9) for d = 7 and
D =11 as expected, since supersymmetry constrains the theory space. The same goes for
the corresponding CFT count

Nig (&) ~ /2, (4.19)

4.1.2 Volume factor

The scalar manifold. To understand what the volume factor is for fixed compactifi-
cation data (IV, k), it is useful to review the classification of holographic six-dimensional
(1,0) SCFTs. We begin with the dual of M-theory on AdS; x S*/Z;, which is the theory
of N coincident M5 branes probing an Aj_; singularity.

It is a strongly coupled 6d (1,0) SCFT whose tensor branch effective description is a
linear quiver gauge theory:

SU (k) SU (k)

Os
O:
O:




HEE
L] | —— Commgyy(py,) = S(U2) x U(1)) = SU(2) x U(1)
il

YL = [3,3,2]

Figure 1. Example of a Young diagram Y7, = [3, 3, 2] corresponding to a nilpotent element puj, €
su(8). Each row of the diagram represents an irreducible SU(2) representation of dimension equal
to the row length. The multiplicity of equal row lengths determines the unbroken subgroup of
SU(k) commuting with the associated embedding py, : SU(2) — SU(k). In this example, there
are two rows of length 3 and one row of length 2, giving the commutant Commgy i) (py,) =
S(U(2) x U(1)) 2 SU(2) x U(1). Thus, the Young diagram encodes how the left flavor symmetry
SU (k) is broken along the Higgs branch of the corresponding six-dimensional (1,0) SCFT.

Each circular node denotes an SU (k) gauge group, and the two rectangular boxes on the
ends denote the left and right SU (k) flavor symmetries. There are N — 1 gauge nodes in
total, connected by bifundamental hypermultiplets, while each gauge node also couples to
a tensor multiplet whose scalar controls the gauge coupling along the tensor branch.

Giving vevs to hypermultiplet scalars triggers Higgs-branch flows that break some of
the flavor symmetry groups. These flows are characterized by the data of two nilpotent
elements ur, ur € su(k), associated respectively to the left and right flavor factors. Equiv-
alently, they are labeled by two Young diagrams Y7, and Yr with k& boxes each. The vev
pattern specified by py, or Y7, determines how the left SU (k) flavor symmetry is broken, and
similarly for the right one, see Figure 1 for an example. Different choices of (Y7, Yr) thus
give rise to distinct interacting fixed points Tk u; .z, €ach defining a separate conformal
theory.

The gravity duals of these Higgsed SCFT's are the aforementioned AdS7 x Mz solutions
of massive ITA string theory [8-10]. The ur, pur encode the positions and charges of
the internal D8/D6-branes, as explained in [11]. In particular, the un-Higgsed case with
Y, = Yg = [1¥] corresponds to two D6-stacks with Fy = 0, which in turn dualize to the
Zy, singularities in M-theory. The fully-Higgsed case is Y7 = Yr = [k], and corresponds
to two D8-branes with D6-charge +k. One can view the Higgsed cases as the result of a
Myers-like effect, puffing up the D6s into D8-branes.

A seven-dimensional gauged supergravity description was proposed in [11]. It contains
the gravity multiplet together with two SU (k) vector multiplets, coming from the D6-stacks
or from two fixed points of the orbifold S*/Z;. The scalar sector sits in

SO(3,2k?)
SO(3) x SO(2k?)”’

Mical = ® € (3, Adjsyr),) @ (3, Adjsy(r),)- (4.20)

The potential of this theory admits a discrete set of supersymmetric AdSy critical points.
Each critical point is specified by the choice of two SU(2) embeddings into the two SU (k)

~10 -



gauge factors, precisely the data encoded by (ur, 1ugr) as

k — ki +---+ky, (4.21a)
M

k= ka, (4.21b)
a=1

where p denotes a partition, k is the fundamental of SU(k), and k, are irreps of SU(2)
labeled by their dimension.

The scalars transform in the representation (3, 2k?2) of SO(3) x SO(2k?). The SO(3)
factor corresponds to the R-symmetry, while the SO(2k?) acts on the adjoint indices of
the two SU (k) gauge groups appearing in the truncated theory. Write the SO(3)g triplet
as ¢' (i = 1,2,3). The two gauge couplings are denoted g3 for the SO(3)r factor in the
gauging and gy, ggr for the two SU(k)’s; one can set one side to trivial when focusing on a
single embedding.

Supersymmetric AdS; vacua are captured by an SO(3)g-invariant ansatz aligning ¢
along the chosen SU(2) C SU (k) embedding:

&' = o, [Ui, aj] = ¢kgk, (4.22)

where 1) € R is the single real amplitude and {0’} generate the chosen su(2) subalgebra
inside su(k). For a fixed Y, define the quadratic Casimir parameter

kq(K2 —1)
2 a\vq
K= Ea T (4.23)

which depends only on the partition. With this ansatz, it was shown [11, Sec. 4.2] that the
scalar equations of motion reduce to a single algebraic relation for the invariant o = ¥k as
Hg:a

tanh
(a) = "

(4.24)

Comparing the cosmological constants in 7d and 10d, one can fix (g3/g1)? = 12/(N?k).
The vev is then fixed by the value of the Casimir k of the embedded SU(2).
The residual flavor symmetry is the commutant of the embedding,

Hy = Commygy (H U(fa) ) (4.25)
with S(-) imposing overall determinant = 1 and fy denoting the number of rows of length
d. Gauge bosons in su(k) © by eat the corresponding Goldstone bosons.

Mass spectrum. Expanding around ¢’ = v¥o?, the adjoint decomposes as

Adjsyy = (k@ K) @1—><(@k ®k>@1> e2 P kok (4.26a)

1<b<a<M

=P d. (4.26b)

®This corrects an error in [11, (4.16)].

- 11 -



Note that the adjoint is obtained by subtracting a trivial irrep 1 from the square of the
fundamental so has dimension k? — 1.
Each SU(2) irrep d; in (4.26b) produces two scalar towers with operator dimensions

A=2d;+4 in d;—2, (427&)
A=2d;+2  indi+2, (4.27b)

where the first line is present only for d; > 2. In addition, there are eaten Goldstone bosons
at A = 6 for d; > 1 with irrep d;. These follow from the mass matrix analysis around
the BPS vacua in the 7d gauged supergravity and the standard holographic dictionary [11,
Table 1]. (4.27) can be assigned [12, Sec. 3.3] to a massive vector multiplet representation
of 0sp(6,2|1) for d; # 1, and to a massless vector multiplet for d; =1 (D; in [13, Sec. 4.7,
5.7.1]).

Below we consider the special cases of SU(2) embeddings:

o Trivial Y = [1¥]: k = 0 = ¢ = 0. This is the origin corresponding to the unbroken
SU (k) phase. The spectrum consists of k? — 1 tachyons with A = 4 at the BF bound
14, 15].

e Principal Y = [k]: k is maximized, corresponding to the fully Higgsed phase furthest
from the origin. All scalars are massed up.

Naive count. For fixed (N, k), the supersymmetric AdS7 vacua are labeled by nilpotent
data in the left and right SU (k) flavor factors, i.e. by Young diagrams Y7, Yr with k boxes.
Naively, one would count the number of such vacua by counting partitions of k, in the spirit
of the previous naive count in (4.15).

Let p(k) denote the number of partitions of the integer k. Counting the partitions on
both left and right, we have p(k)? many vacua. By the Hardy-Ramanujan asymptotic,

~y haive 1 2k
V(i) "5 p(k)? ~ 1552 P (27r\/3> , (4.28)

so the naive count grows exponentially:

~—5/3 L—5/2 N —3/2
(Q=8) naive " l 1 2k
mAdS7 ~ /1v dN/l dkﬁ exp 2T ?
~ ﬂ35/6 exp <2ﬂ_\/§ﬂ—5/4> )

In terms of the cosmological constant,

~ AP 12 exp <27r\/§|[\|5/8> : (4.30)

This exponential proliferation sharply contrasts with the power law scaling found in

(4.29)

the (N, k) discrete count and motivates replacing the naive “one per partition” weight by
the more meaningful volume-based measure on theory space in the next subsection.

- 12 —



Total volume. We now consider the other extreme approach. Instead of counting the
vacua individually, we consider the total volume of the scalar manifold for a fixed (N, k).

In general, scalar manifolds of supergravity must be quotiented by dualities when lifted
to M-theory. These duality groups are arithmetic groups of the corresponding manifolds.
In our case, we assume there is such a duality group such that the scalar manifold in
M-theory becomes

—~ 0(3, 2k%R)

Maeal = 535 027 Jo(r.z), (4.31)

where O(L,Z) is the integral orthogonal group of a lattice L of signature (3,2k?). Note
that the lattice choice matters: for unimodular L there is a canonical O(L,Z), while for
non-unimodular L the arithmetic group is not equivalent, hence the total volume depends
on the choice of L. However, the asymptotic behavior is similar for all choices.

For arithmetic quotients of orthogonal Grassmannians, the volume can be written as
[16, (4.6)]

— o (3 + 2k?)

Vol(Mscal) = Wm(@, (4.32)

where m(L) is the mass of the genus of L obtained by Siegel mass formula [17, 18] and
o(p) is the volume of O(p):

We show in Appendix B that the resulting total volume grows superexponentially with
k,

—

Vol(Mgear) ~ k** (4.33)

far faster than any polynomial in k. Thus, taking the entire scalar manifold volume
Vol(/(/l\scal) as the weight Vv (ft), the theory-space measure would be dominated by an
uncontrolled superexponential factor.

Rather than using the full arithmetic quotient volume, it is more reasonable to restrict
to a bounded region in the center containing all the vacua, in order to not count the parts

of the scalar manifold that are not energetically accessible due to the cutoff ji.

Volume of the large center ball. At the origin of the scalar manifold Mg, there
are k? — 1 tachyonic directions. This vacuum corresponds to Y = [1¥]. The goal is to
estimate the effective volume of a finite-radius ball centered at the origin, which represents
the physically accessible region of the space for a fixed (N, k) configuration.

In particular, the “center ball” is defined as the smallest ball in M., that contains
all vacua corresponding to partial Higgsings between the SU (k) phase and the fully broken
phase.

The geodesic distance between these phases follows from the O(3,2k?) invariant metric
on the coset. The trajectory connecting the SU (k) point to a vacuum point is a geodesic
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generated by an O(3,2k?) boost of rapidity a in a fixed timelike 3-plane. Choose an
orthonormal set u’,, where i runs over SO(3) indices and r over SO(n), spanning the three
negative directions that mix with the SO(3)g indices. Define the projector

"% = u'mu's, (4.34)

A convenient coset representative along this geodesic is then

cosh o 6% sinh o u®
L = T L*l = L(— ) 435
(a) <Sinh (0% usj ors + (COShO[ _ ]_) H’/‘S) ’ (O[) ( Oé) ( )

The sigma—model kinetic term is

1 . ) )
Liin = -5 P Pl PT = (L79,L)". (4.36)

Along the one—parameter trajectory a(x) one finds
Pff = () u™, uug =3, (4.37)

so that 3
Ekin = —5 (8ua)(8’“‘a) . (4.38)

Thus the kinetic term induces a line element on field space along « as
ds* = 3da?, (4.39)

and the geodesic distance between the SU (k) point (v = 0) and a vacuum at rapidity o is

R:/a\/gdo/:\/ga. (4.40)
0

Using the BPS relation

12
tanh o = Q (4.41)

NVE’

we finally obtain the radius from the origin as

R=V3a= ﬁaretanh(ﬁ) . (4.42)

In the parametrization of the SCF'Ts, a priori it makes sense to take any value of k.
However, one can see that the cases where the sum of the largest integers of the partitions
WL, bR 18 > N are in fact redundant. So we restrict our attention to cases where the largest
integer in both partitions is < N/2. In fact, for partitions that don’t respect this restriction,
the Casimir k7, g are large, and as noted in [11, Sec. 4.3] the 7d theory appears to break
down in that case: the cosmological constant does not reproduce the value expected from
10d.

With this restriction, the partition that is furthest from the origin [1*] is [k] when
k < N/2, and [k — (N/2)|2k/N|, (N/2)2%/N]] for k > N/2. The argument of the arctanh
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in (4.42) is kg3/gr = V126/NvVk ~ k/N and ~ 1/2 in these two cases respectively. In
both cases we can approximate

6K V3
NVE <5 - (4.43)

In Euclidean space R?, the volume of a fixed-radius ball decays superexponentially

~
~

with dimension d as

/2

(d)y _
Vol(BR’) = T2+ 1)

R~ d=9/2, (4.44)

The same qualitative behavior persists for O(3,2k?) as k — oo.

In particular, we show in Appendix B that the ball volume in O(%(i’i(% is up to O(1)
constants
g3k’ 2
Vol(B&#)y ~ RO (2k2)~3 4.45
o ( R ) F3(l€2) X ( ) ) ( )

where I'3(a) = 7%/?T'(a)I'(a — 1/2)T'(a — 1) is the multivariate gamma function. Here, the
first factor denotes the angular surface area and the second factor is due to the radial direc-
tion. By using the Stirling asymptotic, we see that the volume decays superexponentially
due to the shrinking angular surface area

Vol(BE#) =68, (4.46)

The physical moduli space volume must be divided by the gauge group volume asso-
ciated with the SU(k) symmetry of the scalar manifold. The volume is given for example
in [19, (2.5)]

\/E(2ﬂ_)%k2+%k—1 12

VOl(SU(K)) = =y — ~ b (4.47)

where G9 is the Barnes G function, with asymptotics (B.21). Therefore, the effective
volume weight for fixed (N, k) is

Vol(BE#) 1

Vol(SU (k) (4.48)

The result implies that as the number of dimensions 2k? of the scalar manifold grows,
the effective volume of the central ball shrinks extremely fast. Hence, even at small k& >
1, the contribution of each fixed (N, k) sector to the total measure of vacua becomes
superexponentially small. In other words, the count of vacua is dominated by only k& = 1
for each V. So we get a count that reproduces the count of the maximally supersymmetric
case in (3.9):
a5/3

W~ [0 an

~ ﬂ—5/3'

(4.49)
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This result seems to be an important lesson we are learning: Theories with large number
of light or tachyonic modes contribute very little to the volume of all theories.  This is
expected to be a general result because the diameter of the region in moduli for the validity
of EFT where we compute the volume is expected to be bounded by order 1 in Planck units
due to the distance conjecture.

Volume of small balls with changing dimensions. However, at each vacuum point,
some of the k? tachyonic directions acquire mass. Since we already exclude massive direc-
tions, the relevant local theory space dimension equals the number of tachyonic directions
T at each vacuum, which changes at each point. We therefore compute the volume of the
local O(3,T(p)) ball of radius R(u) centered at each vacuum, where R(u) is set by the
distance to the nearest neighboring vacuum.

Recall that each vacuum is labeled by a partition p of k,

k - k) +ko+ -+ kyy, (4.50)

and the spectrum is given by (4.27a) and (4.27b) for each d; that shows up in the decom-
position of the adjoint (4.26b).

Tachyons arise in 3 representations of SU(2), corresponding to each instance of d = 1
in (4.26b). From the direct product structure of (4.26a), self-tensor terms of the form
k, ® k, yield 3(M — 1) tachyons, and cross terms of the form k, ® k; yield tachyons only
if k, = kp. The number of k, with dimension d is the number of fundamental flavors f, in
the quiver. The total number of tachyons can then be written as 3" f2 — 3, or in other
words

T(u) = 3dimHy (4.51)

the dimension of the unbroken flavor group (4.25). Indeed, recalling our remark below
(4.27), the d; = 1 scalars sit in massless vector multiplets. The holographic duals to
these tachyons are the so-called (hyper-)momentum map operators associated to a flavor
symmetry.

For a given partition u = {k;}, recall the definition of k2 from (4.23). Neighboring
vacua are obtained by transferring one unit between two parts, k; — k; — 1, k; — k; + 1.
The resulting difference is

2
K o 1

i/—li

The largest change occurs when k; = kyin and kj = kpax

kmax(kmax + 1) - kmin(kmin - 1)
1 .

Sup(/-ii/ - /@i) = (4.53)

1,J
This is related to the difference between the radii of the two vacua from the origin.
Thus the maximum geodesic radius to a neighboring vacuum is

> - arctanh( Nﬁxﬁ;ﬁﬂ . (4.54)

K/

NVk

OR~6 {arctanh(
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For large N, the arguments are small, so

Ko — 1 HQ, _ /12
SR ~ 6L = L K
NVEk NVE(kuw + k)

3 kmax(kmax + 1) - kmin(kmin - 1)

2 N\/E(Rul + HM)

To understand whether ignoring the angular separations between neighboring vacua
as we have done above is justified, we work directly with the coset geometry. A point is
parametrized by a boost parameter o and a unit embedding direction u’,. If we vary only
the direction u at fixed « (i.e. do =0 and du # 0), the components of P are

R do',
V3 [k

where a < 1. This plays the same role as Rdf in flat polar coordinates. With R = v/3a,
the angular contribution to the line element becomes

P" =sinhadu" ~ adu' =

(4.55)

R2 Tréctdo’ k2
2502 ~  Mmax
R°60° ~ 3 2 N2k (4.56)

To estimate Trdo?, note that for each vacuum the SU(2) embedding is specified by a block
decomposition of the k& x k fundamental representation into irreducible spins. Changing
the partition by one unit (moving a single box between neighboring rows) shifts the block
dimension from k; to k; & 1, which corresponds to replacing a spin-j representation by
spin-j + % The associated SU(2) generators o° therefore change only inside that block.
Inside a spin-j block, the matrix elements are of size O(y/7) ~ O(+/k;), coming from the
top and bottom ladder elements. Consequently the squared norm for changing kpax to
kmax + 1 scales as

Tr(602) ~ k2. (4.57)
For 0 R we have
0K Fmax
0R ~ ~ , 4.58
NVE  NVk (459)
so we get the angular line element
R?56* 1

max

For points far away from the origin, we have knax ~ k, so this implies the radial difference
is a good approximation for the radius of the ball.

If instead kmax = O(1), then x ~ vk and the vacua lie near the origin with R ~ 1/N.
In that case, the angular distance potentially matters, but we can instead estimate the ball
radius as the distance from the origin R ~ R ~ 1/N. In either regime the characteristic
spacing is 1/N.
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Using Appendix B, the corresponding ball volume for T" tachyonic directions is given
by

Vol(B'%1)) B2 s (4.60)
o )R . .

o I'3(T/2)
Now we consider the residual gauge groups. Each vacuum has an unbroken gauge subgroup
Hy given by (4.25). To obtain the physical moduli-space volume, divide by the gauge-group

volume:
(3,7)
Vol(B;5"7) (4.61)
Vol(Hy) '
Summing over all partitions u - k, the total weight is
Vol( B 1)
Ve =Y W), W(p) = ——2 _~ 4.62

uHk
We group terms by partition length ¢(p) = M:

k
ST Wi = Y (), (4.63)
M=1

-k
W(M) = W (). (4.64)

Let SU(f) denote the largest unbroken factor in Hy. The approximate form of the
weight is then

Go(f+1) w2 SR
VI@mfriT T T (T/2) T

W(p) ~ (4.65)

The Barnes G-function has asymptotics (B.21), so Ga(f + 1) ~ F7°/2; since T > f,5 the
dominating factor is I's(7"/2), which makes the weight decay superexponentially fast in
T. This means that 20(M) decays sharply with M. In fact, the numerical study over
the combinatorial sum in the supplementary Mathematica notebook reveals that the decay
starts immediately, and only the M = 1 partition contributes significantly, which is simply

Vivg =Y W(n) ~1. (4.66)
Lk

We now see that the naive weight assignment (4.15) turned out to be the correct weight
after all. We claim that this is a generic behavior: as the number of degrees of freedom
and hence the dimension increases, the volume of the spheres decrease, so only the vacuum
with the least number of light scalars contributes. From now on, we will assume that this

SExcept for the case pu = [k], when T = 0.
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phenomenon is generic and the relevant directions do not change the leading volume factor
and thus use the discrete count weight

VN,.. ~ 1. (4.67)

goee

The corresponding AdS; count is therefore (4.14)

=8)/ A~
Nioss (i) ~ i~/ (4.68)
Correction to the weight. To see the magnitude of the correction from the other

terms in the sum, consider the M = 2 terms. We have T' = 3 with k = k; + ks. Then
Kk ~ k32 and

SR ~ K L (4.69)
NVkk N
Therefore
1
W ()| g ~ OR? ~ Nk (4.70)
W(2) ~ kW () ~ kN2, (4.71)

since there are |k/2| ~ k partitions of length ¢(x) = 2. So the first correction to the
counting weight of (N, k) is

Ve~ > W) ~1+kN7. (4.72)
£(pn)=1,2
4.2 AdSs
4.2.1 Sphere quotients

We consider type IIB string theory on a supersymmetric sphere quotient”
AdS5 x S°/(Zg, x Zt,), (4.73)

with N units of F5 on the S®/(Zy, xZy,). The gravitini transform as 4®4 under the spin-lift
of the sphere isometries Spin(6) = SU(4), so we preserve supersymmetry by choosing

L, % Ly, C SU(3) C SU(4). (4.74)

Assuming that the weight associated to each (N, ki, k2) is Vi g, k, ~ 1 as per (4.67), it is
enough to do a discrete count.

By the fundamental theorem of finite abelian groups, any finite abelian group is canoni-
cally written as a product of cyclic groups whose orders divide each other, by moving factors
from one side to the other. To avoid overcounting, we always assume that

ko | Ky (4.75)

"We consider abelian orbifolds here. One can also consider non-abelian ones, however we do not expect

the general conclusion to change dramatically for the general case. Indeed the largeness of infinite series of
non-abelian ones comes from abelian subgroups of it.

~19 —



Scales. Let R be the radius of S°. Flux quantization and dimensional reduction give

4 4 R 3 8 R®
My Fs ~ Myjg;—— ~ N, Mg ~ Mjy——. (4.76)
S5 /(Zyy XLy k1ko kiko
Hence the useful dimensionless relations
M,
MioR ~ (Nkiko)',  (M5R)® ~ N2k1ks, 1\75 ~ NO2(fy ko) /12, (4.77)
10
Towers. The S° KK tower sets
MKK 1 —2/3 —1/3 < &
~ ~ N kik > [i. 4.78
o~ R (tak) ™ > (4.78)

We must also check wrapped p-branes on g-cycles of S%/(Zy, X Z,). For ¢ > 2, the minimal
g-cycle volume scales as R?/(k1ks), therefore

R4
Ty g ~ M{’J’l%. (4.79)

In dimensionless terms, the associated spacetime (p — ¢)-brane tower scale is

1
T2 My ((MyoR)? P Nf%ﬂ(%ul)(k‘ k )7%‘#4(#4“) R (4.80)
N N P p—q . .
Ms Ms k1ka - .

Comparing with the exponents in (4.78), we see that the exponent of N for the KK tower
is always smaller. Also, explicitly comparing the exponents of the k1 ko term for the branes
of IIB p = 3,5,7 over cycles with 2 < ¢ < min(p,5), we find that they are no lighter than
the KK tower.

For ¢ = 1, the smallest 1-cycle is R/kj, since the count is over k; > ky. Then

1

= 1
I Mo [ MigR\ » 5,1 1,1 _1_3
p—1 N 10( 10 > NNiﬁJFEk 12 4pk2 12~ 4p

2 [i. 4.81
M5 M5 kl 1 <M ( )
It turns out that this inequality is not implied by the KK tower inequality. In fact, we
show in Appendix C that the inequalities (4.81) for p = 1 and (4.78) form the minimal set
of inequalities that imply all other inequalities through an application of Farkas lemma.

These are the tower scales from KK and the F1/D1 strings wrapping a shortened equator
of the orbifold.

Orbifold choices and multiplicities. We will show that given k for Zj, there are (k)
many Zy C (Z1)? C U(1)? choices, where 1 is the Dedekind psi function.

First, count the number of order-k elements (z,y) in (Z;)?. If a prime p|k, then an
order-k element is a pair (z,y) where at least one of the entries is not divisible by p. The
ratio of such pairs without a p divisor to all pairs is 1 — 1/p?. Doing this for each p|k, we

k2H<1—plQ>.

plk

get
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Second, we need to determine which order-k elements generate the same Zj group. To do
this, we divide the above count by the number of units in Zj, which is given by the Euler

1= o) =] (1-3).

totient function

Therefore

k2Hp|k<1_1%) 1
4 of 7y, = kaw(l—%) :k:g(l—l—p):w(k).

It is known that for large k, the Dedekind psi function asymptotes as [20, Thm. 6.4]
(k) ~ k. (4.82)

We therefore conclude that there are ~ kjko many choices of Zy, x Zj, C U(1)? in the
maximal torus of SU(3).

Lastly, we need a density measure for the divisors ks < k; such that ko | k1. Let 7(k)
denote the divisor function, which counts the number of divisors of k. Its mean value is
asymptotically logarithmic [21, Thm. 2.3]

7(k) ~ logk. (4.83)
Therefore the associated measure is
dk

such that

k
/ dr ~ (k). (4.85)
1

Cylindrical decomposition. The integration region is defined by the bound on the KK
tower scale (4.78)

N (kika) ™ 2 (4.86)
and the F1 tower wrapping the equator 1-cycle (4.81)
N—%k,% ky S> 4 (4.87)
in addition to the positivity of the discrete data
N, ki, ke > 1, (4.88)
and the divisor condition for ko
ki 2 ko. (4.89)

All additional wrapped-brane bounds are implied by the bounds above.

To be able to integrate this region, we reduce the above system of inequalities to a
triangular set of inequalities by cylindrical decomposition; this reduction is carried out in
Mathematica and the explicit form is too long to display. The resulting region is shown in
Figure 2.
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Figure 2. The integration region in (log(k1),log(kz),log(IN)) variables for the number of theories

with tower scales above the cutoff i obtained from (4.86), (4.87), (4.88), (4.89). For the plot we
chose log i = —10.

AdS count. The multiplicities from orbifold choices give an integrand weight k1ks in the
continuum approximation. The count is therefore

NG (1) ~ / deku?klkz. (4.90)
Evaluating, we get the count
NS (@) ~ a2, (4.91)
In terms of the cosmological constant,
~ A7, (4.92)

Using (M5R)? ~ ¢ from (4.77) and MsR ~ j~! at the boundary, this maps to the CFT
count with central charge less than ¢ as

=4) /A ~
N (@) ~ &2, (4.93)

Special case (@) = 8). Letting ko = 1 reduces to the special case with the choice
Zi, C U(1) ¢ SU(2). In this case, there is a unique embedding of Zj, for each k;. The
measure becomes dNdkq, and we get the counts

N (@) ~ 2, (4.94)
NG (@) ~ . (4.95)

Again, in terms of the cosmological constant we have

~

~ A7t (4.96)
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4.2.2 Class S

The so-called class S of N' =2 SCFTs is obtained by compactifying the N' = (2,0) theory
on a Riemann surface X of genus g, possibly with n punctures. The pants decomposition
of ¥ is obtained by gluing —x = 2g — 2+ n three-punctured spheres with tubes. In the field
theory each sphere is associated to a trinion Ty theory with SU(N)3 flavor symmetry, a
tube to the circle reduction of the 5d SU(N) gauge theory, and their gluing to a gauging
of the flavor symmetries. Each SU(N) can be Higgsed as dictated by a partition of N,
reminiscent of the AdS; case.

On the AdS side, the case without punctures is dual to the Maldacena—Nufiez solution
[22], whose internal space consists of a (topological) S* fibered over ¥. Punctures corre-
spond to the addition of M5-brane stacks. Higgsing corresponds to them changing positions
along the S*, and possibly acquiring a NUT charge. The whole pattern is very reminiscent
of the AdS7 case (and of other cases, as we will comment below in subsection 4.4). These
solutions with punctures are known locally around each puncture, or on ¥ = S? with many
simple punctures [23].

Unfortunately a 5d theory similar to the 7d one in [11] is not known. While a re-
markable consistent truncation has been found recently [24], here we would ideally need a
theory with a gauge group SU(N)", realizing all the vacua corresponding to all ways to
Higgs the punctures.

Scales. We take the naive AdS radius L ~ [,; the warping is then e ~ N3, where

N = 7(27103 Js1 G- The internal metric scales as dsg ~ N2/3l]2)(ds% + ds?). We then have

ME=1° [ /g5~ 1> N?|x| (4.97)

M

where y = 2 — 2g — n actually needs to be negative. From this,
Msl, = N|x|'/3. (4.98)

Towers. The KK spectrum is expected to be of order 1/L. Demanding that such modes
be heavier than the cutoff u, we obtain

Msl, = N3|x| < p~t =¢&/5, (4.99)

There can be much smaller eigenvalues for particular choices of . The systole § is the
length of the smallest closed geodesic (in the dimensionless metric ds%). When § is small
and separating, namely 3 minus the geodesic disconnects in two disjoint open surfaces, a
small KK mass appears. A possible estimate leads to®

5> N2x|>3p2. (4.100)

8The spin-two part of the spectrum was analyzed in [25]. Th. 4.1, 4.2 in that reference give h; /4 <
m1 < 4max{hi,/h1/L}; the Cheeger constant hy is the smallest value of perimeter/area over any open
surface B C X such that area(B) < %(areaZ). With a small separating systole, if one of the two halves is
small, we can estimate hi ~ 0/l,. The universal part (present for any X) can be found in [24].
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This actually does not have much effect on the final count.
We also impose that the brane tensions be larger than the cutoff scales. It turns out
that they are all redundant except for

6> IxI"?h, (4.101)
which comes from M2-branes along the smallest closed geodesic in 3, times a S x S%.

Moduli. The moduli space of these solutions is simply that of Riemann surfaces, Mg .
Imposing that the reduced action be of the form

1
S5 D mg(/ d>x\/gR — E(aqs)Q) (4.102)
for some factor k and using [26, (3.12)] we find

K WP
gr7 = ——9r7 (4.103
1J W‘X‘ IJ )

with g}iij the Weil-Petersson metric.

The WP volume of Mg, is given in [27] as Vol(Mng) ~ Cg= 12|y — 11(4n?)X=1 for
a constant C'. Thus the volume according to (4.103) is given by

log Vol(Mg,n) ~ [x|(log x| — 1) + x| log(47”) — (3¢ + n)(log |x| + log(w/x))
~ —glog(29g+n) +ag+ (8 —logk)n) (4.104)

where o = log(16m) ~ 1.92, § = log(47) — 1 ~ 1.53.

In the case with no punctures, the —glog(g) quickly overpowers the ag term, and the
volume decreases fast. When punctures are present, the leading term in n is (5 — log k)n.
So the volume decreases if £ > e ~ 4.62.

In the case without punctures, the part of moduli space where the systole ¢ is larger
than € is also known [28]:

7V015>6(M ) ) €) = ‘ sin —
=, )\()—/0( h(t) — 1)dt. (4.105)

Tachyons. We cannot count the number of tachyons directly in gravity as directly as
we did in AdS7, because of the already noted lack of an AdSs analogue of the super-
gravity model of [11]. We will proceed using some knowledge of the dual SCFTs, and of
superconformal multiplets.

For every k = 2, ..., N, there are Coulomb branch operators with scaling dimension
A =k (and r = 2A). These are relevant for k = 2, 3, and thus give rise to tachyons (above
the BF bound). When the punctures are all maximal (associated to partition [1V]), each
trinion contributes k& — 2 of them; each tube, one (which is just Tr(®)*). So in total there
are (k—2)(2g—24n)+39—3+n=(2k—1)(g—1)+ (k— 1)n. When a puncture is
Higgsed, its contribution drops [29, Fact 5.14], for example to zero for a minimal puncture
(partition [N — 1,1]).
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The total Higgs branch dimension is 4(N —1)42nN (N —1), with n maximal punctures.
When punctures are Higgsed, this number drops by the dimension of the orbit associated
to the associated partition [29, Fact 5.12]; this is similar to six dimensions [30]. This does
not give us directly the desired number of tachyons, because not all of the Higgs branch
generators are relevant. Moreover, in the Higgs branch there can be relations among
operators, imposed by nilpotency of the vev.

Fortunately, we can proceed by adapting the AdS7 results reviewed earlier. Higgsing a
puncture with a nilpotent vev identifies an SU(2) C SU(N), whose diagonal with SU(2)g
emerges as the R-symmetry group for the new SCFT. This predicts that each block of
dimension d generates representations d+2, d+2, d as in (4.27).

Now we can recall the structure of supersymmetry multiplets. The relevant 5d super-
gravity would be the gauged half-maximal one, with /' = 4 supersymmetry: there are two
symplectic Majorana spinor pairs as supersymmetry parameters. A model with the gravity
multiplet and m vector multiplets has 1 4+ 5m scalars, parameterizing

SO(5,m)
SO(5) x SO(m) "

A supergravity similar to the 7d one in [11] would be gauged so as to promote the m vectors

Mieal = SO(1,1) x (4.106)

into a dimSU ()" gauge group.

Around each AdS; vacuum, the spectrum organizes itself in superconformal multiplets.
A vector multiplet (known as By By in [13, Sec. 4.6,5.5.2]) contains a vector in the d with
A =d + 2, and scalars:

A=d+3 ind-2, withr=0, (4.107a
A=d+1 ind+2, withr=0; (4.107b
A=d+2 ind, withr=+2, (4.107¢

)
)
)
A=d+2 ind, withr=-2, (4.107d)
where r is the U(1)g charge. So there is a total of (d 4+ 2+ (d — 2) + d + d = 4d scalars; in
other words, four per vector; one scalar has been eaten in a Higgs mechanism.

The case d = 1 is the massless vector multiplet; (4.107a) is missing, and there is a total
of 34+ 1+ 1 = 5 scalars per vector, with A = 2,3, 3 respectively; so they are all relevant.
The triplet with A = 2 is the moment map, as in the AdS; case above. The A = 3 have
r # 0, and the RG flow generated by their vev would break supersymmetry.

Around a general Higgsed vacuum, there are Guubroken massless vector fields, and
dim SU(N)"™ —dim Gypbroken massive vector multiplets. For d = 2, the latter give additional
relevant operators with A = 3 from (4.107b).

For example, a maximal puncture (partition [1V]) contributes 5(N? — 1) relevant op-
erators with A = 2; a closed puncture [N] contributes no relevant operators.

Count. Let us first consider the case without punctures, n = 0. Let us also ignore the
requirement (4.100) for now. Using (4.104):

Y. VoM~ Yo T g = (/) (4108)
9,N<(&/|x])Y/3 g,N<(&/Ix)'/?
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As commented earlier, e9(*~1°89) decays quickly, and is tiny already for g = go ~ 10. So the
sum becomes from g = 2 to gg. Now take ¢ > 2gp; dp is small, and (4.105) tells us A(dp) ~ 1:
there is no systole suppression. The sum over N reduces to 23022 (&/|x|)/3es(a—log9) g0

> Vol(Mg) ~él/3, (4.109)

gN< (/X3

If we do take into account (4.100), we need to divide the sum over N into the range over
[1,(¢/29)"/6] and over [1, (¢/2g)Y/]; the first range contributes a subleading ¢'/¢, and the

/3 with a slightly different coefficient.

rest again is ~ ¢

We have not taken tachyons into account. From our earlier discussion, with n = 0
we have 8(g — 1) of them. Unfortunately in this case we don’t have a 5d supergravity
description, and hence we don’t know the volume of the tachyonic region to include in
the count above. But the sum over g converges rather quickly; the tachyonic contribution
would have to grow very fast to spoil the power law result. In AdS; we have seen that
tachyonic contributions actually worked the opposite way, taming an otherwise exponential
behavior.

In the case with punctures, (4.109) proceeds in a similar way. It would appear to lead
to a power law only if £ in (4.102) is taken to be 2 4.62, because of the remark below

1/3. However, in this case we have more

(4.104). In that case, the count again goes as ¢
uncertainties about the final result than in (4.109), and we find it more likely that one of

these tames the sum further, so that the choice of x should be irrelevant.

i) The systolic suppression factor is only given in [28] for n = 0. But this effect did not
modify much in (4.109).

ii) When two punctures come too close, some new light states will appear from an M2
wrapping a segment on Y, joining them; one would need to estimate the region
in My, where this does not happen. This suppression is probably also not very
important.

iii) Many new vacua appear, corresponding to Higgsing each puncture. These are similar
to the massive ITA vacua of AdSy.

iv) Many new tachyonic modes appear. When punctures are maximal, they each con-
tribute 5(N? — 1) tachyons, far in excess of the 8(g — 1) we previously mentioned.
Higgsing the punctures reduces this number, all the way to zero when they are closed.
Our earlier discussion in this section showed that their structure is very similar to
that we considered in AdS;. It looks reasonable to us to assume that their effect is
similar, and that eventually the effect of these tachyons counteracts the proliferation
of vacua at the previous point.

All these uncertainties mean that more research would be needed to obtain a final
estimate of the growth of class S vacua, but we still have evidence that it will grow with a
power law in ¢.
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4.3 AdS,

We consider M-theory on
AdS4 X 57/(Zk1 X Zk2 X Zkg), (4.110)

with N units of F; on the S7/(Zg, X Zy, x Zi,). The gravitini are in irrep 8. of Spin(8),
which branches under SU(4) = Spin(6) C Spin(8) as

8 —6+1+1. (4.111)
We preserve supersymmetry by choosing
Ly X Ly X Liy C SU(4). (4.112)
As in subsection 4.2, we can assume without loss of generality that
ks | ko | k1. (4.113)

Lastly, we assume that the weights associated to each discrete point (N, ki, ka,ks) is
VN ky ko ks ~ 1 as in (4.67).

Scales. Let R be the radius of S7. Flux quantization and dimensional reduction give

6 6 RS 2 9 R7
57/(Zk1XZk2XZk3) 1~2/R3 1h2R3
We get the dimensionless relations
) M
MR ~ (Nkikoks)'/S, (MyR)? ~ N3/2(kykoks)'/?, L O N7 (ke kg keg) /12
11
(4.115)
Towers. The S7 KK tower sets
1
TRK ~ N34 (k1 koks) V4 > fu. (4.116)

My MyR

We now check p-branes wrapping g¢-cycles. For 3 < ¢ < 5, the minimal g-cycle volume
scales as R?/(k1kaks). Note that p = 5 necessarily in this case since M2 branes can’t wrap
these cycles. Therefore

R4

Ts_g ~ ME ——— 4.117
5—q 11 Koy koks ( )
In dimensionless terms, the tower scale is
= 1
T5:q M11 (MllR)q 6—q _T4__qa 1
¢ ., ~ NT13T66-0) (o koks) ™7 > [ 4.118
o S (G0 Thkaky)t 2a (A1)

Comparing with (4.116), we see that the KK tower is lighter since ¢ < 5.
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For ¢ = 2, the smallest 2-cycle is R?/(kiks). Then

1
T, My ((MHR)2

p=1 - T4 1 12 AL
My "~ Mg\ kiks ) ~ NT12T50°D (ky k) 12730 Dk, P00 > 0 (4.119)

This inequality is potentially restricting. In fact, it turns out that p = 2 corresponding
to M2 wrapping a 2-cycle is among the minimal set of inequalities that imply all other
inequalities as can be shown using techniques of Appendix C.

Lastly, we have the ¢ = 1 case

1

- 1
Ty My, ( MR\ » 7,1 —L_5 1.1
p—1 11 11 + 1276 + N
~ ~ N 1276k P (kok 127 6p > ). 4.120

For p = 5 it can be directly checked that this scale is heavier than the KK scale (4.116).
For p = 2, one needs to use the techniques of Appendix C to see it is implied by the other
inequalities.

Orbifold choices and multiplicities. We will show that given k for Zj, there are ¥3(k)
many Zj, C (Z;)® C U(1)? choices, where ¥, is the generalized Dedekind psi function as
will be defined below.

Count the number of order k-elements in (Z;)? by enumerating all elements (z,, 2)
that are not all p divisors for p|k. The ratio of the number of such elements to the whole
group is (1 — 1/p%), and so the total number is

k3 g (1 - plg> . (4.121)

Divide it by the number of units in Zj given by the Euler totient function ¢(k), so we get

K Tk (1 55
)l er (12 2) v

#Oka:

where VU, is the generalized Dedekind psi function

n—1
(k) =k D o0 (4.122)
plk i=0
The large k behavior is given by [20, Thm. 6.4]

Us(k) ~ k2 (4.123)

Therefore, the number of Zy, x Zjy, x Zjy, choices asymptotes as (k1koks)?. Similarly to
before, we also have density measures associated to the divisors ks|ka|k; as dks/ks and
dka/ka.

— 98 —



Cylindrical decomposition. The integration region is defined by the bound on the KK
tower scale (4.116)

N3 (ko kaks) Mt > i, (4.124)
and the tower from M2 wrapping 2-cycles (4.119)
N~3(kiks) ki 2 (4.125)
in addition to the positivity of the discrete data
N, k1, ko, kg > 1, (4.126)
as well as divisor inequalities
k1 2 ko 2 k3. (4.127)

All other bounds are implied by the bounds above. We use the built-in Mathematica
CylindricalDecomposition function to put the inequalities in triangular form.

AdS count. The count is

dksy dk
NG (a) ~ / dNdk; k; k33k2k2k3 285, (4.128)

In terms of the cosmological constant,
~ |A|71/5, (4.129)

Using (M4R)? ~ c and MyR ~ i~!, we get the CFT count with central charge less than ¢
as

N (@) ~ &1/, (4.130)

Special case (Q = 8). Letting k3 = 1 reduces to the special case ) = 8 with the choice
Zi, X Zg, C U(1)? C Spin(4). We have k;ko such choices. We get the counts

NG (i) ~ 472, (4.131)
NG (@) ~ 2. (4.132)

In terms of the cosmological constant,
~ [A|73/2 (4.133)

Special case (Q = 12). Let ko = k3 = 1 and choose Zj, C U(1) for which there is a
unique choice given k. We get

Mids, (1) ~ 72, (4.134)
N (@) ~ & (4.135)

In terms of the cosmological constant,
~ A7} (4.136)
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4.4 General discussion

There are many more classes of known AdS,; vacua in string and M-theory; we are aware
that we have merely scratched the surface in this paper. An overview for d > 4 is attempted
in [31, Chap. 11]; see in particular Tables 11.2—4 there.

A full analysis of all cases is beyond immediate reach mainly because of the analysis
of tachyon regions. This requires having a lower-dimensional supergravity that includes
all of a vacuum’s tachyonic modes; as we illustrated in subsection 4.1, even when that is
available, the complexity of the potential forces one to consider rough estimates rather
than a complete analysis.

With this in mind, here are some general comments about the general count. We can
divide known AdS vacua roughly into three categories.

Tame classes. Some classes are characterized by a limited choice of internal spaces, and
by several types of flux vacua that can be chosen freely. In (massive) ITA the internal space
is a nearly-Kéhler space, a coset, or a twistor space; all of these are currently known in
small numbers. On each space, the cosmological constant is given as a product of powers,
two typical behaviors being é ~ N3/2k1/3 [32] and ¢ ~ N°/3k/3 [33, 34]. A naive count of
{N,k|Nki < &} produces a result asymptotic to ¢t/ ™7,

Proliferation from internal topology. In other classes, a possible proliferation comes
from the number of possible internal spaces. The examples are currently AdSs x SE5 and
AdS4 x SE7. There are many known constructions of Sasaki—Einstein manifolds; each of
these does lead to power laws. Focusing on IIB, in each class the central charge is of
the form N?2f(k;), with f a homogeneous function of degree one of integer parameters
ki, i = 1,...,n whose ratios obey a fixed bound; see e.g. [35, (3.35)] for YP¢ and [36,
Sec. 8.1] for Brieskorn—-Pham singularities, both with n = 2. A rough count taking into
account the KK constraint alone leads to a growth ~ ¢é". Of course this would need to be
reassessed as further methods of producing such spaces emerge. Reading this backwards,
if the power-law scaling holds in general, then the number of SE spaces with volume above
a given cutoff cannot be too large, and in particular not infinite.

Proliferation from internal branes. The most insidious challenge comes from cases
where many configurations are possible for internal branes. We saw two examples: AdSy
in massive ITA (subsection 4.1), and class S AdSs in IIB (subsubsection 4.2.2). Two more
classes of this type are known:

e AdSg solutions in IIB [37-39]. The internal space is a round S? fibered over a disc,
with punctures at its boundary. In the original description [37, 38|, these punctures
describe NS5 (p, g)-branes, giving rise to several SU(N;) gauge groups. It is possible
to Higgs the latter, a process whereby the five-branes migrate inside the disc and
acquire seven-brane charges [39], in a Myers-like effect clearly reminiscent of the
above AdS; and AdSs cases.

e AdS, solutions in IIB with N/ = 4 [40, 41]. These are dual to the famous Hanany—
Witten SCFT3’s [42]. The internal space is an S? x S? fibered over a disc, again with
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punctures at its boundary, this time representing either D5- or NS5-branes. While
this picture is not commonly considered, it should be possible to view these solutions
as originated from a solution with only two D3-brane stacks,” with a Myers effect
puffing one stack into D5-branes, and an S-dual Myers puffing up the other D3 stack
into NS5-branes.

Finding solutions of this type, where internal branes can be placed in many different
configurations, is made very challenging by the branes’ backreaction. It is possible, even
likely, that more classes of this type exist, beyond the four we have just discussed (AdS7 in
ITA; class S AdS5, AdSg, AdSy N = 4 in IIB). This could be analyzed in the probe approx-
imation. Even some apparently tame classes might actually hide a similar proliferation,
upon closer inspection.

However, given the phenomena we described for AdS7 solutions in subsection 4.1, it
is natural to conjecture that a full treatment of such apparently wild classes of solutions
would be tamed by taking into account the volumes of tachyonic field theory spaces.

5 Anthropic principle implications
We showed that the scaling relation
N(A) ~ [A]7HED A0, (5.1)

emerges as a universal feature of the AdS landscape once both massless and tachyonic
directions are properly integrated over. Here b(d, Q) is O(1) and depends on the AdS
dimension d and the amount of preserved supersymmetry Q. This result replaces the
exponential proliferation of vacua which we saw in the naive count for some examples with
a more careful calculation leading to controlled polynomial growth. In this section we
would like to discuss how this may be relevant for the anthropic principle.

The central anthropic argument for cosmological constant, first formulated by Wein-
berg [43, 44], asserts that the observed Agps > 0 must be small enough to allow the for-
mation of galaxies and our existence, but no more fine-tuned than that. Of course for this
to work, there must be solutions with approximately constant A, and presumably many
of them. The question of how this distribution should look like to give a probabilistic
interpretation of the observed value of the cosmological constant, has not been settled.

It is natural to ask what our work about AdS count may suggest for positive values
of A. If we extrapolate from our AdS analysis to dS case, our analysis suggests such a
derivation of the prior from AdS counting. This continuation transforms our AdS counting
result into a concrete statistical prediction about de Sitter vacua—or more precisely quasi-
dS vacua as dS conjectures [45-47] would lead us to believe, and thereby about the possible
values of the cosmological constant or slowly evolving dark energy in our Universe. The
‘probability density’ of vacua would be given by

d
p(A)dA %dA ~ APlaA, (5.2)

9The solution with D3-branes is the Janus solution, which has two AdSs x S5 asymptotics [40].
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so that the measure of vacua grows polynomially as A — 0. The power-law divergence
may ensure that the landscape is dense enough near the flat limit to support anthropic
selection, but not so dense to overwhelm it. Of course how such a count translates to
picking a particular value of cosmological constant is part of the measure problem of the
anthropic proposal [48, 49], about which we have nothing to say. It would be interesting
to see how this polynomial growth will impact the viability of the anthropic principle.

If, by contrast, one counts only the discrete set of vacua and ignores the continuous
tachyonic directions, as we saw the number of AdS vacua would grow exponentially as in
(4.30)

Mnaive(A) ~ exp(C A7),  C >0, (5.3)

in striking resemblance to the early proposals of Hawking [50, 51]. In the Euclidean for-
mulation of quantum cosmology, the semiclassical wavefunction of the universe behaves as,
ind=4,

GA
which favors A — 0" infinitely strongly. It is natural to interpret the de Sitter entropy Sqs =

Pan(8) ~ exp( 5 ) (5.4)

37 /(GA) [52] as a count of microstates. We are led to an entropy-weighted distribution

MNas(A) ~ €35 ~ exp<c3;;\> , (5.5)
an explicit exponential of the same form as our naive exp(CA~) growth we got for some
of the AdS cases. In fact the spirit of this count for dS is similar to the naive count we got
for AdS because it is the tree level contribution to the entropy and ignores the massless or
light modes which in the more refined AdS computation softened the exponential growth.
In both the Hartle-Hawking and de Sitter entropy pictures, such exponential weightings
produce a non-normalizable measure dominated by infinitesimally small A. Our refined
counting suggests a resolution to this pathology: including the volume of light modes
may suppress the exponential proliferation and replace it with a polynomial law. The
exponential weighting exp(A~?) may be dynamically softened to a power law A~° leading
potentially to non-zero but small values of A as preferred values.'® This also leads to a
potential explanation of why we have few light moduli in our universe: as we saw in the
AdS case, theories with many light moduli have exponentially small volume in the theory
measure space and the ones contributing to measure are thus the ones with small number
of moduli.
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A Counts with instanton constraints

In the main text we imposed only the requirement that every potential tower satisfy
Miower > M- This is the minimal condition for EFT control. We did not require that
FEuclidean wrapped brane instantons have large action. However, from the geometric view-
point there are independent reasons to impose

+1
QpRP
HZ‘ k?l ~

for any Euclidean p-brane wrapped on an internal cycle. When this inequality fails, strong

(A1)

Sinst ~

instanton corrections render the geometric description unreliable. The main text avoids
imposing this inequality because even when the bulk geometric instanton action is small,
the dual CFT can remain well-defined. The only essential requirement for the count is that
all light towers lie above the cutoff.

Here we redo all counts under the conservative assumption that instanton inequalities
are imposed in addition to the tower bounds. For the intermediate steps of the calculations
see the supplementary Mathematica notebook.

A.1 AdSy;

In the 11d case, instantons arise from Euclidean M2 branes on 3-cycles of S$*/Z;;:

3
Sap ~ DB sy (A.2)

k ~Y
It turns out that the instanton inequality is always satisfied. So the result does not change.

A.2 AdSs

We consider IIB on AdS5 x S°/(Zy, x Z,) as in subsubsection 4.2.1. Instantons arise from
p-branes wrapping cycles on the orbifold:

(MioR)P*+!
k1ks

p+1

Shnst ~ ~ N (hiko) T 2 1L (A.3)

It turns out that the wrapped F1 instanton constraint (p = 1) is strictly stronger
than the F1 tower inequality (4.81) as well as the other instanton constraints. Cylindri-
cal decomposition with the instanton bound included yields a smaller allowed region in
(N, k1, ko) space as shown in Figure 3.

As a result, the count becomes

N () ~ 2. (A4)

Compare with =92 of (4.91).
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Figure 3. The integration region in (log(k1),log(ks),log(IN)) variables for the number of theories
with tower scales above the cutoff ji and instatons Singt 2 1 obtained from (4.86), (4.88), (4.89),
(A.3) with log i = —10. Compare with Figure 2.

Fixing k2 = 1 and changing the measure to dk; corresponds to the special case with
@ = 8. The instanton bound modifies only an O(1) coefficient and does not change the
power dependence:

=8), ~—
N (1) ~ 2. (A.5)
A.3 AdSy
We consider M-theory on AdSy x S7/(Zy, x Zy, X Zg,).
In the main text the dominant wrapped-brane tower was the M2 on a 2-cycle, corre-

sponding to (4.119) for p = 2.
The instanton actions are

(M1 R)? ~1/2 ~1/2

~—— ~N k1kok Sms ~ ————~N 2> 1. A6
ki koks hrkaka) 0% M5 T ks ~ (A.6)
We see that the M5 instanton inequality is trivially satisfied. It turns out by techniques in

Appendix C that the wrapped M2 instanton action gives an inequality stronger than the

M 6
Snz ~ (M)

M2 on 2-cycle bound.
For Q = 4 the count changes as

=4, . .
Mg () ~ ™. (A7)
Compare with 1=2%/5 of (4.128). For Q = 8 and Q = 12 the counts change only up to a
multiplicative O(1) factor.

B Grassmannian geometry

B.1 Total volume

The goal of this appendix is to provide a detailed derivation and discussion of the volume
of arithmetic quotients of non-compact Grassmannians of orthogonal type,

Myq = O(p,4;Z)\O(p, ¢; R)/(O(p) x O(q)). (B.1)
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These spaces appear naturally as the scalar manifolds of half-maximal and minimal super-
gravity theories obtained from M-theory compactifications on S*/Z;, and on massive ITA
on M3, as discussed in subsubsection 4.1.2 of the main text. In particular, for the case of
AdS7 vacua, the scalar manifold of the seven-dimensional gauged supergravity truncation
is

O(3, 2k?)

Mot = 00) x 0

(B.2)
The quotient by O(3,2k?;7Z) reflects the presence of discrete dualities (analogous to U-
dualities in M-theory), which render the total volume of moduli space finite. This arith-
metic quotient is crucial in the counting, because without such quotienting the naive volume
of the moduli space diverges exponentially with the distance in field space. Scalar manifolds
of this type also appear for supergravity models in other dimensions, for vector multiplets
coupled to a gravity multiplet. Hence the present discussion will be relevant for a more
complete treatment of class S theories (subsubsection 4.2.2) or for other theories with a
large proliferation of branes (AdSg and AdS4 N = 4 in IIB, subsection 4.4).
Consider the symmetric space

O(p,;R)

Mpa=50) x O(g)’

(B.3)

which parametrizes p-dimensional spacelike planes in RP'Y equipped with the quadratic
form

Q(yc):x%+-'~+x§—xg+1—-‘-—xf,Jrq. (B.4)

This space has real dimension pq, and negative curvature of order one in Planck units. The
scalar kinetic term in supergravity compactifications is proportional to the O(p, ¢)-invariant

metric on this space,
1

Sian = 3 / dlz/=g Te(8,M 0" M), (B.5)

where M € O(p, q) encodes the scalar degrees of freedom. The measure induced by this
metric defines the local volume element on M, ,.
To fix conventions, take a coset representative V(z) € O(p,q) defined up to right
multiplication by O(p) x O(q). Let
V_lauV: Qu+Pua QM S O(p)@o(q), P,u cp, (B'G)
be the Cartan decomposition, equivalently P, = 1%6'(1/_18“/) with Cartan involution 6.
The O(p, q)-invariant metric on the symmetric space is

ds* = —1 Tr(P,P"). (B.7)
Choosing the standard symmetric coset matrix

M=VvTyy, n=diag(+1,...,+1,—1,...,—1), (B.8)

~
p q
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one finds the identity
Tr(0,M 10" M) = —4Tr(P,P"). (B.9)

Therefore the kinetic term % Tr(9, M ~10* M) uses exactly the Maurer—Cartan-induced met-
ric on O(p, q)/(O(p) x O(q)), so the associated measure coincides with the canonical Rie-
mannian volume form on the symmetric space.

However, the full moduli space by itself has infinite volume unless it is further quo-
tiented by a discrete arithmetic subgroup I' C O(p, ¢; Z) in order to account for possible
duality identifications. The resulting arithmetic quotient

—

My =T\M,p, (B.10)

would then have finite total volume, and would be the appropriate physical moduli space
to integrate over in the AdS vacuum count.

The problem of computing Vol(./(/l\p,q) is therefore the problem of computing the covol-
ume of I inside O(p, ¢;R). This problem is classically solved by the Siegel mass formula
for orthogonal groups.

Let L be a non-degenerate integral lattice of signature (p,q). The arithmetic group
I' = O(L,Z) consists of automorphisms of L preserving the quadratic form. The genus of
L is the set of all lattices locally isomorphic to L over Z,, for all primes p’ and over R. The
mass of the genus is defined as [17]

1
[M]€egenus(L)

and it measures the “number of arithmetic lattices” of a given signature and determinant,
weighted by their automorphism groups.

The Siegel mass formula relates m(L) to products of zeta and gamma factors: for even
unimodular lattices of rank 2d = p + ¢ we have [16, 18]

d—1
m(L) = 2(d — 1)! ggf))d 11 | B (B.12)
j=1

( 4j 7
where By; are Bernoulli numbers and ¢ is the Riemann zeta function. Odd unimodular
lattices IP? have similar expressions differing only by a power of 2. This factor m(L)
accounts for the arithmetic contribution to the total moduli-space volume.

The volume of the arithmetic quotient /(/l\pyq is obtained by multiplying the ratio of
orthogonal-group volumes with the genus mass m(L):

= _oalptq m
Vol(./\/lnq) = 70@)0(@ (L), (B.13)
where
s T (2) D)2
o) =2 I (2m)YT (B.14)
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The factor o(n) is the volume of the orthogonal group O(n) under the Haar measure nor-
malized so that the compact quotient O(n+1)/O(n) has unit curvature radius. Intuitively,
this expression separates the geometric and arithmetic data: the ratio o(p+¢q)/(o(p)o(q))
is the continuous geometric volume of the noncompact symmetric space X, 4, while m(L)
encodes the discrete lattice effects.

For our application, we are primarily interested in the case p = 3 and ¢ = 2k2,
which corresponds to the scalar manifold of seven-dimensional supergravity arising from
AdS; x S*/Z;. We now analyze the asymptotic scaling of VOI(M\&Q]CZ) for large k.

To study the asymptotic behavior, we approximate the factorial products using the
Stirling and Barnes G asymptotics. Letting p = 3 and ¢ = 2k?,

o(q+3) (2m)%/?

x , B.15
ool * TE+ )T+ PIE+) o
and inserting the Bernoulli number product from the Siegel mass formula [18],
(g+1)/2 (g+1)/2 (g+1)/2
| Baj| ¢(27) . _(ar)(at) .
H T - H (am) (27 — Do (2m)~ 3 H (27 — 1), (B.16)
7j=1 7=1 7j=1
we use the Legendre duplication formula
[(2z) = (2m) Y2225 120 (2)D(2 + 1/2), (B.17)
to write
(g+1)/2 3
[T (25— Do (2m) (@ D/Agea+9)/4g (g + 2) G (g + 2) . (B.18)
j=1
Collecting all factors gives an expression of the form
— 2a(a+3)/4 (o) —ala+1)/4
1 ~ T4+ 3)G(L+2). B.1
Vol(Ms,q) T+ Dr(Z+2) G(2+2)G(2+ ) (B.19)
For large argument z, the Barnes G-function satisfies
22 1 322
Glz+1)~ z7 e 1 (2m)7/2 (B.20)
Using this, one obtains the large-g asymptotic scaling
—~ 2/4
Vol(Ms3,q) ~ (;)q 00, (B.21)
T

Thus the volume has superexponential dependence on the number ¢ of negative directions.
This is the key quantitative statement: even though /Y/l\p,q has finite volume, that volume
increases faster than any polynomial as g grows.

For our seven-dimensional case, we have ¢ = 2k?, so that the dimension of the scalar
manifold is 6k2. Inserting into the asymptotic scaling gives

_ A\
Vol (M gp2) ~ <> O, (B.22)
7['
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Up to constants, this can be summarized as

4

Vol(M ) ~ k"' (B.23)

Hence, as k increases, the scalar manifold volume grows faster than any power of k. This
justifies the statement in the main text that taking Vi = VO](M\gysz) as the weight for
each (N, k) sector would “grossly overcount” the number of vacua.

For completeness, we note that odd unimodular lattices I??, which exist for all signa-
tures (p, q), yield similar Siegel-mass prefactors that are approximately

d—1|B |
Y, 9d/2 2j
m(IP7) ~ 2 H 5 (B.24)
Jj=1
for odd d and
(d—l)!d71|32‘|
TPy ~ 2422 J B.2
m( ) (27T)d/2j1;[1 4j ( 5)

for even d up to omitted constants. Inserting these into the volume formula modifies only
subleading powers of ¢; the asymptotic growth remains superexponential in q. Therefore,
the result

—

Vol(M,q) ~ ¢4/ (B.26)

is universal across all unimodular lattice choices.

From the geometric standpoint, M, , is the moduli space of spacelike p-planes in RP"4,
and the arithmetic quotient ensures compactness at infinity. As ¢ grows, the number of
directions of negative curvature increases, and the volume of the corresponding Grassman-
nian explodes superexponentially. This mirrors the intuition from hyperbolic geometry:
the number of independent degrees of freedom in the metric (or scalar matrix M) grows
quadratically with the number of fields.

The physical consequence of this result is that the total scalar manifold volume is
dominated by a superexponential factor ~ kk4, far exceeding any polynomial growth. As a
result, if one were to integrate over the full arithmetic quotient when counting vacua, the
result would diverge catastrophically. This motivates restricting to a finite-radius geodesic
ball so that only the physically accessible region of theory space contributes to the count.

B.2 Ball volume

We follow Helgason’s classic textbook on symmetric spaces [53].
We want compute the invariant volume of a geodesic ball Bg’q) of radius R in the
non-compact Riemannian symmetric space

O(p,q)

Mpaq = O(p) x O(q)’

(B.27)
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equipped with the metric induced from the Killing form on so(p,q). This space arises as
the scalar manifold of our theory in AdS; and its local geometry controls the measure
factor in counting vacua.

Let g = so0(p, q) with Cartan decomposition g = ¢ @ p, where

t =s0(p) B so(q), p ~ Hom(R?, R?). (B.28)

Let a C p denote a maximal abelian subspace, of dimension d = min(p, ¢), with elements
written as

H = diag(r1,...,74,0,...,0), 1 €R. (B.29)
Every element x € M,, ;, admits a Cartan (polar) decomposition
r=keky,  ki,ko€O(p) xO(q), Hea", (B.30)

where a™ is the positive Weyl chamber {ry >ry > --- > ry > 0}.
In general, the integration in polar decomposition for a group G with compact subgroup
K can be written as [53, p. 271]

[ t@rdo= [ [ [ seeh) a0 vy art a, (B.31)
G KJK Jat
where J(H) is the exponential Jacobian and takes the general root—theoretic form
J(H) = [] (sinhoa(H))™, (B.32)
aext

where ¥7 is the set of positive restricted roots of (g,a) and m, their multiplicities. For
g = s0(p, q) we have

d
J(r)= Hsinhq_pri Hsinh(ri — rj) sinh(r; + 7). (B.33)
i=1 i<j

To pass from the group integral (B.31) to an integration formula on the symmetric
space G/K

/ F(gK)du, (B.34)
G/K

one must account for the fact that the Cartan parametrization g = ke ky becomes re-
dundant after projection to G/K. The redundancy is controlled by the subgroup

M = Zg(A) = {m € K | me = efm for all H € a}, (B.35)

the centralizer of A = expain K. Since m € M fixes the base point 0 = eK and commutes
with e, we have

(km)e! K = kme" K = kelmK = ke K, (B.36)
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so for fixed H € at the map k — ke K depends only on the coset kM. Thus the
true angular variable on the symmetric space is an element of K/M, not of K. This
is the symmetric-space analogue of the familiar fact that in Euclidean space the angular
coordinates live in SO(n)/SO(n — 1) = S™~! rather than in SO(n).

To make this precise, let F (g9) = F(gK) be the right—K-invariant lift of F' to G. Using

(B.31),
/Gﬁ(g)dgz/K/a+/Kﬁ(kler2)J(H) dkydHdks. (B.37)

Right- K -invariance implies F(kie® k) = F(ki1e? K), so the integrand is independent of ks
and the ks-integral contributes a factor of Vol(K'). Dividing by Vol(K) yields

/G/K C/ /u+ F(ke" K)J(H) dkdH. (B.38)

Next we decompose Haar measure on K along the fibration KX — K/M. For any
integrable ¢ : K — R,

/K o(k)dk = /K " /M ¢ (km) dm d(kM). (B.39)

Apply this to ¢(k) = F(ke” K), which is right-M-invariant. Then ¢(km) = ¢(k) for all
m € M, and we obtain

/ F (ke K) dk = Vol(M) / F(kel K)d(kM). (B.40)
K K/M

Absorbing Vol(M) into the normalization constant gives the polar integration formula on
the symmetric space

/ F(x)du(z) = C' / / F(ke'' K).J(H)dH d(kM). (B.41)
G/K K/M Jat

Depending on normalization of the measure, one may set ¢’ = 1.
For Myq = O(p,q)/(O(p) x O(q)) one has K = O(p) x O(q) and

M = O(p) x O(q — p), (B.42)

SO

O(p) x O(q)
K/M = = 0(q)/O(q—p) = Vpgq, B.43
the Stiefel manifold of orthonormal p-frames in R?. Thus the angular integration con-
tributes a factor Vol(V}, ).

The invariant distance on M, , is obtained from the Killing metric restricted to p, and

in the above coordinates the geodesic distance from the origin is

R =17 (B.44)
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We define the geodesic ball of radius R as

d
BPY ={xe My | Y r? <R} (B.45)
i=1

Using the measure (B.41), its volume can be written as
Vol(BP9) = Vol(V;,,4) / J(r)dry -+ dry, (B.46)
at(R)
where Vol(V}, ) is the volume of the Stiefel manifold of orthonormal p-frames in RP*9 [54],

P rPa/2

Vol(Vyq) = m7

(B.47)
and a™(R) = {r € at | >, r? < R?}.

For small radius R < 1, sinhr; ~ r; and (B.33) reduces to a homogeneous polynomial
of degree pg—d. Defining scaled coordinates r; = Rs; with s; € [0, 1], the integral in (B.46)
gives

P 7Pa/2 T
Vol(Bif") ~ e qu/ dsy---dsy st 322 — s2). B.48
( R ) Pp(q/Z) 12512...25T201 7,1;[1 N g( ]) ( )

The remaining integral is O(q™P) for large ¢, so that asymptotically

2P Pq/2
I'p(q/2)

Vol (BP9 ~ RMgP R<1. (B.49)

Thus, for fixed radius R and p, the volume of a ball in M,, , decreases superexponentially
with the dimension ¢, consistent with the familiar d=%2 behavior of high-dimensional
Euclidean balls.

C Motzkin Transposition Theorem

In several parts of the count, particularly in the analysis of the 7,_, brane towers in
section 4, one encounters families of inequalities of the form

N~Gk™% >p5 i=1,...,m, (C.1)

that restrict the allowed parameter space of flux integers (NN, k) for a fixed cutoff fi, where
k may stand for a combination of ki, ko, k3. After taking logarithms,

cilog N + a;logk < —log i, (C.2)
these become linear inequalities in the variables

z = (log N,log k). (C.3)
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The collection of all such inequalities defines a convex polyhedral region in the (log N, log k)
plane. Some inequalities may be redundant, in the sense that they are implied by the
others. To systematically identify and remove these redundancies, we use the Motzkin
Transposition Theorem, a refinement of Farkas’ lemma that characterizes linear implications
among inequalities.

The inequality form of Farkas’ lemma is as follows: for any matrix A and vector b,
exactly one of the following holds:

(i) Jxz>0:Azx <b, (C.4)
i) Jy>0:974>0,47b<0, (C.5)

where z > 0 if all of its components are non-negative. If (i) fails, then (ii) supplies a
vector y, which defines a separating hyperplane between b and the cone {Ax | x > 0}. The
Motzkin Transposition Theorem [55, Theorem 22.3] extends this to implications among
inequalities.

Theorem 1 (Motzkin Transposition Theorem). Let A be an m xn matriz, a € R™, ¢ € R”,
and b € R. Then
Ar<a= 'z <b (C.6)

if and only if there exists A € R™ with A > 0 such that
I =\T4, Ma <b. (C.7)

The proof follows by applying the inequality form of Farkas to the infeasibility of the system
{Az < a, "z > b}. The vector A in (C.7) plays the role of a Farkas certificate: it gives
the linear combination of the original inequalities sufficient to derive the target inequality.

Each inequality A;z < a; defines a half-space in R", and their intersection forms a
convex cone. If the inequality ¢!z < b is implied by these, then its bounding hyperplane
lies outside or tangent to the cone. The vector A in (C.7) specifies a convex combination
of the normal vectors {A;} that reproduces the normal ¢ of the outer hyperplane. The
inequalities

Fr= Az <NTa<b (C.8)

make this chain explicit.

In our setup, all cutoff conditions and brane-tower bounds are of monomial type
N9k~ % >4 <= ¢logN +a;logk < —logji. (C.9)

Let us denote by A the matrix with rows (c;,a;) and by = (log N,logk)”. Different
towers correspond to different rows of A. If one tower’s bound is weaker than a convex
combination of others, the Motzkin theorem guarantees the existence of a nonnegative
vector A satisfying

(cjya;) =ATA,  Aa < by, (C.10)

~
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showing that the jth inequality is redundant. We then drop it from the set without changing
the feasible region.

As an example, we do the AdSs sphere quotient inequalities. In log form, the inequality
from KK (4.78) is

2 1 1
glogN—i—glogkl—i—glogkgg—log,&. (C.11)
The inequality from wrapped ¢ = 1 cycles (4.81) is
5) 1 1 1 1 3
— — — | log N — — — ) logk — + — ) log ko < —log fi. C.12
<12 4p> og N + (12 4p) og k1 + <12+4p) oghs S —log i (C.12)

In addition, we have positivity bounds as
log N, log ki,log ke > 0, (C.13)
and also
log k1 — log k2 < 0. (C.14)

We now show that p =1 in (C.12) together with the KK and positivity inequalities

= o
1 1 5 .
Az = loghky | < . (C.15)
0 -1 0 low k 0
0 0 -1 & 0
0 1 —1 0
imply the p = 5 inequality for (C.12):
Elo N—i—ilo k —i—llo ko < —log i (C.16)
30 g 30 gR1 30 gR2 3 g M- .
So we want to find the minimum
—log fi
—log f1
. \T 0
argmin \ (C.17)
A>0 0
0
0
with the restriction
2 1 1
3 3 3
1 15
6 6 6
-1 0 0
T _ (11 1 7
e N C L (C.18)
0 0 -1
0 1 -1
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The solution can be found as

1
AT:—<810200). (C.19)
15
We therefore get the inequality
—log f1
—log 1
11 1 7 0 3
MAz = =logN + —logk; + — log ks < AT = —Zlogf < —logp. (C.20
v = g5 log N + ploghy + o5 log ks S 7 logfi < —logi. (C.20)
0
0

This shows that the inequality for p =5 and ¢ = 1 in (4.81) is implied by that for p = 1 in

addition to KK and positivity inequalities.

Conversely, we can check that the inequalities (C.11), (C.12), and (C.13) do not imply

each other as the minimum value of AT a is greater than b. This means this set of inequalities

is irreducible.
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