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Abstract

Bubbles of nothing (BoNs) describe the decay of spacetimes with compact dimensions

and are thus of fundamental importance for many higher dimensional theories proposed

beyond the Standard Model. BoNs admit a 4-dimensional description in terms of a

singular Coleman-de Luccia (CdL) instanton involving the size modulus field, stabilized

by some potential V (ϕ). Using the so-called tunneling potential (Vt) approach, we study

which types of BoNs are possible and for which potentials V (ϕ) can they be present. We

identify four different types of BoN, characterized by different asymptotic behaviours at

the BoN core and corresponding to different classes of higher dimensional theories, which

we also classify. Combining numerous analytical and numerical examples, we study the

interplay of BoN decays with other standard decay channels, identify the possible types

of quenching of BoN decays and show how BoNs for flux compactifications can also be

described in 4 dimensions by a multifield Vt. The use of the Vt approach greatly aids

our analyses and offers a very simple picture of BoNs which are treated in the same

language as any other standard vacuum decays.ar
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1 Introduction

Many high energy physics models beyond the Standard Model predict several vacua allowing

dynamical transitions between them, via quantum mechanical tunneling in particular. In

field theory the study of these processes was initiated by Coleman and collaborators [1, 2]

who showed how these transitions proceed by the quantum nucleation of bubbles of the new

vacuum that expand rapidly transforming large regions of spacetime to the new vacuum.

These works also described how one can use Euclidean solutions of the equations of motion

(the instanton solutions) to compute the probability for these transitions to occur. Later on,

Coleman and de Luccia (CdL) investigated the effects of gravity in vacuum decay finding that

gravitational instantons could deviate significantly from their flat space counterparts [3].

All these considerations can be relevant not only for the physics of the early universe,

where some of these phase transitions could occur, but also for the late-time universe. Many

cosmological probes indicate that our universe is currently dominated by an effective cos-

mological constant. This observation can be easily accommodated in a low energy theory

with a potential whose local minimum gives this positive energy density today. However, this

minimum is not necessarily the only vacuum and it is potentially unstable to transitions to

other vacua, suggesting that our universe might have a finite lifetime [4].

On the other hand, many extensions of the Standard Model require that our universe is

higher dimensional, compactified in order to agree with observation. One possibility is that

our universe is described by aM4×Xd spacetime, whereM4 is the 4-dimensional space where

we live and Xd an internal space with d dimensions. This setup leads to a low energy effective

theory that includes the degrees of freedom that parametrize the geometrical properties of

the internal manifold and, in order to make this theory compatible with observations, one

needs to fix all these massless degrees of freedom, e.g. inducing an effective potential that

pins down these fields to their expectation values. Regardless of the particular mechanism

that induces this potential, it seems reasonable to assume that this theory would also lead to

multiple vacua.

These arguments suggest that higher dimensional models have many possible bubble tran-

sitions of the kind discussed above. A prototypical example is String Theory: the original

formulation of the theory has 10 − 11 dimensions which must be compactified down to four

dimensions by some mechanism, e.g. using fluxes of higher dimensional p-form fields along

the internal dimensions [5]. The backreaction on the metric of these fluxes fixes many of the

degrees of freedom of the internal geometry leading to a perturbatively stable vacuum. The

integral of the fluxes over the appropriate cycles of the internal manifold are quantized and,

therefore, the possible transitions between the different vacua necessarily involve the presence

of charged objects. Thus, one can think of these transitions as a higher dimensional version

of the Schwinger process [6]. The nucleation of the charged bubble wall decreases the flux

through the internal manifold in the interior of the bubble. This new configuration with a

different set of fluxes settles to a slightly different internal geometry, in other words, a new

vacuum. Such flux-changing transitions have been explored in detail in several papers in
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String Theory [7] and in other higher dimensional field theory models in [8].

However, in a higher dimensional theory there are new vacuum decay channels. In a

seminal paper [9], Witten showed that compact extra dimensions could lead to the formation of

the so-called bubble of nothing (BoN), a new decay process that has many similarities with the

usual CdL instantons. There is, however, a crucial difference: the bubble interior is not a new

vacuum since an extra dimension pinches off over the sphere of the bubble. Ref. [9] discussed

the BoN in the simplest model with extra dimensions, namely, the pure Kaluza-Klein model in

5d, in which the decay is mediated by the Euclidean version of the Schwarzschild solution (with

properties in agreement with the usual gravitational instantons). In particular, its analytic

continuation along a surface of vanishing extrinsic curvature gives the Lorentzian evolution

of this configuration. The bubble starts from rest and expands with a constant acceleration,

“eating” the parent spacetime as do the usual CdL instantons. Moreover, the BoN has a

single negative mode [9] as expected for Euclidean solutions describing an instability [10].

Beyond the simplest model with extra dimensions, how generic is this type of process?

Early attempts to generalize this type of instability to models of flux compactification, with

fluxes over the internal dimensions, were hindered by important obstacles [11]. In particular,

a shrinking internal cycle endowed with flux causes a divergent backreaction of the energy-

momentum tensor associated to the flux. This difficulty was first bypassed by placing a

flux source in the instanton solution such that the flux would be absorbed by this charged

object at the location where the internal dimension disappears [12]. This configuration leads

to a smooth solution everywhere and allows us to generalize this type of instantons to other

compactification models with similar ingredients. For similar solutions in other type of models

with sources slightly different in nature, see [13].

The BoN decay channel can be nicely interpreted in models of flux compactification where

one can find instantons interpolating between vacua with different set of fluxes. In these

models one may ask what kind of solution would appear in the limit where the transition

happens to the vacua with zero flux. In such case, the interpolating domain wall soaks up

all the flux leaving behind a configuration without flux. Without flux, nothing prevents

spacetime collapse and, therefore, the vacuum on the interior of the bubble is replaced by

nothing, i.e. the internal manifold pinches off. This interpretation of the bubble of nothing

in models of flux compactifications was first put forward in [12] and later discussed in similar

scenarios in [14]. For further generalizations of this type of BoNs with more general internal

manifolds in different dimensions see, for example, [15–18].

Besides their use to assess the stability of String Landscape vacua, BoNs are also relevant

for the Swampland program [19, 20], a relatively recent initiative that aims to characterize

which effective field theories can be consistently coupled to gravity. Although general in its

purpose, the evidence for its conjectures comes primarily from String Theory. One of these

proposals, the Cobordism Conjecture [21], states that all consistent quantum gravity theories

are cobordant between them, that is, there exists a domain wall that connects them. This

implies that every consistent quantum gravity must admit a cobordism to nothing, so there

must exist a configuration ending spacetime. BoNs can be viewed as this type of configuration,
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as the spacetime ends smoothly over the surface of the bubble.

BoN instantons can also be analyzed using an effective 4d description in terms of a singular

CdL bounce1, as first explored in [25] for Witten’s BoN. This bottom-up effective approach

is particularly well-suited to study the impact of a nonzero potential for the modulus field

that controls the size of the compactification, thus generalizing Witten’s BoN. For a recent

discussion, see [26], where some of the necessary conditions on the potential for the existence

of a BoN were obtained.

In this paper we follow this bottom-up approach but using the so-called Tunneling Po-

tential Approach introduced in [27] and further investigated in [28–32]. In this approach,

instead of using an Euclidean CdL bounce, vacuum decay is described in terms of a tunneling

potential function, Vt(ϕ), that can be directly compared with V (ϕ) and minimizes a simple

action functional defined directly in field space. This Vt formalism can be applied to study

BoN solutions and has a number of appealing properties, that we use and explain in this

work, and are the following. The BoN configuration is described in terms of a function Vt(ϕ)

on the same footing as the potential V (ϕ), without needing to examine the field profile or the

metric (although these can be obtained from Vt if needed), and the different types of possible

BoNs can be classified simply by studying the asymptotic properties of V and Vt and their

interrelation. The Vt approach is also useful to study the interplay of BoNs with other decay

configurations like CdL’s, Hawking-Moss instantons [33] or pseudo-bounces [34], which can

be described by different Vt solutions, all on the same footing with BoNs. The BoN action is

given by a simple universal expression (without additional boundary contributions nor deli-

cate cancellations between instanton and false vacuum terms, as in the Euclidean approach).

Finally, the Vt formalism is well suited to find analytic examples of BoNs.

Using this technique, we efficiently explore possible BoNs, identifying four possible types

with characteristic asymptotic behaviour as the bubble core is approached. The different

types correspond to different possible higher dimensional origins (depending on the topology

and dimensionality of the compact space as well as on the possible presence of defects or other

UV objects). We use simple toy examples to study (both numerically and analytically) the

action and structure of these BoNs contrasting them with other decay channels that might be

present for a given modulus potential, V (ϕ). For a fixed V (ϕ) one typically finds continuous

families of possible BoN decays but, once the parameters of the higher dimensional theory are

fixed, only a discrete number of BoNs are relevant, with asymptotic properties being directly

related to the sizes of the compact space and the nucleated BoN.

We also identify and study two types of critical cases for which the BoN decay is quenched.

In the first, the action becomes infinite (CdL mechanism) and the BoN transforms into an

end-of-the-world brane, while, in the second, the action remains finite. We also show explicitly

how a two-field Vt can describe a BoN in a 5d flux compactification, with the BoN selecting

a direction in the two-field space with the right asymptotic behaviour to allow for a smooth

1That the BoN solution becomes singular due to dimensional reduction may sound strange at first but

is common as dimensional reduction or its opposite, oxidation, can change the nature of the singularities in

different dimensions. For a somewhat related situation see [22,23], or, in a different context, [24].
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shrinking of the compact dimension (the 4d description of the 5d mechanism of flux being

absorbed by a source at the BoN core).

The paper is organized as follows. In section 2, we review the Vt formalism and how it

can be applied to describe vacuum decay in QFT, including CdL gravitational corrections. In

section 3, we review Witten’s BoN, first giving the original 5d solution, then explaining its 4d

CdL reduction and finally showing how the Vt formulation gives a very simple description of it.

The 4d Vt approach is extended in Section 4 to more general settings with nonzero potential

for the modulus field, ϕ. In this section we identify four possible asymptotic behaviours

of V (ϕ) and Vt(ϕ) in the neighbourhood of the BoN core (ϕ → ∞) required to have BoN

solutions. In section 5 we analyze the interplay between boundary conditions for Vt near the

false vacuum and their asymptotic behaviour at large field values, describing as well how BoN

decays can also be quenched by gravity. In section 6 we study how the BoN solutions and their

action compares with other possible decay channels (like regular Coleman-De Luccia bounces,

Hawking-Moss instantons or pseudo-bounces). In section 7 we provide analytic examples of

all the different types of BoN found.

A bottom-up effective theory approach, as the one presented in Section 4, lacks input

from the higher-dimensional theory, which is ultimately responsible for the values of free

parameters in the effective 4d description. This gap is closed in Section 8 which shows

how different compactification geometries and dimensions lead to the different types of BoN

identified in Section 4. Section 9 examines the critical limit in which BoNs turn into end-of-the

world branes. Flux compactifications being of particular interest, we examine in Section 10

a particular flux BoN solution proposed in the literature showing how it can be described in

terms of a tunneling potential in a multifield context. We provide a summary and outlook in

Section 11.

Finally, we have relegated further details of our work to several appendices. Appendix A

deals with zero-energy considerations for the BoN as seen in 4d. Appendix B shows that

the simple action calculation in the Vt formalism reproduces the Euclidean result for all

the different types of BoN discussed in Section 4. Appendix C analyzes in some detail the

possible Vt solutions for an exponential potential V = VAe
a
√
6κϕ, while Appendix D discusses

which potentials would admit BoN decays described by a Vt that is a simple exponential,

Vt = −ea
√
6κϕ. Appendix E derives Vt for the special case of a constant potential, V =

V∞ > 0. Appendix F presents more families of pairs of V, Vt analytic examples. And, finally,

Appendix G derives useful formulas to calculate how the vacuum decay action depends on any

parameter entering Vt (and not V ). A short paper with some of the main points developed

here can be found in [35].

2 Review of the Tunneling Potential Approach

In this section we summarize the main features of the tunneling potential formalism, proposed

in [27, 28], to describe semiclassical false vacuum decay including the effects of gravitation.
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For simplicity we restrict ourselves to 4d single field theories, and refer the reader to [30, 36]

for the generalisations to an arbitrary number of dimensions, d ≥ 3, and fields.

The tunneling potential approach reformulates the calculation of the tunneling action for

the decay of a false vacuum at ϕ+ of a potential V (ϕ) in the following variational form: find

the (tunneling potential) function Vt(ϕ), that goes from ϕ+ to some ϕ0 on the basin of the

true vacuum2 at ϕ−, and minimizes the action functional [28]

S[Vt] =
6π2

κ2

∫ ϕ0

ϕ+

dϕ
(D + V ′

t )
2

V 2
t D

. (2.1)

In this expression primes denote field derivatives, and

D2 ≡ V ′
t
2 + 6κ(V − Vt)Vt , (2.2)

where κ = 1/m2
P , with mP the reduced Planck mass (that is, mP = 1/

√
8πG4, with G4

Newton’s constant in 4d). The method reproduces the Euclidean bounce result [3] and has

several good properties discussed elsewhere [27,28,30–32].

The Euler-Lagrange equation, δS[Vt]/δVt = 0, gives the “equation of motion” (EoM) for

Vt:

(4V ′
t − 3V ′)V ′

t + 6(V − Vt) [V
′′
t + κ(3V − 2Vt)] = 0 , (2.3)

or, in terms of D,

D′ =
(3V ′ − 4V ′

t )

6(V − Vt)
D . (2.4)

Vt is qualitatively different depending on the potential value at the false vacuum V+ ≡ V (ϕ+):

• For V+ ≤ 0 (decays of Minkowski or AdS false vacua), Vt is monotonic with Vt, V
′
t ≤ 0,

see Fig. 1, left plot, with boundary conditions

Vt(ϕ+) = V (ϕ+), Vt(ϕ0) = V (ϕ0), V ′
t (ϕ+) = V ′(ϕ+) = 0, V ′

t (ϕ0) =
3

4
V ′(ϕ0) ,

(2.5)

where the field value ϕ0 is to be determined by the equations of motion and the previous

boundary conditions. As known from Coleman-De Luccia’s work [3], for this type of

false vacua, gravity can forbid decay (gravitational quenching, see discussion below).

• For V+ > 0 (dS vacua), Vt is not monotonic and has the structure illustrated by Fig. 1,

right plot. In this case the field range covered by the bounce is ϕ ∈ (ϕ0+, ϕ0−), where

Vt < V , and the field values ϕ0± ̸= ϕ±, are to be determined by the equation of motion

and boundary conditions

Vt(ϕ0±) = V (ϕ0±), V ′
t (ϕ0±) =

3

4
V ′(ϕ0±) . (2.6)

The tunneling potential can be extended to the whole field range (ϕ+, ϕ−) requiring that

away from the interval (ϕ0+, ϕ0−) it satisfies Vt = V . The action for this decay splits in

2We assume ϕ− > ϕ+, so that ϕ+ < ϕ0 < ϕ−.
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Figure 1: Structure of the tunneling potential for the decay of a false AdS (or Minkowski)

vacuum (left plot) or a dS vacuum (right plot).

two contributions: a Hawking-Moss-like part from ϕ+ to ϕ0+ and a CdL-like part from

ϕ0+ to ϕ0− (the last part, from ϕ0− to ϕ− is zero)

S =
6π2

κ2

∫ ϕ−

ϕ+

(D + V ′
t )

2

DV 2
t

=
24π2

κ2

[
1

V (ϕ+)
− 1

V (ϕ0+)

]
+

6π2

κ2

∫ ϕ−

ϕ0+

(D + V ′
t )

2

DV 2
t

, (2.7)

As V+ is increased the range of the CdL interval shrinks to zero, ϕ0+, ϕ0− → ϕB (the top

of the barrier field value) there is no CdL decay, and the action tends to the Hawking-

Moss one [28].

The Vt formulation is ideally suited to study the gravitational quenching effect discussed

above. To have a real tunneling action, Vt should satisfy

D2 = V ′
t
2 + 6κ(V − Vt)Vt > 0 , (2.8)

(except at the false vacuum, point at which D = 0) and gravitational quenching occurs if this

condition cannot be satisfied for any Vt [28]. For Minkowski or AdS vacua the second term

in (2.8) is negative and, when gravitational effects are important (akin to a large κ), it might

be impossible to satisfy (2.8) for any Vt, in which case the potential is stabilized [32]. The

condition D2 > 0 can be rewritten as

V ′
t < −

√
6κ(V − Vt)(−Vt) . (2.9)

In other words, for AdS or Minkowski vacua, Vt has to satisfy a condition stronger than mere

monotonicity (which is recovered for κ→ 0).

It is useful to introduce the function Vt (that we call the critical tunneling potential) as

the solution to D ≡ 0 with

Vt
′
= −

√
6κ(V − Vt)(−Vt) , (2.10)
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and boundary condition Vt(ϕ+) = V (ϕ+) ≡ V+. Solutions of (2.10) with different values of

Vt(ϕ+) span a family of non-intersecting integral curves for D = 0. In order to have D2 > 0,

Vt should have slope steeper than the Vt lines, from (2.9), and cannot cross them from below.

As a result, the Vt associated to the decay of ϕ+ [with Vt(ϕ+) = V (ϕ+)] must lie below the Vt
line that leaves from the false vacuum.

Depending on the strength of gravitational effects, three cases are possible.

• Subcritical case: For weak gravity effects, Vt deviates somewhat from being horizontal

and intersects V at some ϕc < ϕ−. This leaves room for Vt < Vt to intersect the D = 0

integral lines from above and reach V at some ϕ0 satisfying D
2 > 0. Gravity makes the

false vacuum more stable [32] but does not forbid its decay.

• Supercritical case: Strong gravity effects curve down Vt away from V so that it never

intersects it (except at ϕ+). As Vt < Vt, there are no viable Vt’s with real D and vacuum

decay is forbidden by gravity. In such cases the impossibility of the decay can often be

traced back to a positive energy theorem, which sets a lower bound to the bubble-wall

tension (see e.g. [37]).

• Critical case: Vt ≡ Vt solves (2.4) with D ≡ 0 and has the right boundary condition

V ′
t = V ′ = 0 at ϕ0 = ϕ−. The tunneling action is infinite, and gravity forbids the decay

of ϕ+ into ϕ−. Vt describes a flat and static domain wall interpolating between false and

true vacua [38]. Solving D ≡ 0 for V we see that any potential made critical by gravity

(regarding vacuum decay) has the generic form

Vc(ϕ) = Vt −
V ′
t
2

6κVt
, (2.11)

for some monotonic function Vt(ϕ).
3

For later use we give now a dictionary between the Euclidean and tunneling potential

formalisms to translate results between the two. In the Euclidean approach, false vacuum

decay is described by an O(4)-symmetric bounce configuration ϕ(ξ), that extremizes the

Euclidean action, and a metric function, ρ(ξ), for the O(4)-symmetric Euclidean metric

ds2 = dξ2 + ρ(ξ)2dΩ2
3 . (2.12)

Here ξ is a radial coordinate and dΩ2
3 is the line element on a unit three-sphere.

The key relation between both formalisms is

Vt(ϕ) = V (ϕ)− 1

2
ϕ̇2 , (2.13)

3Using W(ϕ) ≡
√
−Vt(ϕ), one gets Vc(ϕ) =

2
3κ

(
W ′2 − 3

2κW
2
)
. Scalar potentials with such structure can

be found in supergravity models, and in the framework of fake-supergravity [39], where W can be readily

identified as the superpotential.
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where ẋ ≡ dx/dξ, and ϕ̇ is expressed in terms of the field via the bounce profile ϕ(ξ). Using

the Euclidean EoM for ϕ we get

ϕ̇ = −
√
2(V − Vt) , ϕ̈ = V ′ − V ′

t , (2.14)

where the minus sign for ϕ̇ follows from our convention ϕ+ < ϕ−, and

ρ =
3
√

2(V − Vt)

D
,

ρ̇

ρ
=

−V ′
t

3
√

2(V − Vt)
,

ρ̈

ρ
= −κ

3
(3V − 2Vt) . (2.15)

Knowing Vt, both the field profile and the metric function can be derived from it using the

previous formulas.

Finally, the Vt approach is also quite convenient to deal with a class of decay modes that are

not extremals of the action and were called pseudo-bounces in [34] for that reason. A pseudo-

bounce solution would be an extremal of the action only if ϕ0, the end point of the tunneling

interval, is held fixed.4 These solutions have actions larger than the CdL one and are therefore

generically subleading, but can become relevant when the CdL solution is “pushed to infinity”

[34] (that is, the action has a runaway direction in field configuration space). In such case,

vacuum decay is driven by non-CdL configurations and dominated by pseudo-bounces tracking

the bottom of a sloping-valley in field configuration space. The tunneling potential method

gets such pseudo-bounce solutions by solving (2.3) with the modified boundary condition

V ′
t (ϕ0) = 0 [while the CdL instanton satisfies V ′

t (ϕ0) = 3V ′(ϕ0)/4].
5

3 Witten’s Bubble of Nothing

In order to show how the Vt formalism can be used to study BoN solutions, we start with the

simple BoN first discussed by Witten [9], for 5d Kaluza-Klein theory. After reviewing this

solution in its 5d formulation, we derive its 4d CdL reduction, and then show how does the

BoN solution look like in Vt language.

3.1 5d Analysis

Consider 5d KK spacetime, (4dMinkowski ×S1), which is unstable against semiclassical decay

via the tunneling nucleation of a BoN, described by the Euclidean metric

ds2 =
dr2

1−R2/r2
+ r2dΩ2

3 +R2
KK

(
1−R2/r2

)
dθ25 , (3.1)

where RKK is the KK radius, R is the size of the bubble at the time of nucleation, r ∈ [R,∞),

and θ5 ∈ [0, 2π) parametrises the KK circle. For r → ∞ this metric approaches the KK

4Thus, they are a special type of constrained instanton [40].
5This difference is connected with the fact that, in Euclidean formalism, pseudo-bounces have an inner

core where the field takes a constant value ϕ0 out to some finite ρ = limϕ→ϕ0
3
√
2(V − Vt)/D ̸= 0, see [34].
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vacuum M4 × S1. By continuing the Euclidean metric (3.1) to Minkowski space, Witten

showed that this instanton solution describes the tunneling from a homogeneous KK spacetime

to a spacetime in which the radius of the 5th dimension shrinks to zero as r → R. Therefore,

this spacetime has a “hole”, or bubble of nothing, at r = R when the BoN is nucleated,

which subsequently expands (with radius
√
R2 + t2, and t ∈ [0,∞) ) and destroys the KK

spacetime. Nevertheless, provided we require the bubble nucleation and KK radii to be

equal, this spacetime is regular and geodesically complete. Indeed, near r = R, the metric

above is smooth when the condition R = RKK holds: writing r = R + α2/(2R) one gets

ds2 ≃ dα2 + α2dθ25 +R2
KKdΩ

2
3. This “gravitational bounce” metric is an extremum of the 5d

Euclidean action with a single negative eigenmode, as expected for a decay-mediating bounce.

The rate per unit volume for this decay process is Γ/V ∼ e−∆SE , where ∆SE is the

difference between the Euclidean action of the bounce and the KK vacuum. The Euclidean

action difference reads

∆SE = − 1

16πG5

∫
d5x

√
gR5 −

1

8πG5

∫
d4x(K4 −K40)

√
h , (3.2)

where Gd is Newton’s constant in d dimensions, with G5 = 2πRKKG4 and R5 is the 5d Ricci

scalar. In the integral over the boundary (r → ∞), h is the determinant of the boundary

induced metric, K4 is the trace of the second fundamental form of the boundary, and K40

represents the latter quantity when the boundary is embedded in vacuum. For this BoN

solution

R5 = 0 , K4 =
1

r

(
2
√

1−R2
KK/r

2 +
1√

1−R2
KK/r

2

)
, K40 =

3

r
, (3.3)

and one gets the finite tunneling Euclidean action

∆SE = (πmPRKK)
2 . (3.4)

For later convenience we introduce here an alternative gauge to write the BoN line element

(3.1), which is particularly useful to study instantons describing the decay of more general

compactifications (see section 8)

ds2 = dα2 +R2B(α)2dΩ2
3 +R2

KKC(α)
2dθ25. (3.5)

Here the new radial coordinate takes values in the range α ∈ [0,∞). In this gauge the Witten

bubble solution becomes

B(α) =
√
1 + α2/R2 , C(α) =

α√
α2 +R2

. (3.6)

3.2 4d Dimensional Reduction to a CdL Bounce

To reduce the BoN solution (3.1) to a 4d effective description, we integrate the 5th dimension

θ5, and introduce the scalar modulus field ϕ with

e−2
√

2κ/3ϕ ≡ 1− R2
KK

r2
. (3.7)
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This maps the BoN instanton (3.1) into a field profile, ϕ(r), with r → RKK (the BoN core)

corresponding to ϕ→ ∞ and r → ∞ (the KK vacuum) to ϕ→ 0.

Next we perform a Weyl rescaling of the 4d metric

gµν → gµν e
√

2κ/3ϕ . (3.8)

The resulting tunneling Euclidean 4d action is

∆SE = − 1

16πG4

∫
d4x

√
g
(
R4 −

√
6κgµν∇µνϕ− κgµν∂µϕ∂νϕ

)
− 1

8πG4

∫
d3x

√
h
(
K3 −K30 +

√
κgrr/6 ∂rϕ

)
, (3.9)

where we keep the total derivative term gµν∇µνϕ as we have a boundary to care about.

The same reduction and Weyl rescaling transform the BoN metric into

ds2 =
dr2√

1−R2
KK/r

2
+ r2

√
1−R2

KK/r
2 dΩ2

3 , (3.10)

which can be written in the form of a Coleman-De Luccia (CdL) bounce metric

ds2 = dξ2 + ρ(ξ)2dΩ2
3 , (3.11)

with the identifications

dξ

dr
≡ 1

(1−R2
KK/r

2)1/4
, ρ(ξ)2 ≡ r2

√
1−R2

KK/r
2 . (3.12)

Now, ξ → 0 corresponds to the BoN core (with ϕ → ∞ and ρ = 0) and ξ → ∞ to the KK

vacuum (with ϕ = 0 and ρ → ∞). We see that this CdL solution is not of the standard

form describing vacuum decay as the field diverges at the bounce core6 and so does the 4d

curvature. Nevertheless, it inherits some good properties due to its 5d UV origin; in particular,

its Euclidean action is finite and equal to (3.4).

To show this, rewrite the 4d Euclidean action in terms of ξ, ρ and ϕ as

∆SE = 2π2

∫ ∞

0

dξ ρ3
[
−R4

2κ
+

1

2
ϕ̇2 +

1√
6κ

(
ϕ̈+

3ρ̇

ρ
ϕ̇

)]
− 2π2

κ
lim
ξ→∞

ρ2
[
3(ρ̇− 1) +

√
κ

6
ρϕ̇

]
, (3.13)

where dots stand for ξ derivatives. For the solution (3.11) we have

R4 =
6

ρ2
(1− ρρ̈− ρ̇2) , K3 = 3

ρ̇

ρ
, K30 =

3

ρ
, (3.14)

6At ξ → ∞ (or r → ∞) we have ρ = r + O(1/r), ρ̇ = 1 + O(1/r4), ϕ̇ = −
√

3/(2κ)R2
KK/r3 + O(1/r5).

At ξ → 0 [or r = RKK(1 + ϵ)] we have ρ = (2ϵ)1/4RKK + O(ϵ5/4), ρ̇ = (8ϵ)−1/2 + O(ϵ1/2), ϕ̇ =

−
√
3/(2κ)/[RKK(2ϵ)3/4] +O(ϵ1/4).
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leading to

− 1

2κ
R4 +

1

2
ϕ̇2 = 0 , ϕ̈+

3ρ̇

ρ
ϕ̇ = 0 , (3.15)

which shows that the bulk part of the action vanishes (with divergent quantities cancelling

out). The boundary term (using the asymptotic behaviour in footnote 6) is

∆SE = − lim
ξ→∞

2π2ρ
2

κ

[
3(ρ̇− 1) +

√
κ

6
ρϕ̇

]
= (πmPRKK)

2 , (3.16)

which agrees with the 5d result (3.4).7

One can try to rewrite the 4d action in the standard CdL form by moving the boundary

term to the bulk (as a total derivative term) but one should pay attention to the fact that

the boundary term does not vanish at ξ → 0. Indeed, using footnote 6, we find

− lim
ξ→0

2π2ρ
2

κ

[
3(ρ̇− 1) +

√
κ

6
ρϕ̇

]
= −2(πmPRKK)

2 . (3.17)

This rewriting leads to the bounce action

∆SE = 2π2

∫ ξmax

0

dξ ρ3
{
1

2
ϕ̇2 + V − 3

κρ2
(1− ρ̇)2 − 1

κ
δ(ξ)

[
3(ρ̇− 1)

ρ
+

√
κ

6
ϕ̇

]}
. (3.18)

For later use, we have added a potential term, (which is zero for Witten’s BoN) and replaced

the upper limit of the integral by ξmax (which is ∞ for decays from AdS or Minkowski, as for

Witten’s BoN, but is finite for decays from a dS false vacuum).

The equations of motion derived from this action are not affected by the delta function

term and reproduce the CdL ones, which read [including a potential V (ϕ)]:

ϕ̈+
3ρ̇

ρ
ϕ̇ = V ′ , (3.19)

ρ̇2 = 1 +
κ

3
ρ2
(
1

2
ϕ̇2 − V

)
, (3.20)

where dots (primes) stand for derivatives with respect to ξ (ϕ). Using these equations of

motion we can further massage the action and write it in the even simpler form

∆SE = −2π2

∫ ξmax

0

ρ3V dξ − π2

√
2

3κ
ρ3ϕ̇

∣∣∣∣∣
ξ=0

, (3.21)

where we have used ρ2(1−ρ̇)|ξ=ξmax = 0 to simplify the final expression. The result (3.21) takes

the standard CdL form (for decays from a Minkowksi false vacuum), except for the additional

term evaluated at ξ = 0, which is a purely 5d input. For similar considerations regarding the

energy of the nucleated tunneling bubble from the 4d point of view, see appendix A.

7This also agrees with the result of [26] ∆SE = −π2mP

√
2/3ρ3ϕ̇|ξ=0 (which we rewrite for our definition of

ϕ with opposite sign). To make contact with our expression above, simply note that ρ2(ρ̇−1)|ξ→∞ = 0 implies

that ∆SE = −(2π2/
√
6κ)ρ3ϕ̇|ξ→∞ = −(2π2/

√
6κ)ρ3ϕ̇|ξ=0, where the last equality follows from d(ρ3ϕ̇)/dξ = 0.
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3.3 Tunneling Potential Approach to Witten’s BoN

For the 5d Kaluza-Klein vacuum, moving from the 4d reduction to the tunneling potential

approach is straightforward. Simply use the relation with the Euclidean CdL formalism in

Eq. (2.13) and rewrite the result as a function of the field. This leads to the simple expression

Vt(ϕ) = − 6

κR2
KK

sinh3(
√
2κ/3ϕ) . (3.22)

In a potential V = 0 there is no proper CdL vacuum decay and this tunneling potential

describes something different (a BoN). In particular, the boundary conditions satisfied by Vt
are

Vt(0) = 0 , Vt(ϕ→ ∞) ∼ −e
√
6κϕ , (3.23)

so that Vt diverges at ϕ→ ∞. This is a generic property of the Vt’s that describe BoNs.

Concerning the action calculation in the Vt formalism, the standard formula assumes that

there are no contributions from boundary terms. When one redoes the calculation paying

attention to such terms, the end result turns out to be the same, and moreover, there is no

need to add any boundary term to the action as done in the CdL formalism. Therefore one

can use directly Eq. (2.1). Using

D(ϕ) =
6

R2
KK

√
6

κ
sinh2(

√
2κ/3ϕ) , (3.24)

the action density s(ϕ) takes the simple form

s(ϕ) =
π2R2

KK

2

√
3

2κ
sech4(

√
κ/6ϕ) , (3.25)

is finite everywhere and integrates to the correct result:

S[Vt] =

∫ ∞

0

s(ϕ)dϕ = (πmPRKK)
2 , (3.26)

without having to include additional terms as in the Euclidean approach. The agreement

between the simple action S[Vt] given by (2.1) and the Euclidean action (3.21) holds in

general, not only for Witten’s BoN. We give the proof of this remarkable fact in Appendix B.

4 BoNs with Nonzero Potential. Bottom-up Analysis

In this section we consider how a nonzero scalar potential for the modulus field, V (ϕ), needed

to stabilize the extra dimensions, can affect the existence and shape of the BoN. In the same

spirit of [26], we derive the conditions that V (ϕ) must satisfy asymptotically to allow for BoN

decays (using its interplay with the asymptotic behaviour of Vt). In this section we make no

assumptions about the possible origin of V (ϕ), issue discussed in Section 8, and we simply

identify different types of asymptotic behaviours of V and Vt compatible in principle with

12



the existence of BoN solutions. The use of the tunneling potential for this purpose is quite

convenient: instead of using the BoN profile and metric function, a single function Vt(ϕ),

which is on the same footing as the potential, captures the key asymptotic behaviour in a

simple way8. Moreover, the Vt formalism can be used to easily generate analytic examples of

potentials admitting BoN decays. We give a number of such analytic potentials in section 7

to illustrate the different types of asymptotic behaviour that we find as well as their interplay.

In what follows, we assume that the BoN vacuum decay happens towards ϕ = ∞, the

compactification limit9, which corresponds to the core of the BoN, ϕ(ξ → 0).

4.1 General Asymptotics

The tunneling potential Vt describing a BoN decay is a solution of the differential equation

(2.3) [the Euler-Lagrange equation from the extremality of the action (2.1)]

(4V ′
t − 3V ′)V ′

t + 6(V − Vt) [V
′′
t + κ(3V − 2Vt)] = 0 , (4.1)

with the same boundary conditions at the false vacuum ϕ+ (or ϕ0+ ̸= ϕ+ for the dS case) as

for standard vacuum decay (see section 2), but with unusual boundary conditions at ϕ→ ∞
[Vt(ϕ→ ∞) → −∞], as shown in the previous section.

To determine which boundary conditions are compatible with (4.1) for ϕ → ∞, we have

studied the asymptotic properties of Vt (relative to those of V ) using the equation of motion,

as discussed below.10 We have classified the allowed boundary conditions in four different

types depending on the behaviour of limϕ→∞ V/|Vt|, and we show numerical and analytic

examples of these types of BoN in later sections. The different types are

• Type 0: V is subdominant with respect to Vt at ϕ → ∞, so that limϕ→∞ V/|Vt| = 0.

In this case, eq. (4.1) gives (see Appendix C for more details)

Vt(ϕ→ ∞) ∼ VtAe
√
6κϕ , (4.2)

with VtA < 0. This holds whether V is positive or negative at ϕ → ∞ and we must

choose the negative sign for Vt as Vt ≤ V . As V is irrelevant in the limit ϕ → ∞, this

type of BoN behaves as Witten’s BoN. Indeed, Witten’s Vt in (3.22) conforms to (4.2).

• Types + and −: We can assume instead that V and Vt are of comparable size at

ϕ→ ∞, so that limϕ→∞ V/|Vt| is a constant. We call such type + or − according to the

8The tunneling potential approach has been used for similar purposes in the study of dynamical cobordisms

and end-of-the-world branes in [41] with similar advantages.
9This convention is opposite to that in [26], which has ϕ = −∞ for that compactification limit. We also

use a different normalization for the constant a below, with ours being a factor
√
6 smaller.

10For a more detailed discussion of the freedom in choosing boundary conditions (both at the false vacuum

and at ϕ → ∞) as needed to determine a solution of the differential equation (4.1), see section 5.
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Type Vt(ϕ→ ∞) Constraints β D(ϕ→ ∞) UV

0 VtAe
√
6κϕ VtA < 0 , a < 1 1/3 e

√
8κ/3ϕ S1

− VA/(1− a2)ea
√
6κϕ VA < 0 , 1/

√
3 < a < 1 1/(3a2) e

√
κ/6(3a+1/a)ϕ Sd

+ VA/(1− a2)ea
√
6κϕ VA > 0 , a > 1 1/(3a2) e

√
κ/6(3a+1/a)ϕ Sing.

−∗ (3VA/2)e
a
√
6κϕ VA < 0 , a > 1/

√
3 1 ea

√
6κϕ Sing.

Table 1: Taking V (ϕ→ ∞) = VAe
a
√
6κϕ we show, for the four different types discussed in the

text: the asymptotic behaviours at ϕ → ∞ of the tunneling potential, Vt(ϕ), and the quantity

D(ϕ); several constraints on their parameters; the exponent β entering ρ(ξ → 0) ∼ ξβ; and

their possible higher dimensional origin (see section 8), indicating the geometry of the compact

space or the need for a UV object to avoid a singularity (label “Sing.”).

sign of limϕ→∞ V/|Vt|. Writing11 V (ϕ → ∞) ∼ VAe
a
√
6κϕ and Vt(ϕ → ∞) ∼ VtAe

a
√
6κϕ,

with a > 0 and VtA < 0, eq. (4.1) gives the condition

[VA + (a2 − 1)VtA](3VA − 2VtA) = 0 . (4.3)

To satisfy (4.3), the first possibility is that VtA = VA/(1− a2). If VA < 0 (type −) then

the condition Vt < V implies a < 1, while VA > 0 (type +) is allowed with a > 1.

• Type −∗: The second possibility to satisfy (4.3) is VtA = 3VA/2. As Vt ≤ V must

hold, in this case there can be a BoN decay described by Vt only if VA < 0 so that this

case would be of type −, but we call it type −∗ to distinguish it from the previous −
type. In principle, the case with a = 1 could be of this type. For this type of BoN, the

gravitational term κ(3V − 2Vt) in (4.1) vanishes asymptotically for ϕ→ ∞.

The asymptotic behavior of the four different types of BoN is summarized in Table 1. Notice,

in particular, that the properties of type 0 solutions can be obtained from types ± as a limiting

case with VA → 0 (subleading V ) and a→ 1 (for Vt).

From the asymptotic behaviour of V and Vt at ϕ → ∞, and using the relations (2.13)

and (2.15) (see Section 2), we can derive the asymptotic behaviour of the Euclidean functions

describing the BoN [the field profile ϕ(ξ) and the metric function ρ(ξ)] at ξ → 0 . In particular,

the metric function ρ(ξ) can be obtained using both the first and second formulae in (2.15),

but the second one is more convenient in general, as D vanishes (asymptotically) at leading

order in some cases and should be computed with some care, see below.

For type 0 cases, with subdominant V at ϕ→ ∞, we immediately get

ϕ(ξ → 0) ≃ −
√

2

3κ
log
(
ξ
√
−3κVtA

)
, ρ(ξ → 0) ≃ cρξ

1/3 , (4.4)

11Arguments similar to those in the text show that other simple asymptotic behaviours, like V, Vt ∼ eaκϕ
2

,

etc. are not possible. However, V, Vt ∼ ϕnea
√
κϕ do in principle occur in some special instances.
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which shows that the instanton is singular in four dimensions, with the leading behaviour near

the singularity determined by the parameter VtA. Although the constant VtA is undetermined

in the 4d theory, it is fixed by the higher-dimensional theory, for example, as discussed in

section 8, by requiring the higher dimensional space-time to be regular.12 The ρ prefactor, cρ,

although it is also undetermined in our derivation, given a particular value of VtA, it could be

computed from the subleading terms in Vt or V near ϕ → ∞ (ξ → 0). The results found in

(4.4) agree with those obtained in [26] for a 5d theory with the extra dimension compactified

in a circle. In that case, provided we impose regularity of the BoN space-time, the prefactor

cρ can be shown to encode another purely 5d quantity: the radius of the nucleated BoN [26].

In order to get such a relation in our Vt approach one also needs a top-down approach starting

with the extra-dimensional theory, see section 8.

For the rest of cases, with V (ϕ→ ∞) ∼ VAe
a
√
6κϕ and Vt(ϕ→ ∞) ∼ VtAe

a
√
6κϕ we get

ϕ(ξ → 0) ≃ −1

a

√
2

3κ
log
[
ξa
√
3κ(VA − VtA)

]
, ρ(ξ → 0) ≃ cρξ

β , (4.5)

with

β ≡ −VtA
3(VA − VtA)

=

{
1

3a2
, for types +,− : VtA = VA/(1− a2) ,

1 , for type −∗ : VtA = 3VA/2 .
(4.6)

As in the previous case the bounce is singular, but here the asymptotic parameter VtA (and

the prefactor of ρ, which depends on VtA) is determined in the 4d theory, namely, by the

asymptotic behaviour V (ϕ → ∞). Therefore, in these cases we can use information about

the higher-dimensional theory to constrain the limiting behaviour of the scalar potential V .

In particular, imposing the BoN spacetime to be regular we find that the result for type −
agrees with that found in [26] for a 4 + d theory with d > 1 dimensions compactified in a

sphere. In that case, the regularity condition for the BoN instanton also determines VtA, and

it leads to a relation between the prefactor cρ and the bubble nucleation radius. Table 1 also

compiles the previous information for the four different types of asymptotics we consider.

We can also check under what conditions the BoN action, given by the integral (2.1),

converges at ϕ → ∞ (and this can lead to additional constraints on the parameters). For

that purpose we need the asymptotic behaviour of D(ϕ→ ∞), which is generically subleading

compared to Vt and V
′
t . To get the asymptotics of D using D2 = V ′

t
2+6κ(V −Vt)Vt requires to

know all subleading terms in Vt (and V ) up to O(D). This complication can be circumvented

quite simply by resorting to the EoM for Vt as a differential equation for D, as given in (2.4),

using which the asymptotics of D can be obtained just knowing the leading terms of V and

Vt. We find the following:

• For type 0 cases, D vanishes at leading order (e
√
6κϕ) and, using (2.4), we get D ∼

e
√

8κ/3ϕ. Plugging this into the action density s(ϕ) we find s(ϕ → ∞) ∼ e−
√

8κ/3ϕ,

whose integral is always convergent.

12Indeed, this is the behaviour of Witten’s BON, for which ϕ(ξ → 0) ≃ −
√
2/(3κ) log[3ξ/(2RKK)] and

ρ(ξ → 0) ≃ (3R2
KK/2)1/3ξ1/3.
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• For type + and − cases, we again find that D vanishes at leading order and, calculated

via (2.4) at subleading order, it is D ∼ e(1/a+3a)
√

κ/6ϕ. For this result to be really

subleading one needs a > 1/
√
3, assuming which we get s(ϕ) ∼ e−(1/a+3a)

√
κ/6ϕ, and

thus a convergent action.

• Finally, for type −∗ cases, we get D ∼ −3VA
√
κ(3a2 − 1)/2 ea

√
6κϕ (so that a > 1/

√
3

is required). Plugging this D asymptotics into the action density s(ϕ) we find s(ϕ →
∞) ∼ e−a

√
6κϕ, whose integral is again convergent. In this case, D is not subleading and

this allows to calculate the ρ prefactor as ρ ∼ aξ/
√
a2 − 1/3.

Section 6 presents a numerical analysis of decay channels for various potentials and clarifies

the status and interplay of the different types of BoN solutions we have discussed while section

7 adds several analytic examples of the different types of BoN. To complete the previous

discussion, the asymptotic behaviours of Vt(ϕ) and D(ϕ) are studied, for a simple exponential

potential V (ϕ) = VAe
a
√
6κϕ in Appendix C and, for a simple exponential tunneling potential

Vt(ϕ) = −ea
√
6κϕ in Appendix D, illustrating the four types of behaviour discussed above,

with subleading terms explicitly obtained.

As we discuss in section 8, both type 0 and type − solutions can be uplifted to regular

BoN solutions of a higher dimensional theory, provided certain restrictions are imposed on the

parameters. Regarding type + solutions, the asymptotic form of the potential is consistent

with the presence of a higher dimensional flux on the internal dimension. Since for the BoN to

be regular this flux has to be neutralised by some charged object [12], we do not expect type

+ solutions to represent the complete BoN geometry, as the potential would need to change

near the BoN core.13 We discuss a concrete example of this behaviour in section 10. Finally,

we have not found a higher dimensional interpretation for type −∗ solutions. Nevertheless, we

do not discard type −∗ and + BoN solutions as they might be relevant to describe bubbles of

nothing with defects or compact geometries more complicated than spheres (like Calabi-Yau

orientifolds) shrinking to zero through a defect [43].

5 Interplay Between Boundary Conditions. Quenching

of BoN Decay

In this section we first clarify how Vt solutions are determined by boundary conditions, both

at low field values and at ϕ→ ∞, and then discuss how the ϕ→ ∞ asymptotics governs the

possible gravitational quenching of BoN decays.

As Vt is a solution of the second order differential equation (2.3), it depends on two

integration constants, typically obtained by fixing Vt and V ′
t at some field value. For dS

vacua, this is precisely the situation if we solve for Vt starting at some initial value ϕi ̸= ϕ+

with Vt(ϕi) = V (ϕi) and V ′
t (ϕi) = 3V ′(ϕi)/4. (That is, ϕi is the starting point of the CdL

13See [42] for a recent discussion on this subject using a 4d perspective.
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range of the Vt solution.) For Minkowski or AdS false vacua, we start with Vt(ϕ+) = V (ϕ+)

but V ′
t (ϕ+) = 0 does not fix completely the solution as ϕ+ is an accumulation point of an

infinite family of solutions, and one needs to fix an additional constant to select a particular

solution, see below. For the numerical exploration of vacuum decay solutions in the rest of

the paper we solve the EoM for Vt starting at low field values, using the low-field expansions

derived below (including higher orders) for the low field boundary condition. We find this

procedure to be more convenient than the opposite approach used in [26] which starts at large

field values and relies on the overshoot/undershoot method and interval splitting to find the

solutions (both methods are, of course, complementary). Using our approach, as we show

below, all starting boundary conditions correspond to a solution, be it a BoN, a CdL or a

pseudo-bounce.14 We find out the type of solutions we get by looking at their asymptotic

behaviour at large ϕ, which we discuss for BoNs next.

Consider then a BoN Vt as ϕ → ∞. For the boundary value problem to be well defined

(i.e., for the solution to be unique), it does no suffice to require Vt to be divergent for large

values of ϕ, it is also necessary to specify the asymptotic behaviour of the tunneling potential

in this limit. For type 0 BoNs, the two integration constants in that field regime can be

conveniently chosen to be VtA and D∞, the prefactors of the leading exponentials in Vt and

D, respectively. There is an interesting interplay between the boundary conditions satisfied

by Vt(ϕ) at both ends of the field interval in which it is defined. In order to illustrate this, let

us analyze this interplay for the simple toy potential

V (ϕ) = V+ +
1

2
m2ϕ2 , (5.1)

(which is of type 0), for false vacua of different kinds (Minkowski, dS or AdS). We comment

on other types of BoN later on.

5.1 Minkowski False Vacuum

For a Minkowski vacuum (V+ = 0), the low-field expansion of Vt(ϕ) is

Vt(A;ϕ) = −m
2ϕ2

W
− 3κm2ϕ4

16

(
1 +

5

2W

)
− 9κ2m2ϕ6

256

(
1 +

8

3W

)
+O

(
ϕ8,

1

W 2

)
, (5.2)

where

W ≡ W
(
A−1/3e1/Aϕ−2/3

)
, (5.3)

with W (x) the product-log function [which satisfies W (x)eW (x) = x and has the large x

expansion W (x) = log x + (1 − log x) log(log x)/(log x) + ...] and A > 0 a free parameter.15

14In other words, we could say that our solutions never undershoot or overshoot but are always on target.
15The particular functional dependence A−1/3e1/A we choose is tailored to cover different regimes of the

solutions within a sensible range of A values. The particular values of A are not significant as they are just

labels without physical meaning. Moreover, the numerical value associated to a particular solution can be

sensitive to the precision of the low-field expansion used to solve numerically the EoM for Vt.
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Figure 2: Type 0 BoN decay for a Minkowski false vacuum. Left: Potential (5.1) with

V+ = 0, κ = 1, m2 = 1, and tunneling potentials Vt(A;ϕ) (bounded by Vt, dashed line) for

A = {0.001, 0.1, 1, 10, 100, 103, 104}. Right: Tunneling action S and prefactors VtA, D∞ that

control the asymptotic behaviors Vt(ϕ→ ∞) ∼ VtAe
√
6κϕ and D(ϕ→ ∞) ∼ D∞e

√
8κ/3ϕ. The

lower bound on −VtA is indicated by the black dashed line.

We therefore find an infinite family of Vt solutions parametrized by A, Vt(A;ϕ), describing

possible decay channels of the vacuum at ϕ+ = 0. Figure 2, left plot, shows Vt(A;ϕ) for

A = {0.001, 0.1, 1, 10, 100, 103, 104}. For A → 0 we reach the critical tunneling potential

Vt(ϕ) (black dashed line in the figure) given by the W → ∞ limit of Vt in (5.2)

Vt(ϕ) = Vt(∞;ϕ) = −3κm2ϕ4

16
− 9κ2m2ϕ6

256
+O

(
ϕ8
)
, (5.4)

which gives D = 0 and represents an upper limit on allowed Vt’s (that should have D2 > 0).

It can be checked numerically that the asymptotic behaviour of the different Vt solutions

follows the type 0 expectation, Vt ∼ VtAe
√
6κϕ and D ∼ D∞e

√
8κ/3ϕ with different VtA, D∞

for different values of A. The functions VtA(A) and D∞(A) are model-dependent functions,

different for different V (ϕ), and are given for our toy example in the right plot of figure 2. It

is interesting that −VtA is bounded below, as shown by the dashed line, which corresponds

to the VtA prefactor of Vt ∼ V tAe
√
6κϕ. The physical implications of this bound are discussed

in subsection 5.4.

5.2 AdS False Vacuum

Consider next the AdS vacuum case, with V+ < 0. For such case, the low-field expansion of

Vt reads

Vt(A;ϕ) = V+ +
1

2
m2

tϕ
2 − Aϕ2+α +B4ϕ

4 + ... (5.5)
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Figure 3: Type 0 BoN decay for an AdS false vacuum. Left: Potential (5.1) with V+ = −1,

κ = 1, m2 = 1 and different tunneling potentials Vt(A;ϕ) (bounded by Vt,dashed line) for

A = {0.1, 1, 5, 10, 100}. Right: Tunneling action S and prefactors VtA, D∞ that control the

asymptotic behaviors Vt(ϕ → ∞) ∼ VtAe
√
6κϕ and D(ϕ → ∞) ∼ D∞e

√
8κ/3ϕ. The lower

bound on −VtA is indicated by the black dashed line.

with

m2
t =

3

2
κV+

(
1 +

√
1− 4m2

3κV+

)
, α =

2κV+

m2
t

, B4 =
3κ(2m4

t − 5m2m2
t + 3m4)

5m2
t − 12m2 + 3V+κ

, (5.6)

and A a free parameter, which labels a family of Vt solutions. The critical tunneling potential

Vt(ϕ) corresponds to the case A = 0 and, to have D2 > 0, one needs A > 0. Figure 3, left

plot, shows different Vt’s for A = {0.1, 1, 5, 10, 100} taking V+ = −1, m = 1 and κ = 1. For

A→ 0 we reach the critical tunneling potential Vt(ϕ) = Vt(0;ϕ) (black dashed line).

As in the previous case, the asymptotic behaviour for ϕ→ ∞ of the different Vt solutions

is of type 0, with Vt ∼ VtAe
√
6κϕ and D ∼ D∞e

√
8κ/3ϕ, with different VtA and D∞ for different

values of A. The functions VtA(A) and D∞(A) are given in the right plot of figure 3. We again

find that −VtA is bounded below, as shown by the dashed line, which corresponds to the VtA
prefactor of Vt. Compared to the previous Minkowski case the bound on VtA is stronger.

5.3 dS False Vacuum

Consider finally the dS case, V+ > 0. As happens for regular CdL dS decays, the CdL instanton

reaches at ξ → ∞ a field value ϕi different from the false vacuum ϕ+. The expansion of Vt
near ϕi takes the form

Vt(ϕi + δϕ) = V (ϕi) +
3

4
V ′(ϕi)δϕ+

1

2
m2

t δϕ
2 + ... (5.7)

with

m2
t = −1

3
κV+ +

1

2
m2

(
1− 1

3
κϕ2

i

)
. (5.8)
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Figure 4: Type 0 BoN decay for a dS false vacuum. Left: Potential (5.1) with V+ = 1, κ = 1,

m2 = 1 and different tunneling potentials Vt(ϕi;ϕ) for ϕi = {0.1, 0.5, 1, 1.5}. Right: Tunneling
action S and prefactors VtA, D∞ that control the asymptotic behaviors Vt(ϕ→ ∞) ∼ VtAe

√
6κϕ

and D(ϕ→ ∞) ∼ D∞e
√

8κ/3ϕ.

In this case one can consider ϕi as the free parameter for a family of solutions of the EoM

for Vt, this time leaving from different points rather than from the false vacuum. For regular

CdL decay, this family of solutions features a single solution corresponding to the proper CdL

instanton while all the rest correspond to pseudo-bounces [34], see section 2.

For the Vt’s of BoN decays, different values of ϕi lead to different asymptotic behaviours at

ϕ→ ∞, Vt ∼ VtAe
√
6κϕ andD ∼ D∞e

√
8κ/3ϕ, and thus to different VtA(ϕi) andD∞(ϕi), exactly

as happens for Minkowski or AdS vacua. Figure 4, left plot, shows tunneling potentials for

V+ = 1, m = 1, κ = 1 and different values of ϕi = {0.1, 1, 0.5, 1, 1.5}. The functions VtA(ϕi)

and D∞(ϕi) as well as the tunneling action S(ϕi) are shown in the right plot of the same

figure. Now there is no bound on VtA.

5.4 Gravitational Quenching of BoN Decay

As reviewed in Sect. 2 for standard vacuum decay, it is well known that Minkowski and

AdS false vacua become more stable against semi-classical decay when gravitational effects

are taken into account [3]. Actually, provided the effect of gravity is sufficiently strong,

there might be a dynamical obstruction (e.g. a positive energy theorem) which forbids the

nucleation of the tunneling bubble. This is referred to as gravitational quenching. When the

dynamical obstruction is just marginally satisfied (the critical case in section 2), the model

at hand could admit instanton solutions but with an infinite tunneling action, and therefore

the decay would still be forbidden.

For BoN decays we have in principle the same behaviour, with possible dynamical ob-

structions and critical cases [16,44] that satisfy the condition D = 0, and represent an infinite

and static BoN, that is, and End-of-the-World (ETW) brane [41] (we treat this case in more

detail in section 9). However, BoN decay is more subtle as, a priori, there might be topological
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obstructions preventing it [9]. Nevertheless, the recently proposed Cobordism Conjecture [21]

states that any consistent theory of quantum gravity should admit a cobordism to nothing.

In other words, according to this conjecture, in a consistent quantum gravity theory no topo-

logical obstruction against BoN decay can be present regardless of the compactification. In

that case, the only protection of a given compactification against BoN formation must be

dynamical in origin (see [16,44]).

The toy examples with a a simple quadratic potential discussed in the previous subsec-

tions can illustrate how the dynamical constraint on BoN decay appears. As we show in

section 8, VtA and D∞ are ultimately determined by quantities in the higher dimensional

theory. Generically

−VtA =
Cd

κR2
KK

, D∞ =
C ′

d

RRKK

√
κ
, (5.9)

where Cd, C
′
d are (positive) constants that depend on the dimension d of the compactified

space, RKK is the typical radius of that space, while R is the bubble nucleation radius of the

BoN. Once VtA is fixed, only one member of the full family of allowed Vt’s is relevant for the

vacuum decay in that theory, the one giving the correct VtA that matches with RKK . For such

VtA, D∞ takes a particular value, which then fixes the radius R realized in that particular

decay.

We also see that, when the function −VtA(A) is bounded below by some value −VtA∗ ≤
−VtA(A) (as shown in figs. 2 and 3, for Minkowski and AdS vacua respectively), for the BoN

decay to be allowed, the KK radius must satisfy a dynamical constraint of the form

R2
KK =

Cd

κ(−VtA)
≤ Cd

κ(−VtA∗)
. (5.10)

Therefore, if the higher dimensional theory gives a −VtA below the lower limit (corresponding

to RKK bigger than some critical value), then the vacuum in that theory is stable against

BoN decay. On the other hand, D∞ is not bounded and goes to zero as A→ 0, when Vt → Vt.

This leads to a tunneling action S, also shown in figs. 2 and 3, that grows without bound as

A→ 0, in which limit we have R → ∞ (we discuss further such cases in section 9). In other

words: since we have VtA∗ = VtA(0), we observe that when the dynamical constraint (5.10) is

just saturated (critical case), the BoN becomes infinite and static, an ETW brane.

This dynamical constraint can be interpreted in the context of the Swampland program.

In order to have no BoNs in the effective field theory, (5.10) requires R2
KK > 1/(κE4

EFT ),

where we have identified VtA∗ ∼ E4
EFT

16, but this condition might set us outside the regime

of validity of the 4d EFT. Indeed, for AdS vacuum decay the previous condition requires the

KK radius to be at least of the same order (or larger) than the AdS scale, RKK ≳ LAdS, and

thus, the use of the 4d EFT might not be justified due to the absence of scale separation.

Thus, an EFT without BoNs seems to be in the Swampland. Conversely, in the regime where

the EFT is consistent, BoNs are unavoidable. Note however that, while scale separation is

16VtA∗ is determined entirely by the 4d scalar potential, and we also assume there are no large energy

hierarchies in the EFT regime of validity.
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required when the 4d EFT is obtained integrating out the physics above the KK scale, this

condition is no longer necessary when the 4d theory is a consistent dimensional reduction of

a higher dimensional theory (see e.g. section 10).

For the dS false vacua case there is no bound on VtA, see fig. 4, and therefore there is no

dynamical constraint on BoN decay. Interestingly, while in this simple model the dynamical

constraint is always connected to the CdL mechanism, this is not always the case: indeed, in

the next section we show that in more complicated models BoN decay might be dynamically

forbidden (even for dS false vacua), but without CdL suppression to enforce the constraint in

the critical case.

6 BoNs vs. Other Decay Channels

In the present section we study the interplay of BoN nucleation with other decay channels,

such as standard CdL decay, HM bounces, and pseudo-bounces and compare as well their

decay rates. To illustrate this interplay between the different decay channels we consider in

this section more realistic toy potentials for ϕ, of the form

V (ϕ) = V+ +
1

2
m2ϕ2 − λϕ4 + λ6ϕ

6 , (6.1)

which gives examples of type 0 BoNs. At the end of this section we also discuss a type −
case, after including appropriate exponential contributions to the potential. For the numerical

work that follows we take m = 1, λ = 17/4, λ6 = 8/3 and κ = 1 such that the potential has a

false vacuum at ϕ+ = 0, separated from the true vacuum at ϕ− = 1 by a shallow barrier that

peaks at ϕB = 0.25. We then vary V+ to consider in turn Minkowski, AdS or dS false vacua.

Consistently with the findings of [26] we observe that, while BoN decay becomes the

dominant channel when the KK scale is well above the 4d EFT scale, there are regions of

the parameter space where the standard vacuum decay channels have faster decay rates that

BoN nucleation. In particular, as anticipated in the previous section, we present an example

of a dS vacuum which is dynamically protected against the BoN formation, but is still non-

perturbatively unstable due to other decay channels. Contrary to the situation for Minkowski

and AdS vacua in standard false vacuum decay, we find examples of critical vacua (those

marginally satisfying the corresponding dynamical constraint) with a finite BoN nucleation

rate, and therefore not protected by a CdL suppression mechanism.

6.1 Minkowski False Vacuum

Consider first the Minkowski case, with V+ = 0, see figure 5, upper left plot. Solving first the

EoM for the critical tunneling potential Vt, eq. (2.10), we find that Vt (black dashed line in

the plot) is not curved down much by gravity and touches the potential beyond the barrier,

signaling that the false vacuum is unstable against CdL decay.

Solving then the EoM for Vt, eq. (2.3), we find three different types of solutions, all of them

lying below Vt. At low ϕ, the expansion of these solutions is as derived in (5.2) and the free
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Figure 5: Upper left: Potential (6.1) with V+ = 0 and tunneling potentials Vt(A;ϕ) of

different types: Vt for A = 0 (black dashed); pseudo-bounces for 0 < A < ACdL (green); CdL

bounce for A = ACdL (red) and BoNs for A > ACdL (orange). Upper right: Tunneling action

S with labels/colors indicating different types. Lower left: For the BoN range of A, action

S and prefactors VtA, D∞ that control the asymptotic ϕ → ∞ behaviors Vt ∼ VtAe
√
6κϕ and

D ∼ D∞e
√

8κ/3ϕ. The black dashed line shows the lower bound on −VtA. Lower right: Action
and D∞ as functions of −VtA.

parameter A labels the family of solutions. For A < ACdL ≃ 2.82686, we find pseudo-bounce

solutions (green lines in figure 5, with A = {1, 1.7, 2.5}), for which the tunneling proceeds

to some fixed field value on the slope beyond the barrier. At A = ACdL we get the CdL

instanton solution (red line), for which the tunneling action is stationary. For A > ACdL we

obtain unbounded BoN solutions (orange lines, with A = {2.85, 3, 5, 10, 50}).
The same figure 5, upper right plot, gives the tunneling action corresponding to the Vt

solutions just described. We see that the action of pseudo-bounces diverges at A → 0 (or

Vt → Vt) and is monotonically decreasing until the CdL instanton is reached, at which point

the action is stationary (as it corresponds to a true bounce). The slope of the pseudo-bounce
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action is given by (see appendix G)

dS

dA
=

6π2

κ2V 2
e

(1− xe)
2(2 + xe)

dVt
dA

∣∣∣∣
ϕe

, (6.2)

with xe ≡
√

1− κVeρ2e/3, Ve ≡ V (ϕe) and ρe = ρ(ξ = 0), where ϕe is the end-point of the

pseudo-bounce interval. We have confirmed numerically this expression. Interestingly, the

BoN action beyond the CdL point first increases, reaches a maximum and then monotonically

decreases, eventually becoming smaller than SCdL.
17 From this example we conclude that it is

not always the case that the BoN decay channel dominates. The structure of the BoN action

and solutions as A→ ACdL are discussed below.

The lower left plot of figure 5 gives VtA(A) and D∞(A), as well as S, for BoN solutions.

The function −VtA(A) is bounded below by a minimum value −VtA∗ (black dashed line),

implying the presence of a dynamical constraint which could prevent BoN decay. Indeed, we

see that for a given higher-dimensional theory with a fixed value of VtA = V
(th)
tA , determined

by the dimension of the compact space and RKK as in (5.9), we might have a vacuum that

cannot decay via BoNs (if V
(th)
tA > VtA∗). When BoN nucleation is dynamically forbidden,

the vacuum is still unstable to decay via the standard CdL channel. Alternatively, when

V
(th)
tA < VtA∗, there are two possible BoN decay channels, corresponding to the two solutions

of the equation VtA(A) = V
(th)
tA . Among these two solutions, the one with lowest tunneling

action is the one with highest A and lowest D∞ [and thus highest R, according to (5.9)]. This

can be seen in the lower right plot of figure 5, that shows the values of S and D∞ for the two

solutions, as a function of −VtA (the arrows indicate a growing A). We also see from the lower

left plot of figure 5 that the value of A = A∗ ≃ 3.95 where VtA reaches its maximum (VtA∗)

corresponds precisely to the value at which S is maximal. This can be understood from the

simple relation

dS

dA
= −36π2

√
6

κ

VtA
D3

∞

dVtA
dA

, (6.3)

derived in Appendix G, that we have confirmed numerically. It is interesting that, in the

critical case when the dynamical bound is saturated, V
(th)
tA = VtA∗, the action is finite so that

there is no CdL suppression mechanism, as anticipated at the beginning of this section.

In order to understand the behaviour of the BoN action for A >∼ ACdL, we must understand

the non-monotonic behaviour of VtA(A) as both are related via (6.3). Although close to the

false vacuum we always have Vt(A1;ϕ) < Vt(A2;ϕ) for A1 > A2, this ordering can be reversed

at high ϕ as different Vt solutions can cross each other. This is what happens for A >∼ ACdL,

when Vt solutions get very close to V and get deflected down by it, causing −dVtA/dA < 0.

An example of this crossing is shown in figure 6, left plot, which shows how the deflection is

stronger the closer A is to ACdL. Solutions with higher values of A do not suffer that deflection

and once again one gets the normal situation with−dVtA/dA > 0. In other words, the presence

17The limit S → 0 (in this example and previous ones) corresponds to Witten-like solutions that drop

almost vertically right after leaving the false vacuum, Vt ≃ V+ − 6/(κR2
KK) sinh3(

√
2κ/3ϕ) ≃ V+ + VtAe

√
6κϕ

with VtA ∼ 1/R2
KK → ∞, but such small action indicates the breakdown of the semiclassical expansion.
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and (right) action densities for A >∼ ACdL compared to the CdL case (red dashed line).

of a minimum in the potential V (ϕ) distorts the shape of VtA(A) bending it upwards at low

A (the range of BoNs that probe the potential structure close to the minimum) as shown in

figure 5, while for large A the BoNs are insensitive to the potential structure and VtA(A) looks

like in the Minkowski example of section 5.1, see figure 2.

As a result of the behaviour just discussed, we find that SBoN(A) ≥ SCdL (BoN decay has

a rate lower than CdL tunneling) for a range of values of A >∼ ACdL. That translates into a

range of values of the compactification radius RKK , via the functional dependence VtA(A) and

the relation (5.9). However, for larger values of A (and large −VtA) the BoN tunneling action

becomes smaller than SCdL and equation (5.9) implies that, for very small RKK (compared to

the typical 4d EFT length scales), BoN decay always dominates. In general, this last regime

is the most relevant, as it is precisely where the KK scale is well above the 4d EFT energy

scale, and thus, the region of parameter space where the EFT is well under control.

We can also understand the continuity of S(A) across ACdL in spite of the large difference

between the CdL solution and BoN solutions with A >∼ ACdL: the latter are very close to

V
(CdL)
t in the CdL field range and have a very large slope afterwards (see how D∞ and −VtA

shoot up at A → ACdL in the lower left plot of figure 5). This large slope causes the action

density to plummet exponentially. This effect is shown in the right plot of figure 6, which

gives the action densities for several BoNs with A >∼ ACdL compared to the action for the CdL

solution. Therefore, BoN solutions with A >∼ ACdL look like a mixed field configuration with

a BoN-like core and a CdL outer part. They correspond to the hybrid CdL-BoN Euclidean

solutions identified in [26]. In fact, the two BoN solutions we find for a fixed VtA correspond to

the two branches of solutions called in [26] BoN false-vacuum branch and a BoN-CdL branch.

As we have seen, the first branch is Witten-like, not very sensitive to the potential structure

and reaches down to S = 0, while the second branch is sensitive to the additional vacuum

structure of the potential and the existence of a CdL solution, on which it ends. The two

branches merge at the critical VtA as also found in [26].
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6.2 dS False Vacuum

Consider next the case of a dS false vacuum, with V+ > 0. The upper plots of figure 7

show the potential (5.7), with V+ = 1, and several tunneling potentials of different types

obtained by solving numerically the EoM for Vt starting at different values of ϕi, which we

use to parametrize the family of different solutions. From upper to lower lines (or upper to

lower ϕi), we first have the trivial solution (see section 2) corresponding to the Hawking-Moss

instanton (purple line), corresponding to ϕi = ϕB, at the barrier top. This solution simply

joins the false vacuum and the top of the barrier with V
(HM)
t (ϕ) = V (ϕ). Next come the family

of pseudo-bounces (green lines), with ϕ0+ < ϕi < ϕB and then the CdL instanton (red line),

with ϕi = ϕ0+ ≃ 0.044. Finally, below the CdL instanton we find the family of unbounded-

from-below BoNs (orange lines), which are of type 0 and correspond to 0 < ϕi < ϕ0+.

The lower left plot in the same figure 7 shows the action associated to the different types

of Vt just described. We see that, as expected, pseudo-bounces connect the higher HM action

to the lower CdL one. The action for BoNs is continuous across the CdL point, as already

remarked in the previous subsection and for similar reasons. We also see that there is a region

with ϕi
<∼ ϕ0+ for which the BoN decay is subdominant as its action is larger than the CdL

one. The slope of the action for pseudo-bounces and BoNs agrees with expressions similar to

(6.2) and (6.3) with derivatives with respect to p = ϕi rather than p = A (see appendix G).

As already mentioned, the BoNs obtained are of type 0, with Vt ∼ VtAe
√
6κϕ and D ∼

D∞e
√

8κ/3ϕ as ϕ → ∞. The lower right plot of figure 7 shows VtA(ϕi) and D∞(ϕi) in the

BoN range ϕi ∈ (0, ϕ0+). As happened in the previous case, the maximum of the action (also

plotted) occurs at the minimum of −VtA. Similarly to what happened for the Minkowski

case analyzed in the previous subsection, the plot also illustrates that, for a given UV theory

fixing VtA, two possible BoN decay channels are available (provided −VtA is above a minimum

value), with different actions (and nucleation radius).

On the other hand, when the value of −VtA determined by the higher dimensional theory

is below the lower bound [i.e. when RKK is above a certain value, see (5.9)], BoN decay is

dynamically forbidden. In other words, the present example illustrates the possibility that

BoN decay is obstructed by a dynamical constraint of the form (5.10), even when the false

vacuum is dS. This result contrasts with the situation in standard false vacuum decay, where

gravitational quenching only occurs for Minkowski and AdS vacua.

Notice that, as for the Minkowski case, even if BoN is dynamically forbidden, the false

vacuum may still decay via the nucleation of CdL bubbles. If we require the KK and 4d

EFT scales to be well separated, then RKK has to be small compared to the typical EFT

length-scale, which in turn implies that −VtA is large due to the relation (5.9). In this limit,

where the EFT is well under control, BoN is always dynamically allowed, and moreover, it is

the fastest decay channel, as can be seen in the two lower plots of figure 7 (when ϕi → 0).

As is well known, if V+ is increased, the range of ϕi values for which there are pseudo-bounce

solutions shrinks, with the CdL and HM solutions getting closer to each other. Eventually,

the two solutions merge and only the HM solution remains. This case is illustrated for V+ = 2
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Figure 7: Upper left: Potential (6.1) with V+ = 1 and tunneling potentials Vt(ϕi;ϕ) of

different types: Hawking-Moss (purple); pseudo-bounces for ϕ0+ < ϕi < ϕB (green); CdL

bounce for ϕi = ϕ0+ (red) and BoNs for ϕi < ϕ0+ (orange). Upper right: zoomed out version
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types. Lower left: For the BoN range of ϕi, action S and prefactors VtA, D∞ that control the

asymptotic ϕ→ ∞ behaviors Vt ∼ VtAe
√
6κϕ and D ∼ D∞e

√
8κ/3ϕ.

in figure 8, left plot. This plot also shows how the solutions cross each other for ϕi close

to the top of the barrier. This, once again, explains the non-monotonic behaviour of SBoN

shown on the same figure, right plot. When ϕi is very close to the top of the barrier, we

have again a strong deflection of the solutions away from the potential. This solutions have

two well defined regions: a BoN core (for ϕ >∼ ϕB) and a HM tail. These are the hybrid

BoN-HM solutions discussed in [26]. As in the Minkowski case, the two BoN solutions for a

fixed VtA correspond to the two branches of solutions called in [26] BoN false-vacuum branch

and BoN-HM branch. As before, the first branch is Witten-like, not very sensitive to the

potential structure and reaches down to S = 0, while the second branch is sensitive to the

additional structure of the potential and the existence of a HM solution, on which it ends.

The two branches merge at the critical VtA as also found in [26].
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6.3 AdS False Vacuum

Consider next the case of an AdS false vacuum, with V+ < 0. Figure 9 shows the potential

(5.7), with V+ = −1, and different Vt solutions, obtained numerically by solving the EoM

for Vt, varying the A parameter that appears in the low field expansion of Vt, (5.5). We

show as well the solution Vt of D = 0 with Vt(0) = V+. For this particular value of V+ we

see that Vt does not intersect the potential beyond the barrier and this means that the false

vacuum is stable against CdL decay (CdL solutions reappear for small enough V+). Thus we

only have a family of (type 0) BoN solutions, as shown. The action corresponding to these

solutions is shown, as a function of A, on the right plot of the same figure, with S → ∞ as

A → 0 (or V → Vt). This time the action is a monotonic function and so must be VtA(A),

implying that for a fixed value of VtA in the UV theory there is a single BoN decay channel.

CdL suppression of BoN decay (S → ∞, R → ∞) for a vacuum saturating (5.10) can only

occur when the standard CdL decay is dynamically forbidden. Indeed, for CdL decay to be

allowed V t must intersect the scalar potential V at some field value, and therefore a tunneling

potential satisfying D = 0 (Vt = V t) does not have the right asymptotic behaviour at large ϕ

to represent BoN nucleation.

6.4 Type − BoNs

In order to examine the behaviour of type − BoNs and their interplay with other instantons,

we take now a potential that goes to negative values exponentially, V ∼ −ea
√
6κϕ, with a < 1.

We supplement it with a second subleading exponential term (as we know simple exact BoN

solutions of type − with just two exponentials) and add further polynomial terms to get a
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proper minimum and barrier. For our concrete example we take (setting κ = 1)

V (ϕ) = V+ − e
√

8/3ϕ + 3e
√

3/2ϕ − 2− 5√
6
ϕ− 5

12
ϕ2 − 17

36
√
6
ϕ3 , (6.4)

which corresponds to a = 2/3 and has a low-field expansion of the form

V (ϕ) = V+ +
1

2
m2ϕ2 − 1

4
λϕ4 + ... (6.5)

with m = 1, λ = 13/216 and we choose V+ = −0.001. Figure 10, upper left plot, shows this

potential and several different tunneling potentials as in previous examples. In this case, see

upper right logarithmic plot, we find that pseudo-bounces continue indefinitely18 and below

them we find a type − BoN, with Vt ∼ −(9/5)e
√

8/3ϕ followed by a family of type 0 BoNs,

with Vt ∼ VtA(A)e
√
6ϕ.

In this case there are no strong deflections of the Vt solutions below the CdL one, but

rather a smooth transformation of pseudo-bounce solutions into the type − BoN and then on

type 0 BoNs. As a result, the action is continuous and monotonic (lower left plot of figure 10)

and VtA and D∞ are monotonic as well. We also see that VtA goes to zero at the lowest end

of the BoN regime, when the VtA(A)e
√
6ϕ term of type 0 BoNs switches off, leaving the type

− term Vt ∼ −(9/5)e
√

8/3ϕ of the BoN − solution as the dominant one. From this example

we see that one can think of type − BoNs as a particular case of type 0 (with exponential

potential having a < 1) for which VtA (the prefactor of e
√
6κϕ) vanishes. This also explains

why one does not find families of type − BoNs, which rather appear as single solutions at the

boundaries of type 0 BoN families. This is consistent with the fact that in higher dimensional

18In section 2, we argued that decay is possible whenever Vt intersects V . This case is not a counterexample

but rather a limiting case with the CdL solution pushed to infinity [34]. Normal vacuum decay can certainly

take place but mediated by pseudo-bounces.
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theories that admit type − BoNs the values of VA and VtA (the prefactors of ea
√
6κϕ in V and

Vt) are both fixed in terms of RKK , see section 8. Type −∗ BoNs have a similar behaviour

and also appear as limiting cases of type 0 BoN families, see subsections 7.5 and 7.6.

7 Analytic Examples

Besides relying on numerical analyses, as was done in the previous sections, it is often useful

to have exactly solvable examples and the tunneling potential formalism is particularly well

suited to this purpose. Refs. [28, 29] show how one can construct pairs of analytic V and

Vt which satisfy the EoM (4.1) for conventional CdL decays, by postulating a simple Vt and

solving (4.1) for V . Using the same technique, it is also possible to find analytically tractable

examples of Vt’s for BoN decays. In this subsection we present a few examples, illustrating
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the four different types of asymptotic behaviours discussed in section 4. Further examples

and details can be found in the appendices C-F. We set κ = 1 in the rest of this section.

All examples below can be rescaled by a constant, with V → AV and Vt → AVt as this

rescaling leaves the EoM for Vt (2.3) invariant. Under this rescaling the tunneling action

(2.1) is rescaled as S → S/A.

7.1 A Type 0 Example

A very simple type 0 example is given by

V =
8

9
e
√

2/3ϕ , Vt = −e
√
6ϕ + e

√
2/3ϕ , (7.1)

which has a = 1/3. It can be checked that V and Vt above satisfy eq. (4.1). We use this first

example to discuss some general features that are common to the examples we present.

The expressions above are assumed to hold for ϕ ≥ ϕ0+ = −
√
3/2 log 3, the field value at

which V = Vt. We assume that the potential has a dS minimum for ϕ < ϕ0+ but the shape of V

in that region is not important. One can simply assume V is parabolic, V = Vc+m
2(ϕ−ϕ+)

2/2

with a minimum at some ϕ+ < ϕ0+ and the two constants Vc and m
2 fixed to get a continuous

V and V ′ at ϕ0+. This kind of construction is similar in the rest of examples we discuss.

Figure 11, left plot, shows such V and Vt as described above. The dS minimum of the

potential occurs at ϕ+ = −2. The tunneling potential Vt coincides with V between ϕ+ and

ϕ0+, and takes the form (7.1) for ϕ ≥ ϕ0+.

The potential is positive without apparent signs of any instability: V cannot decay at

all via the usual HM or CdL channels. However, the BoN decay of the dS vacuum at ϕ+ is

possible with finite action. The Euclidean action for this decay can be obtained analytically

and consists of the usual two contributions: a Hawking-Moss-like part from ϕ+ to ϕ0+ and a

CdL-like part from ϕ0+ to ∞, see (2.7). One gets

SBoN = 24π2

[
1

V (ϕ+)
− 27

8

]
+

81π2

2
, (7.2)

where we leave the value of V (ϕ+) unspecified.

It is interesting to note that, due to the simple way we generate this effective 4d potential,

the instanton only explores the region described by Eq. (7.1). However, this is exactly the

form of the potential one would find by compactifying a 5d universe with a pure cosmological

constant. In turn, this means that the instanton solution can be actually uplifted to a locally

anisotropic description of pure de Sitter space, namely, a solution of the form

ds25d = dr2 +H−2 cos2(Hr)dΩ2
3 +H−2 sin2(Hr)dθ25 . (7.3)

Seen from 4d the solution inside the horizon looks like the type 0 BoN. The relation between

the BoN solutions in de Sitter space and the anisotropic slicing of de Sitter have been already

discussed in [23].

31



-2.5 -2.0 -1.5 -1.0 -0.5 0.0

-0.4

-0.2

0.0

0.2

0.4

0.6

0.8

1.0

ϕ

V
(ϕ
),
V
t(
ϕ
)

V

Vt

ϕ0+ϕ+

-4 -3 -2 -1 0
-0.10

-0.05

0.00

0.05

0.10

ϕ

V
(ϕ
),
V
t
(ϕ
)

V

Vt

ϕ0+ϕ+

ϕB

ϕm

Figure 11: Potential, V , and tunneling potential, Vt, for the type 0 examples of subsections 7.1

(left) and 7.2 (right). Dots mark the dS minimum at ϕ+, the starting point of the CdL part

of the BoN at ϕ0+ as well as, for the right plot, the barrier maximum at ϕB, and the matching

point ϕm beyond which V is constant.

7.2 A Type 0 Example for V (ϕ > ϕm) = Constant

It is possible to find Vt corresponding to a constant V although the solution is not simple. We

give the details of this derivation in Appendix E. It is then easy to construct an example with

V (ϕ > ϕm) = V∞, with V∞ a constant, for some ϕm by matching the Vt solution obtained

in Appendix E for a constant potential to some other solution for ϕ < ϕm, for instance the

V and Vt given in subsection 7.5. Matching at ϕm should impose continuity of V , Vt and

V ′
t . The complete Vt obtained in this way should feature a maximum at some field value

and therefore we should choose ϕm > ϕT = −
√

3/2 log 4, the value at which V ′
t = 0 in

this example. We also require V∞ > 0 and so ϕm < ϕx ≡
√
3/2 log(2/3), value at which

V (ϕx) = 0. Figure 11, right plot, shows V and Vt after performing such matching, choosing

ϕm =
√

3/2 log(4/7) ≃ −0.69, for which V∞ = V (ϕm) ≃ 0.036. For more details about the

matching procedure see Appendix E.

7.3 An Example of Type −
For this example we take

V = VAe
2ϕ + 10Aeϕ , Vt(ϕ) = 3VAe

2ϕ + 12Aeϕ , (7.4)

with VA < 0, A > 0, which indeed is a type − example, with a =
√

2/3. Figure 12, left

plot, shows such V and Vt with A = 1/2, VA = −1, completed for ϕ < ϕ0+ = log(−A/VA) as
in previous examples. The dS minimum of the potential has been fixed at ϕ+ = −3 and its

maximum occurs at ϕB = log(−5A/VA). The tunneling potential Vt coincides with V between

ϕ+ and ϕ0+, and takes the form (7.4) for ϕ ≥ ϕ0+.
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Figure 12: For the type − example of subsection 7.3: (Left) Potential, V , and tunneling

potential, Vt. Dots mark the dS minimum at ϕ+, the barrier maximum at ϕB and the starting

point of the CdL part of the BoN at ϕ0+. (Right) Profiles of the field, ϕ(ξ), and the metric

function, ρ(ξ), corresponding to the (compact) CdL part of the BoN instanton.

-3.5 -3.0 -2.5 -2.0 -1.5 -1.0 -0.5 0.0
-0.10

-0.05

0.00

0.05

0.10

0.15

0.20

0.25

ϕ

V
(ϕ
),
V
t(
ϕ
) V

HM

BoN-

BoN0

PS
ϕ0+ϕ+

ϕB

ϕ0

0 5 10 15 20

2900

3000

3100

3200

3300

3400

3500

3600

ϕ0

S

SHM

SPS(ϕ0)

SBoN

Figure 13: For the type − example of subsection 7.3, as for figure 12: (Left) Potential, V ,

and tunneling potentials for decay via bubble of nothing (BoN), Hawking-Moss (HM) and

pseudo-bounce (PS) towards some ϕ0. (Right) Pseudo-bounce action SPS(ϕ0) as function of

the endpoint ϕ0, compared with the Hawking-Moss action SHM and the BoN action SBoN .

From the relations (2.13) one can get the Euclidean field profile and metric function as

ϕ(ξ) = − log[Aξ(2ξe − ξ)] , ρ(ξ) =
(ξe − ξ)

ξe

√
ξ(2ξe − ξ) , (7.5)

where ξe =
√
−VA/A. As expected for a dS decay, the instanton is compact, with ξ ∈ (0, ξe).

The two profiles are shown in fig. 12, right plot. The asymptotic behavior of these profiles

for ξ → 0 are as expected from the discussion in the previous subsection, see (4.5) and (4.6).
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Now there is a Hawking-Moss instanton that can mediate vacuum decay with action

SHM =
24π2

V (ϕ+)
+

24π2VA
25A2

, (7.6)

while the BoN has action

SBoN =
24π2

V (ϕ+)
+

4π2VA
3A2

. (7.7)

As VA < 0, we find SBoN < SHM , so that vacuum decay proceeds preferentially via the BoN.

Figure 13 shows one example of pseudo-bounce Vt (left) and the pseudo-bounce action,

SPS(ϕ0), (right) calculated numerically as a function of the end-point ϕ0. When ϕ0 → ϕB,

SPS reproduces SHM as it should. When ϕ0 → ∞, we recover SBoN . The analytic type −
BoN is the upper limit of a family of type 0 BoN’s, two of which we also show in the left plot

of fig. 13.

7.4 An Example of Type +

In this case, we take

V (ϕ) = VAe
3ϕ + 2Ae11ϕ/6 , Vt(ϕ) = −2VAe

3ϕ + 3Ae11ϕ/6 , (7.8)

with VA, A > 0, which is an example of type +, with a =
√

3/2. For this example we get

ϕ0+ = (6/7) log[A/(3VA)] and ϕtT = (6/7) log[11A/(12VA)] for the field value at which Vt has

its maximum. The BoN action is

SBoN = 24π2

[
1

V (ϕ+)
− 1

V (ϕ0+)

]
+

648π2

77A

(
3VA
A

)11/7

. (7.9)

In figure 14, left plot, we show the tunneling action for this case, calculated numerically as

a function of ϕi, the value at which Vt deviates from V . We take VA = A = 1 and complete

the potential below ϕ0+ with a parabolic potential with minimum at ϕ+ = −3/2. We find a

family of BoNs of type + of which the analytic solution (7.8) is a member. The action of this

solution is indicated by the arrow.

In the family of BoN solutions found, VtA = VA/(1−a2) is fixed, and the free parameter de-

scribing the family is VtX , the coefficient of the subleading term VtX exp[(a+1/a)
√
6ϕ/2]. The

function VtX(ϕi) is given in the right plot of 14 and the analytic example found corresponds

to the value VtX = 0.

7.5 A Type −∗ Example

In this example we have

V (ϕ) =
4

9
e
√

2/3ϕ − 2

3
e2
√

2/3ϕ , Vt(ϕ) =
1

2
e
√

2/3ϕ − e2
√

2/3ϕ , (7.10)
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with a = 2/3 and VtA/VA = 3/2, which corresponds to a type −∗ case19. This case has

ϕ0+ = −
√
3/2 log 6 and ϕB =

√
3/2 log(1/3).

The Euclidean action for this BoN decay of the dS vacuum at ϕ+ is

SBoN =
24π2

κ2

[
1

V (ϕ+)
− 27

2

]
, (7.11)

where we leave V (ϕ+) unspecified. It is instructive to compare this decay action with the

action for Hawking-Moss decay, which in this example is exactly equal to SBoN.
20 As conse-

quence, this implies that the Vt solutions interpolating between them are not pseudo-bounces

19This example was discussed in [29] (see section 7.5 there) as a curious case of tunneling potential with

an infinite CdL field interval, in spite of which the tunneling action was finite. The physical interpretation of
such case as a possible BoN decay was unknown at the time of writing [29].

20As explained in Section 8, some UV object on top of type −∗ BoNs might be necessary to avoid a

singularity and this would contribute also to the total action. Moreover, HM and type −∗ BoN rates would be

the same only up to differences coming from the rate prefactor, and it is not clear which one would dominate.
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but proper CdL solutions, see figure 15. It is interesting that this CdL plateau appears in a

case in which the necessary condition to have a CdL solution, −V ′′(ϕB) > 4κV (ϕB)/3 [45], is

saturated and −V ′′(ϕB) = 4κV (ϕB)/3 holds.21 In the same plot, to the left of the analytical

BoN solution of type −∗ we expect to find a family of type 0 BoN solutions, with shape and

action being model-dependent as we have the freedom to choose the shape of the potential for

ϕ < ϕ0+. For the plot, we have completed the potential below ϕ0+ with a parabolic potential

with the dS minimum at ϕ+ = −3.

7.6 Another Type −∗ Example

For the second type −∗ example we take

V =
11A

12
eϕ/

√
2 − 2

3
e5ϕ/(2

√
2) , Vt = Aeϕ/

√
2 − e5ϕ/(2

√
2) , (7.12)

which has a = 5/(4
√
3). As in the previous example these solutions hold for ϕ > ϕ0+ =

(
√
8/3) log(A/4), with V (ϕ0+) = Vt(ϕ0+), but we can extend them to ϕ < ϕ0+ as in previous

cases. A plot of V and Vt would look quite similar to the figure 12 (left).

The HM and BoN actions can be computed analytically as in the previous example, with

SBoN =
24π2

κ2V (ϕ+)
+ δSBoN , SHM =

24π2

κ2V (ϕ+)
+ δSHM , (7.13)

with

δSBoN =
64π2

5

(
2

A5

)1/3

, δSHM = 5

[
1− 3

(
5

11

)5/3
]
δSBoN ≃ 0.97δSBoN , (7.14)

so that SHM < SBoN and HM would dominate over BoN. In figure 16 we show the type −∗ BoN

solution (left plot) as well as members of a family of type 0 BoNs that interpolate between

HM and the type −∗ BoN. The right plot shows the action of all these solutions as a function

of ϕi (the starting field value of the CdL part of the instanton). To the left of ϕi = ϕ0+ (for

the type −∗ BoN action) we expect a second family of type 0 BoNs that would depend on

how V is completed below ϕ0+.

This example is another counterexample to the general expectation, already conjectured

by [26], that BoNs dominate decay. However, the decay rate depends on a non-exponential

prefactor that can compensate for the small difference in tunneling actions found above.

Nevertheless, one should keep in mind that it is not clear whether type −∗ solutions can be

realized as consistent 4d truncations of a proper BoN in the higher-dimensional theory, see

Section 8. Moreover, as already mentioned in the previous example, a UV object on top of

theses BoNs might be needed to avoid a singularity and this would also modify the total

action.
21The structure of the action shown in figure 15 is quite remarkable. The only other example that we

know of in which a CdL plateau for the action appears is the potential V (ϕ) = −λϕ4/4. In that well-known

case, there is an infinite family of bounces with arbitrary size and equal action. While in such example scale

invariance is at the root of the CdL plateau, there is no such mechanism at work in the example of this section.
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8 BoNs with Nonzero Potential. Top-down Analysis

In this section we take as starting point BoN geometries in D = 4+d dimensions and integrate

out the d compact extra dimensions to get an effective 4d description in terms of a modulus

field ϕ with a potential V (ϕ) [25,26]. In this way, one describes the original BoN in terms of a

singular CdL bounce in 4d, or alternatively, a divergent tunneling potential, Vt. By performing

this top-down analysis we can explore what is the higher-dimensional origin of the parameters

entering in the different types of Vt solutions discussed in previous sections, and in particular

of VtA, which determines the boundary condition at ϕ → ∞ for the tunneling potential. As

we show below, although the 4d description of the BoN instanton is always singular, we can

obtain constraints on the parameter VtA from smoothness conditions on the 4 + d BoN.

Let us consider first the case of a BoN in a spacetime with the compactified space being

the d-dimensional sphere, Sd. The most general ansatz for an O(4) symmetric BoN instanton,

which also preserves the symmetry of the Sd compact space, can be written in the gauge (3.5)

(with the replacement α → r) as follows

ds2 = dr2 +R2B(r)2dΩ2
3 +R2

KKC(r)
2dΩ2

d , (8.1)

where dΩ2
d is the line element of the d-dimensional unit sphere. The BoN is located at r = 0

and r → ∞ corresponds to the vacuum geometry. The boundary conditions at the BoN

location which ensure the regularity of the metric are

B(0) = 1 , B′(0) = 0 , C(0) = 0 , C ′(0) = 1/RKK , (8.2)

Here R is the bubble nucleation radius and RKK is the Kaluza-Klein radius.

The choice of boundary conditions for the metric functions far from the bubble depend

on the character of the false vacuum [15]. When the vacuum energy of the false vacuum

vanishes, the metric of the non-compact space should tend to Minkowski space-time far from
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the bubble (r → ∞) and, therefore

B′(∞) → 1/R , C(∞) → 1 . (8.3)

When the energy of the false vacuum is negative V (ϕ+) < 0 the geometry of the non-compact

directions should be asymptotically anti-de Sitter, AdS4 × Sd, and therefore we must impose

B′

B

∣∣∣∣
∞

→ 1

LAdS

, C(∞) → 1 , (8.4)

where LAdS ≡
√
−3/(κV (ϕ+)) is the AdS scale of the vacuum. Finally, when the false

vacuum has a positive energy V (ϕ+) > 0, the geometry of the non-compact space should

be asymptotically de Sitter dS4 × Sd. In this case the instanton is compact, with the radial

coordinate taking values in 0 < r < rh, and the boundary conditions at the cosmological

horizon at r = rh are given by

B(r → rh) ≈ −(r − rh)/R+ . . . . (8.5)

The value of the of the KK radius at the cosmological horizon, RKKC(rh) ̸= RKK , is in the

basin of attraction of the radius of the compactification vacuum solution, dS4 × Sd, and it is

determined by the equations of motion and boundary conditions.

As for Witten’s BoN, one can integrate over the compact dimension to get the reduced 4d

metric, introducing a modulus field that tracks the size of the extra dimensions and can be

made canonical with a convenient Weyl rescaling. The 4 + d BoN metric can be rewritten in

terms of the canonical modulus field, ϕ and the 4d CdL metric as

ds2 = eγdϕds24 + e−2γϕR2
KKdΩ

2
d , (8.6)

with

ds24 = dξ2 + ρ(ξ)2dΩ2
3 , γ =

√
2κ

d(d+ 2)
. (8.7)

Comparing with (8.1), we get

ρ = Cd/2BR , C = e−γϕ ,
dr

dξ
= C−d/2 ,

dC

dϕ
= −γC . (8.8)

As the 4 + d BoN solution is smooth at r → 0 with a flat metric (ds2 ≃ dr2 + r2dΩ2
d) at a

fixed point on the Sd, this implies the small r behaviour

dξ

dr
≃ eγdϕ/2 , r2 ≃ e−2γϕR2

KK . (8.9)

From this we obtain the ξ → 0 scaling

ϕ ≃ −

√
2d

κ(d+ 2)
log

(d+ 2)ξ

2RKK

, ρ ≃ R
[
(d+ 2)ξ

2RKK

]d/(d+2)

, (8.10)
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which agrees with the results presented in [26]. For later convenience we also give the asymp-

totic dependence of the metric profile function ρ(ϕ) near the BoN core

ρ(ϕ→ ∞) ≃ Re−
√

dκ
2(d+2)

ϕ
, (8.11)

as well as

ρ̇(ϕ→ ∞) ≃ d

2

R
RKK

e

√
2κ

d(d+2)
ϕ
, ϕ̇(ϕ→ ∞) ≃ − 1

RKK

√
d(d+ 2)

2κ
e

√
(d+2)κ

2d
ϕ . (8.12)

We can now compare with the scalings found in section 4 using the bottom-up approach and

the tunneling potential, see (4.4), (4.5) and (4.6). Comparing ρ, we get

cρ = R
(
d+ 2

2RKK

)d/(d+2)

, β =
d

d+ 2
, (8.13)

while, for the different constants of the Vt formalism, we find that

a =

√
d+ 2

3d
, VA − VtA =

d(d+ 2)

4κR2
KK

, D∞ =
3

RKKR

√
d(d+ 2)

2κ
. (8.14)

Therefore, the type 0 case is realized for d = 1, while d > 1 corresponds to type − [as

1/
√
3 < a =

√
(d+ 2)/(3d) < 1]. Types + and −∗ cannot be obtained from such simple

extra compact spaces and would require a more complicated geometry (if they can be realized

at all). The same applies to type − examples with a2 ̸= (d+ 2)/(3d).

When the regularity conditions (8.14) are substituted in the 4d equations of motion (3.20),

it can be shown that any compatible scalar potential should have the following limiting

behaviour for ϕ→ ∞ [26]

V (ϕ→ ∞) ≃ −d(d− 1)

2κR2
KK

e

√
2(d+2)κ

d
ϕ + . . . . (8.15)

We also get the asymptotic behaviour for Vt = V − ϕ̇2/2 as

Vt(ϕ→ ∞) ≃ − 3d2

4κR2
KK

e

√
2(d+2)κ

d
ϕ + . . . . (8.16)

These formulas tells us how VA and VtA are determined by the high-dimensional theory.

Interestingly, when the compact dimensions are integrated out, the effective 4d Euclidean

action receives a contribution from the curvature of the internal space to the potential which

is precisely of the form (8.15). In other words, in order for the BoN geometry to be smooth,

the scalar potential should be dominated by the curvature contribution to V in the limit

ϕ → ∞. The d = 1 case does not pick up such contribution, which is compatible with the

fact that V is subleading for type 0 cases. On the other hand, for d > 1 we get a contribution

that is precisely of the form VAe
a
√
6κϕ expected for the type − cases.

As reviewed in [26], there are well known sources of moduli potentials.
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• The potential (8.15) is one instance of the general result

δV (ϕ) = −Rd

2κ
e

√
2(d+2)κ

d
ϕ , (8.17)

where Rd is the curvature scalar of the compactified space. Deforming the geometry,

e.g. by having compact dimensions of different radii, modifies the prefactor while the

exponent is fixed by d.

• A non-zero cosmological constant in the 4 + d theory, Λ4+d would also produce a con-

tribution

δV (ϕ) =
Λ4+d

κ
e

√
2dκ
d+2

ϕ
, (8.18)

where M is the higher dimensional Planck mass. If this is the dominant term in V ,

then the a parameter of our effective Vt description (see table 1) would be 1/3 ≤ a =√
d/[3(d+ 2)] < 1/

√
3, which can only correspond to a type 0 case (as a < 1).

• Finally, a d-form flux wrapped around the d-dimensional compact space,
∫
Sd Fd = Q,

leads to

δV (ϕ) =
Q2

2g2V(d)

e
3
√

2dκ
d+2

ϕ
, (8.19)

where g is the gauge coupling and V(d) is the volume of the d−sphere. This gives

1 ≤ a =
√

3d/(d+ 2) <
√
3: the scaling of type + cases (provided d > 1).

However, for the contributions (8.18) and (8.19) to dominate when ϕ→ ∞, we would need

the compactification to be different from the simple cases discussed above, since for the com-

pactifications on Sd the regularity conditions (8.10) require the potential to behave as (8.15)

in this limit. Nevertheless, the presence of additional scalar fields besides the modulus field

could also modify the scalar potential probed asymptotically by the BoN field configuration.

An example of this effect is presented in section 10, which discusses a BoN solution in a flux

compactification model.

The bottom-up analysis, therefore, motivates the question: what are the possible geome-

tries of the compactified space (or field content in the effective 4d theory) that can realize

BoN solutions of types + or −∗ [or type − with a2 ̸= (d + 2)/(3d)]? A different avenue to

realise these more exotic type of solutions would be to embrace the possibility of singular

BoNs (see [21,46,47] and, more recently, [43]). Indeed, the presence of a singularity might be

signalling the need to dress the BoN with a brane, or another UV object, whose properties

(tension and charge) could be inferred from the behaviour of the solution in the limit ϕ→ ∞.

Such a study would require a case by case analysis which is out of the scope of the present

discussion.

9 BoNs and End-of-the-World branes

As we discussed in sections 5 and 6, when a dynamical constraint is saturated, the BoN

nucleation rate may be suppressed by the CdL mechanism for Minkowski or AdS decay. In
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particular, if standard CdL decay is quenched (V t does not intersect V ), the critical tunneling

potential V t corresponds to an unbounded BoN solution, which sets a dynamical constraint

on the tunneling potential, namely Vt ≤ V t (see section 2). For type 0 BoN solutions, using

the asymptotic form of V and Vt, this constraint can be written [see (5.10)] as

VtA ≤ VtA∗ = V tA . (9.1)

If the potential is deformed so that the constraint is saturated (Vt → V t), the BoN becomes

infinite and static, an ETW brane, with the metric given by

ds2 = dξ2 + ρ2c(ξ)(dx
2
1 + dx22 + dx33), (9.2)

where ρc(ξ = 0) = 0 and ξ ≥ 0. This line element represents a space-time which “ends”

at ξ = 0, and which approaches AdS4 or M4 [depending on V (ϕ+)] far from ξ = 0. In this

critical limit the tunneling rate becomes exponentially suppressed, as a consequence of the

Coleman-de-Luccia mechanism, that is, due to the divergence of the tunneling action.

The description of ETW branes in the tunneling action formalism was previously used

in [41]. Here we study two analytical examples to illustrate the interplay between BoN

and ETW branes, and the onset of the CdL mechanism when the dynamical constraint is

saturated. In this section we assume that the asymptotic parameter VtA has been fixed by

the higher dimensional theory by requiring the regularity of the BoN spacetime for internal

geometries of the form Sd, as derived in the relation (8.16). Therefore, in contrast with the

analysis in section 6, here the boundary condition for Vt is kept fixed to

VtA = − 3d2

4κR2
KK

, (9.3)

and instead we study how BoN solutions depend on the shape of the scalar potential as we

deform it around criticality [i.e. when it takes the form (2.11)]. Such solutions can be found

in fake supergravity models and inherit some nice properties of those supergravity solutions.

9.1 Type 0 BoN

The first example we consider is a scalar potential compatible with the (near-critical) decay

of a vacuum AdS4 × S1, which according to our discussion in section 8 corresponds to a type

0 tunneling potential. More specifically, we study the following family of potentials

V = −M4 (1 + ϵ) cosh
(√

2κ/3ϕ
)
, (9.4)

where M4 ≡ 6/(κR2
KK) and ϵ is a parameter that controls the size of the deformation away

from criticality, as we show below. This potential has a perturbatively stable AdS vacuum

at ϕ+ = 0 which, in spite of being a maximum, has no tachyonic instabilities, since the
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mass squared m2 = −2L−2
AdS respects the Breitenlohner-Freedman bound, m2 > m2

BF =

−(9/4)L−2
AdS.

22

The computation of the tunneling potential is straightforward and illustrates how one

can use the critical tunneling potential Vt and the bound (9.1) to determine if a dynamical

obstruction to the decay is present or not. The EoM for Vt, eq. (2.10), can be solved exactly

(to all orders in ϵ), giving

Vt = −M4 (1 + ϵ) cosh3(
√
2κ/3ϕ) , (9.5)

with the asymptotic behaviour

Vt(ϕ→ ∞) = V tAe
√
6κϕ + . . . = − 3

4κR2
KK

(1 + ϵ) e
√
6κϕ + . . . . (9.6)

Plugging this V tA in the bound (9.1), taking VtA for d = 1 from (9.3), the BoN decay is

dynamically forbidden if ϵ > 0 (for which Vt > Vt).

In the subcritical case (ϵ < 0) we can solve the tunneling potential EoM imposing the

boundary condition (9.3), as required for the higher dimensional spacetime to be regular,

finding (to all orders in ϵ)

Vt = −M4(1 + ϵ) cosh3(
√

2κ/3ϕ) + ϵM4 sinh3(
√

2κ/3ϕ) . (9.7)

As a consistency check, near the critical limit |ϵ| ≪ 1

D2 = −6κM8ϵ cosh(
√
2κ/3ϕ) sinh3(

√
2κ/3ϕ) +O(ϵ2), (9.8)

which is positive only when ϵ < 0.

Using the dictionary between Vt and Euclidean formalisms discussed in section 2, it is

immediate to get the metric profile function [from (2.15)] as

ρ(ϕ) =

√
3√

−κM4ϵ sinh(
√

2κ/3ϕ)
. (9.9)

This ρ diverges in the limit ϕ→ ϕ+ = 0, where the space-time approaches the AdS4 geometry

of the vacuum. The BoN nucleation radius can be obtained from the limiting behaviour of

ρ(ϕ) at the BoN core, ϕ → ∞. Indeed, setting d = 1 in (8.11), and comparing with the

previous expression we find R ≃ RKK/
√
−ϵ, which diverges as ϵ → 0−. In this limit the

BoN becomes static and of infinite radius, that is, an End-of-the-World brane, whose four

dimensional line element is given by eq. (9.2), with the metric profile function given by

ρc(ϕ) ≡ lim
ϵ→0

ρ/R =
1√

2 sinh(
√

2κ/3ϕ)
. (9.10)

22Although AdS backgrounds with m2
BF < m2 < m2

BF + L−2
AdS admit more general boundary conditions

[48–52], our example is consistent with the standard boundary conditions for AdS, where the field ϕ approaches

the vacuum near the AdS boundary at ρ → ∞ as ϕ ∼ ρ−2, with ρ being an asymptotic area coordinate.
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Using the expression for the action, S[Vt] from (2.1), we get S[Vt] = 2(πmPRKK)
2/
√
−ϵ,

which indeed diverges at ϵ → 0 and thus, the BoN nucleation probability is exponentially

suppressed in that limit, as anticipated: in the critical limit the compactification is protected

against the decay to nothing by the Coleman-de Luccia mechanism.

9.2 Type − BoN

We consider next a scalar potential compatible with the decay of an AdS4 × S6 vacuum,

described by a type − tunneling potential (see section 8). The potential is

V = −M
4

18

[
13 + 5 cosh(

√
8κ/3ϕ)

]
+ ϵM4 sinh3/2(

√
2κ/3ϕ) tanh2(

√
2κ/3ϕ), (9.11)

where M4 ≡ 108/(κR2
KK). We consider the parameter |ϵ| ≪ 1 to be small, with the critical

case given by ϵ = 0, see below. We solve the equations of motion perturbatively in ϵ, and

study the instanton solutions both numerically and analytically. As in the previous example,

the potential has a perturbatively stable AdS maximum at ϕ+ = 0 (since the tachyonic mass

is above the BF bound m2 = −(20/9)L−2
AdS > m2

BF = −(9/4)L−2
AdS).

23

In order to analyze gravitational quenching, we have computed numerically the critical

tunneling potential Vt for different values of the deformation parameter ϵ (see figure 17). As a

reference, we have also indicated with dashed lines other solutions to theD = 0 equation (2.10)

different from the critical tunneling potential, i.e. with boundary conditions Vt(ϕ+) ̸= V (ϕ+).

Fig. 17 illustrates the three cases described above:

• Subcritical decay (top left plot). When ϵ < 0, the critical tunneling potential (thick

black dashed line) reaches the potential (solid blue line) at some finite value of the field,

and therefore it leaves room for Vt (solid orange line) to meet the boundary condition

(8.16). Therefore there is no dynamical constraint for the decay to nothing.

• Critical case (top right plot). When ϵ = 0, the critical tunneling potential diverges

for large values of ϕ, and satisfies the regularity condition (9.3), and therefore Vt = Vt.

The tunneling action is infinite and the decay is forbidden.

• Supercritical case (lower plot). When ϵ > 0, the BoN decay is dynamically forbidden.

The critical tunneling potential (thick black dashed line) violates the bound (9.1), since

it lies below the limiting behaviour imposed by regularity at the BoN core (9.3). For

reference, the D = 0 line asymptoting as (9.3) is given by the orange dashed line.

In the critical and subcritical cases, the tunneling potential can be easily computed up to

leading order in ϵ, as

Vt = −M4 cosh2(
√

2κ/3ϕ) +O(ϵ2) . (9.12)

23Since m2
BF < m2 < m2

BF + L−2
AdS this background admits more general boundary conditions than the

usual AdS reflective ones. Our example corresponds to a theory where the field approaches the vacuum

at the AdS boundary ρ → ∞ as ϕ ∼ αρ−∆− + 0 · ρ−∆+ , where ρ is an asymptotic area coordinate and

∆± = 3(1±
√
1−m2/m2

BF )/2 (see [49,51]).
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Figure 17: Scalar potential (9.11) with a perturbatively stable AdS vacuum at ϕ+ = 0. Upper

left plot: subcritical case (ϵ = −0.01). Upper right plot: critical case (ϵ = 0). Lower plot:

supercritical case (ϵ = 0.01). Dashed lines are integral curves of D = 0 and the thick black

dashed line is the critical tunneling potential (2.10) with Vt(ϕ+) = V (ϕ+). In the subcritical

and critical cases the orange line is the tunneling potential, with asymptotic behaviour (9.3).

In the supercritical case, without viable tunneling potential, we have indicated with an orange

dashed line the solution to D = 0 satisfying (9.3) as a reference.

As a consistency check, we get

D2 = −6κM8ϵ sinh7/2(
√

2κ/3ϕ) > 0 , (9.13)

which is positive for ϵ < 0.

Using V , Vt and D above in (2.15), we find that the metric profile function ρ(ϕ) in the

subcritical case is given by

ρ(ϕ) =
2√

−3κϵM2
sinh−3/4(

√
2κ/3ϕ) +O(|ϵ|1/2), (9.14)

and thus, the bubble nucleation radius is R ≃ RKK
23/4

9
√
−ϵ
. As the deformation is tuned down

ϵ → 0− the bubble nucleation radius increases as expected, and in the strict limit ϵ = 0 the

bubble size diverges R → ∞. In other words, when ϵ = 0 the bubble of nothing becomes

44



infinite and static, i.e. and End of the World brane, with the space-time geometry described

by the line element (9.10), and the corresponding metric profile function given by

ρc(ϕ) = lim
ϵ→0

ρ/R =
[
2 sinh(

√
2κ/3ϕ)

]−3/4

. (9.15)

As expected, the tunneling action also diverges in this limit, S[Vt] ∝ (mPRKK)
2/
√
−ϵ → ∞

and, therefore, the vacuum is protected against decay by the CdL mechanism when ϵ ≥ 0.

10 BoN in Flux Compactifications

As reviewed in the introduction, in String Theory compactifications the scalar potential is

partly generated by the presence of fluxes, which are turned on along the internal space. This

introduces two difficulties for BoNs: on the one hand, the instanton must include a source for

the flux so that it is absorbed at the point where the extra dimension pinches off and, on the

other hand, the p-form fields associated to the fluxes involve additional degrees of freedom

which complicate the resolution of the equations of motion.

In order to show that the tunneling potential approach is also appropriate to discuss these

situations, in this section we consider a simple model of a flux compactification first discussed

in [12], and study its instability by nucleation of bubbles of nothing. The model presented

in [12] admits an AdS4×S1 vacuum, where the Kaluza-Klein circle is stabilised by the winding

of a complex scalar field. In this case the corresponding source for the flux is a global solitonic

string, a codimension 2 object in d = 5 dimensions which wraps the surface of the BoN. The

coupling of this object to the flux allows the Kaluza-Klein circle to shrink to zero size while

keeping the instanton smooth. This solution involves additional degrees of freedom besides

the KK radius: those of the complex scalar field. As we describe next, this BoN can also

be described using an appropriate generalisation of the tunneling potential approach to the

multifield case [30, 32].

The 5d action (with Minkowski signature) studied in [12] is

S =

∫
d5x

√
−G

[
1

2κ5
R5 −

1

2
∂M Φ̄∂MΦ− λ5

4
(Φ̄Φ− η25)

2 − Λ5

]
, (10.1)

with λ5 > 0 and Λ5 < 0. The 5d metric GMN describing the BoN geometry can be read from

the line element

ds2 = dr2 +R2B2(r)(−dt2 + cosh2 t dΩ2
2) +R2

KKC
2(r)dy2 , (10.2)

and the scalar field configuration is given by

Φ(xM) = f5(r)e
iny , (10.3)

where n is an integer. Here y ∈ [0, 2π) parametrises the KK circle, and the metric functions

C(r) and B(r) satisfy the boundary conditions (8.2) and (8.3), so thatR is the BoN nucleation

radius and RKK the KK radius.
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Integrating over the 5th dimension24, y, followed by a Weyl rescaling of the 4d metric:

gµν → gµνe
√

2/3ϕ , (10.4)

where the field ϕ is defined by the relation

C(r) = e−
√

2/3ϕ , (10.5)

gives the 4d reduced action

S =

∫
d4x

√
−g
{
R4

2
− (∂ϕ)2

2
− (∂f)2

2
− V (ϕ, f)

}
, (10.6)

where

V (ϕ, f) = e
√

2/3ϕ

[
n2

2R2
KK

f 2e2
√

2/3ϕ +
λ

4
(f 2 − η2)2 + Λ

]
. (10.7)

The relation between 4d and 5d quantities is

f ≡
√

2πRKK f5 , η ≡
√

2πRKK η5 , Λ ≡ 2πRKK Λ5 , λ ≡ λ5/(2πRKK) . (10.8)

The 4d (Euclidean) metric can be written in CdL form ds2 = dξ2 + ρ(ξ)2dΩ2
3 with

dr

dξ
= e

√
2/3ϕ/2 , ρ(ξ) = RB(r)e−

√
2/3ϕ/2 . (10.9)

In terms of these variables, and using relations like (∂ϕ)2 = gµν∂µϕ∂νϕ = e
√

2/3ϕ(∂rϕ)
2 =

(∂ξϕ)
2, the Euclidean action for the O(4) symmetric BoN takes the form

SE = 2π2

∫
dξρ3

{
−1

2
R4 +

1

2
ϕ̇2 +

1

2
ḟ 2 + V (ϕ, f)

}
(10.10)

where ẋ ≡ dx/dξ and

R4 =
6

ρ
(1− ρρ̈− ρ̇2) . (10.11)

The action (10.10) takes the form of the action for a multifield bounce. The bounce equations

of motion read

ϕ̈+ 3
ρ̇

ρ
ϕ̇ = ∂V/∂ϕ , (10.12)

f̈ + 3
ρ̇

ρ
ḟ = ∂V/∂f , (10.13)

ρ̇2 − 1 =
1

3
κρ2

(
1

2
ϕ̇2 +

1

2
ḟ 2 − V

)
. (10.14)

It can be checked that the 5d BoN equations of motion derived in [12] coincide with the

bounce equations above, once 5d quantities are translated to 4d quantities following (10.8),

24This leads to 1/κ = 2πRKK/κ5. We set set κ = 1 below.
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r-derivatives are expressed in terms of ξ-derivatives and the relations (10.5) and (10.9) are

used.

In terms of the four dimensional fields ρ and ϕ, the regularity conditions (8.2) at the BoN

surface, ξ → 0, are given by the expressions (8.10) which, in the case of a circle compactifi-

cation reduce to

ϕ(ξ) ≃ −
√

2

3
log

(
3ξ

2RKK

)
→ ∞ , ρ(ξ) ≃ R

[
3ξ

2RKK

]1/3
→ 0 . (10.15)

As a consequence of these boundary conditions and (10.13), it is also possible to show that

f(ξ) ∼ ξ2n/3 → 0 in the same limit. The boundary conditions (8.3) at infinity, ξ → ∞, take

the form

ϕ(∞) = ϕm = 0, ρ(∞) → ∞, ρ′(∞) = 1 , (10.16)

with f(∞) = fm, a constant. The scalar potential has an AdS critical point at (ϕm, fm)

provided we set

f 2
m = η2 − n2

λR2
KK

=
2η2

5
(1 +

3

2
∆) ≤ η2, ϕm = 0 , (10.17)

and we impose the KK radius RKK to satisfy

R2
KK = −3n2η2

4Λ
(1 + ∆) ≤ −3n2η2

2Λ
, (10.18)

where25 ∆ ≡
√
1 + 20Λ/(9λη4) ∈ [0, 1]. The value of the potential at the critical point is

Vm ≡ V (ϕm, fm) = − 9

25

(
2

3
+ ∆

)
(1−∆)λη4 ≤ 0 , (10.19)

which agrees with the value of H2 given in [12]. The following quantities are the same in 4d

or 5d: Λ/(λη4) = Λ5/(λ5η
4
5), κΛ = κ5Λ5 and η2/Λ = η25/Λ5.

In the tunneling potential formalism, the multifield BoN can be described by a Vt that is

related to the Euclidean quantities by

Vt = V − 1

2
ϕ̇2 − 1

2
ḟ 2 , (10.20)

and can be expressed as a function of a single field φ which is defined by

dφ2 ≡ dϕ2 + df 2 , (10.21)

with φ(ξ = 0) = 0. Note that ϕ′2 + f ′2 = 1 follows from (10.21). We therefore have

Vt(φ) = V − 1

2
φ̇2 . (10.22)

25We follow the notation of [12] except for the KK radius (which we denote by RKK) and the size of the

KK circle RKKC(r) (given by the function rC(r) in [12]).
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The EoM for Vt(φ) is of the same form as for the single-field case, eq. (4.1), but with x′ ≡
dx/dφ. As now we have two fields, in order to determine the trajectory in field space followed

by the instanton solution, there is an additional equation, which reads [30,32]

2(V − Vt)ϕ
′′ = ∇TV ≡ ∂V/∂ϕ− ϕ′V ′ , (10.23)

where V ′ = ∂V/∂φ = (∂V/∂ϕ)ϕ′ + (∂V/∂f)f ′.

According to the boundary conditions (10.15), in the regime of small ξ (or large ϕ) we

have ϕ→ ∞ and f → 0 so that we can take f as a small correction and identify ϕ and φ. It is

immediate to check that this limiting behaviour is consistent with (10.23), since this equation

is trivially satisfied when we set φ ≃ ϕ. The scalar potential has the following asymptotic

behaviour for φ ≃ ϕ→ ∞

V (φ→ ∞) =

(
Λ +

λη4

4

)
e
√

2/3φ +
n2

2R2
KK

f 2(φ) e3
√

2/3φ +O
(
f 2e

√
2/3φ
)
. (10.24)

Although f is expected to be exponentially suppressed, it appears in the potential enhanced

by e3
√

2/3φ so that we should check if its contribution is small or not compared with the first

term in the potential above. The limiting behaviour of f when ξ → 0 implies f ≃ f0e
−n
√

2/3φ

for some f0 > 0 [see (10.15) and the discussion below] and, therefore, for n = 1 both terms

in (10.24) are of the same order, while for n > 1 the flux contribution becomes subleading.

Substituting the n = 1 form of the scalar potential

V (φ) ≃
(
Λ +

λη4

4
+

f 2
0

2R2
KK

)
e
√

2/3φ , (10.25)

in equation (4.1) we find that the tunneling potential should be of the form26

Vt(φ) ≃ − 3

4R2
KK

e
√
6φ , (10.26)

which, according to our classification in section 4 corresponds to a type 0 case (see table 1).

This is as expected on general grounds from the general discussion in section 8: from eq. (8.14),

for a compactification from 5d to 4d we get ρ ∼ ξ1/3, which is the behaviour corresponding to

type 0 cases (see table 1). The equation of motion for the tunneling potential (4.1) leaves the

coefficient in front of the exponential as a free parameter, which we have fixed using relation

(10.20) and the regularity conditions (10.15).

Figure 18, upper plot, shows the potential (10.7) for a choice of parameters already con-

sidered in [12]: n = 1, Λ5 = −(0.347MP5)
5, η5 = (0.630MP5)

3/2 and λ5 = 1/(0.995MP5)

where MP5 = 1/κ
1/3
5 . The trajectory of the BoN, marked in orange, goes out of the potential

minimum and heads towards the narrow potential defile along f = 0 (with f0 ≃ 1.2). The

values of V and Vt along that BoN trajectory, as functions of ϕ, are given in the lower plot of

26We discard a second solution of type − with a = 1/3, outside the consistency range 1/
√
3 < a < 1, see

the discussion in section 4.
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Figure 18: Upper plot: Potential V (ϕ, f) from (10.7), plotted logarithmically, showing the

minimum and the potential defile along f = 0. The orange line follows the trajectory for BoN

vacuum decay. Lower plot: V and Vt along the BoN, using ϕ as parameter. The dashed lines

show the asymptotic approximations from (10.25) and (10.26).

the same figure. The dashed lines correspond to the analytical asymptotic approximations in

(10.25) and (10.26), which are excellent.

As anticipated at the end of section 8, this example shows how the presence of an additional

field, such as f , can modify the asymptotic scaling behaviour of the BoN solution for ϕ→ ∞:

For a fixed value of f , one has V ∼ e
√
6ϕ [see (10.7)], which corresponds to the expected

scaling of a flux-generated potential from 5 dimensions [see (8.19)]. However, when one takes
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into account how f responds to the BoN ϕ profile, the effective potential along the BoN has a

different scaling, V ∼ e
√

2/3ϕ, which is subleading and corresponds to a type 0 BoN. In physical

terms, this phenomenon can be related to the presence of the global string wrapping the BoN

surface, mentioned at the beginning of this section. The flux and its induced potential, if

not neutralised, are incompatible with a smooth BoN geometry [see discussion in section 8],

and thus they prevent the collapse of the KK circle to zero size. The role of the global string

soliton, whose position is precisely the vanishing locus of f , is to absorb the flux, and thus,

to cancel its contribution to the scalar potential.

As we mentioned in the introduction, other smooth BoN solutions have been studied in

the context of field theory models of flux compactification, see [15]. The situation in these

other models seem to resemble the one presented here. The presence of the p-form flux allows

for the perturbatively stable compactification to exist and their smooth solitonic source is the

key ingredient to be added to the bare BON to permit the quantum instability of the type we

are discussing here. Furthermore the solution is such that deep in the core of the source the

flux contribution is turned off leading to a solution of the form given by Eqs. (8.10). In other

words, the solitonic nature of these solutions allow the solutions to be always of the type 0

BoN.

End of the world type of solutions have also been obtained before in field theory models of

flux compactification [15]. It would be interesting to investigate these type of solutions from a

4d point of view to compare with the solutions obtained in the potential tunneling formalism

similarly to what was done in previous sections. We leave this comparison for future work.

Finally, let us also note that in models of flux compactifications one can think of the

BoN as a limiting case of the flux transitions [12]. Therefore in order to understand the

most likely decay channel one should in principle consider these type of tunneling processes

as well [53]. The 4d description of those transitions would also involve the presence of a

brane coupled to the moduli field [42, 54]. This should also be incorporated in the tunneling

potential formalism.

11 Summary and Outlook

Bubble of nothing (BoN) decays are of fundamental importance for the stability of vacua in

theories with compactified extra dimensions, like String Theory, and they are closely con-

nected to the cobordism conjecture of the Swampland program. Their study is greatly facil-

itated by dimensional reduction to an effective theory in 4 dimensions, with the size of the

compact dimension(s) described by a modulus scalar field, stabilized by some potential V (ϕ).

In this language, the BoN instanton reduces to a Coleman-De Luccia (CdL) instanton with

a singular behaviour at its core (where the field diverges, ϕ → ∞) but having a finite action

(that agrees with the action of the BoN instanton in the high dimensional theory).

The 4d reduced setting is very convenient to study the properties of BoNs in the presence

of a modulus potential, V (ϕ), and has been used in the past for this purpose, most recently
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in [26]. In this paper we have followed the 4d approach but using the tunneling potential

formalism rather than traditional Euclidean methods. In this formalism, vacuum decay is

described by a tunneling potential function Vt(ϕ) that can be compared directly with V (ϕ)

without having to deal with the profiles of the modulus field nor the Euclidean metric. The

analysis is further facilitated by the fact that all the possible decay channels of a given

potential [BoNs, Coleman-de Luccia or Hawking-Moss (HM) instantons as well as the so-

called pseudo-bounces] can be described in the same Vt language, with different types of

decay connected with the others in a continuous way. Moreover, the tunneling action for the

different decay modes can be calculated using the simple universal formula (2.1). The fact

that this general formula reproduces the Euclidean BoN action is an important result proven

in Appendix B.

Using the Vt formalism we have performed an analysis exploring which type of modulus

potentials V (ϕ) allow for BoN decays and which different types of BoN exist. This study is

similar in spirit to the one of [26]. We confirm many of the findings of [26] and extend that

work in several directions.

We identify four different types of BoN, with different asymptotic behaviour in the com-

pactification limit (ϕ → ∞, corresponding to the BoN core) and different possible higher

dimensional origin, as summarized in table 1. Type 0 BoNs can appear when the compact

manifold is a circle (these, for dS vacua, were the main subject of [26]). Type − BoNs can

appear instead when the compact manifold is an Sd sphere, with d > 1. The type + or −∗

BoNs can be relevant vacuum decay channels for more complicated compact geometries, that

require the presence of some UV object or defect to allow the shrinking to zero of the internal

manifold in the BoN core.

For BoNs of types 0 or −, there is a simple link between the asymptotic ϕ→ ∞ behaviour

of V , Vt and important quantities derived from them, like D2 in (2.2), and the geometric

properties of the BoN in the higher dimensional theory (like the KK radius, RKK , and the

BoN radius, R). Assuming the compact manifold is Sd, we find for ϕ→ ∞,

V ≃ −d(d− 1)

2κR2
KK

e

√
2(d+2)κ

d
ϕ + ... , Vt ≃ − 3d2

4κR2
KK

e

√
2(d+2)κ

d
ϕ + ... , (11.1)

and

D2 ≃ 9d(d+ 2)

2κ3R2
KKR2

e

√
8κ

d(d+2)
(d+1)ϕ

+ ... (11.2)

These relations, which capture information from the higher-dimensional theory, can be

confronted with the asymptotic behaviour of the Vt solutions for BoN decay that we find by

solving the equation of motion for Vt in (2.3) from low field to high field values. Typically, for

a given potential that does not grow as fast as e
√
6κϕ, we find a continuous family of possible

type 0 BoN solutions Vt(p;ϕ), labeled by some parameter p, with the ϕ→ ∞ asymptotics

Vt(p;ϕ) ≃ VtA(p)e
√
6κϕ + ... , D(p;ϕ) ≃ D∞(p)e

√
8κ/3ϕ + ... (11.3)

with VtA(p) < 0 and D∞(p) > 0. For a fixed higher-dimensional theory (thus fixed RKK),

matching (11.3) to (11.1) and (11.2) selects a finite number of BoNs from the family [each
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with different radius R, determined by D(p;ϕ), and different tunneling action]. The number

of such selected BoN solutions is model dependent in the following way.

If the modulus has a single vacuum (or if gravity forbids its decay to other minima),

the selected BoN solution is unique (for a given RKK). Moreover, when the vacuum is a

Minkowski or AdS one, there is an upper critical limit R∗
KK [corresponding to a lower limit

on −VtA(p)] for which the BoN has infinite action and radius and corresponds to an end-of-

the-world brane. For theories with RKK > R∗
KK , BoN decay is not allowed (this is quenching

by a CdL mechanism). Figures 2 and 3 show particular examples of this and section 9 is fully

devoted to discussing this mechanism.

However, when the modulus potential has additional vacua and admits standard decay

channels to them (via either Coleman-de Luccia or Hawking-Moss instantons), there are at

least two Vt BoN solutions, the BoN solution with lowest action being the relevant one. Also

in this case there is a critical value R∗
KK , which again corresponds to the minimum of −VtA(p).

However, this time criticality corresponds to the merging of the two BoN solutions into one

which is a saddle-point with finite tunneling action. In any case, for RKK > R∗
KK again BoN

decay is forbidden (a dynamical quenching). Figures 5, 7 and 8 show some examples of this

when the false vacuum is Minkowski and dS. Interestingly, we found that BoN decay of dS

vacua is dynamically forbidden only when the EFT and KK energy scales are comparable

(without scale separation), that is, in regimes of parameter space where the validity of the

EFT is questionable.

When BoN solutions coexist with CdL or HM instantons (the second case just described),

the same parameter p that labels the family of BoNs in some range of values, naturally

describes (outside the BoN range) the CdL/HM instanton solutions as well as the so-called

pseudo-bounces that connect CdL and HM (an action valley in configuration space). The

associated tunneling actions can be easily calculated in the Vt formalism and we find an

action S(p) which is continuous across the boundaries between different classes of Vt solutions.

End-of-the-world branes correspond to S(p∗) → ∞, while the critical cases with dynamical

quenching and finite action correspond to a maximum of S(p). Again, figures 5, 7 and 8

illustrate this behaviour.

The previous results for type 0 BoNs are in agreement with the findings of [26] when there

is overlap between both works. We believe that the powerful Vt approach sheds light from a

new angle on the whole topic. Moreover, we have extended the analysis to any kind of vacua

(Minkowski, dS or AdS), clarified the nature of the hybrid branches of solutions found in [26],

and studied in detail the two types of quenching of BoN decays. Concerning other types of

BoN, not studied in [26], we find that type − BoN solutions for a fixed potential (with the

right asymptotic behaviour) appear singly, at the boundary of type-0 BoN families. This is

consistent with the fact that now a given RKK fixes the asymptotic behaviour of both V and

Vt, see (11.1). The BoN radius is as usual determined by the asymptotics of D. Figures 10

and 13 show examples that illustrate the behaviour just described.

Using the 4d approach we have also found (both numerically and analytically) examples

of potentials that admit BoN solutions of types + and −∗. While the type + can appear in a
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continuous family (like the type 0 BoNs, see figure 14), the type −∗ BoNs appear as limiting

cases of type 0 BoN families (like the type − Bons, see figures 15 and 16). Nevertheless,

for type + and −∗ BoNs the picture is less complete as the higher dimensional theory has a

more complicated geometry for the compact space and shrinking it to zero requires a defect

or some other UV object, which we have not considered in detail.

BoNs in flux compactifications are also of particular interest as their existence is nontrivial:

shrinking the compact space in the presence of flux requires a charged object at the BoN

core to absorb the flux. We have shown that a 4d description of such a BoN (in a 5d

flux compactification) is also possible. Besides the modulus field, the 4d theory contains

an additional scalar field descended by dimensional reduction from the charged object. In

this case, a two-field Vt can describe the BoN. Interestingly, the 4d counterpart of the flux

absorption is realized by a Vt that selects a direction in the two-field space with the right

(type 0) asymptotic behaviour rather than the generic type + asymptotics expected in flux

compactifications, see figure 18 and the discussion in section 10.

There is a number of further directions for future work. The study of singular BoNs

(types + and −∗) and how they are regulated by some UV object or defect is of clear interest.

Applying a Vt approach to their description seems possible and our first explorations look

rather promising. Indeed, we find that the Vt description of Witten’s BoNs with defects [16,43]

is rather straightforward via a simple rescaling of the prefactor of Witten’s BoN in (3.22) to

take into account the deficit angle associated to the singular behaviour of the BoN. It would be

interesting to see how this generalizes in the presence of a nonzero potential for the modulus

field.

Our results indicate that in some limits the existence of the BoN decay channel is sup-

pressed by some dynamical obstruction. It would be interesting to understand this effect in

the higher dimensional theory, in particular in models of flux compactification. In some cases

this quenching can be understood as a CdL suppression where the bubble becomes static

and infinite. This type of objects have been found numerically in simple higher dimensional

theories in [15]. On the other hand, in other cases the suppression does not have a limiting

static wall and it would be interesting to explore such solutions, and study if they can be

consistently obtained within the regime of validity of the 4d EFT. Finally, we would also

like to investigate the existence of the End of the World type of BoNs in connection with

supersymmetric vacua, similarly to what was done in [16].
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A Energy of the BoN

Consider the BoN decay of a false Minkowski vacuum. A nucleated BoN has zero energy (so

that energy is conserved in the decay process). In the case of Witten’s BoN, for the decay

of the 5d KK vacuum, this follows immediately from the asymptotic behaviour of the metric

(3.1) at r → ∞ which does not have 1/r terms (see e.g. [55]). This key property should be

inherited by the 4d description of the BoN.

Let us consider the 4d description of a general BoN mediating the decay of a compactifica-

tion with vanishing vacuum energy V (ϕ+) = 0 (i.e. the non-compact component of space-time

is Minkowski space). The usual energy integral

E = 4π

∫ ∞

0

dρρ2
[
1

2
ϕ̇2 + V (ϕ)

]
, (A.1)

which vanishes for regular CdL bubbles (see [56]) diverges for BoNs, even for Witten’s one27.

To understand the origin of this discrepancy, first note that the integrand in (A.1) is a total

derivative so that

E =
4π

3
ρ3
[
V (ϕ)− 1

2
ϕ̇2

]∣∣∣∣ξ=∞

ξ=0

, (A.2)

which diverges at ξ = 0 (the ξ = ∞ term vanishes). One can connect this expression with

the asymptotic behaviour of the metric by using the constraint equation (3.20) to get

E =
4π

κ

[
ρ(1− ρ̇2)

]∣∣∣∣ξ=∞

ξ=0

. (A.3)

The ξ = ∞ contribution corresponds to the usual ADM mass, MADM , which should vanish,

while the ξ = 0 contribution vanishes provided the metric is smooth at the origin. However,

since in the 4d description the BoN space-time is singular at ξ = 0, the integral (A.1) cannot

be identified with the ADM mass. A careful derivation of MADM in 4d starting from 5d

(similar to the calculation of the Euclidean action in Subsection 3.2) gives

MADM =
4π

κ

[
ρ(1− ρ̇2)

]
ξ=0

+ 4π

∫ ∞

0

dρρ2
[
1

2
ϕ̇2 + V (ϕ)

]
. (A.4)

Although both terms in the r.h.s. of the previous expression are separately divergent, the

divergences cancel exactly. Using (A.2), we get

MADM =
4π

3
ρ3
[
V (ϕ)− 1

2
ϕ̇2

]
ξ=∞

, (A.5)

27In that case V (ϕ) ≡ 0 and then the integrand is positive definite, making it impossible to have E = 0.
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Plugging the asymptotic behaviour of ρ and ϕ̇ for the 4d reduced Witten’s BoN it can be

checked that indeed MADM = 0.

In more general situations, but still imposing that V (ϕ+) = 0, we find that the expression

for the BoN energy, written in the Vt formalism, reads

MADM = 36π
[2(V − Vt)]

3/2

D3
Vt

∣∣∣∣∣
ϕ→ϕ+

(A.6)

For Witten’s BoN, it can be readily checked that using Vt from (3.22) leads toMADM = 0. For

other cases of Minkowski vacuum decay, we can get the limit (A.6) by using the low-energy

expansion (ϕ → ϕ+ = 0) of Vt obtained in (5.3), which gives V ∼ ϕ2, Vt, D ∼ ϕ2/ log ϕ and

leads to MADM = 0. This result can be extended to the decay of AdS vacua (for dS vacua

one cannot define energy).

B S[Vt] = ∆SE

The agreement between the action S[Vt] of the Vt formalism and the Euclidean action differ-

ence ∆SE of Coleman-De Luccia for regular CdL transitions was proven in [28] (for the proof

in general dimension, see [36]). In this section we extend this proof to BoN decays.

Let us first review briefly the proof for regular CdL solutions. In [28, 36] the Euclidean

action is rewritten in the form

SE = −2π2

∫ ξmax

0

ρV dξ + SGHY , (B.1)

where ξmax = ∞ for AdS or Minkowski false vacua and finite for dS, while SGHY is the

Gibbons-Hawking-York boundary action [57] (the value of this term is irrelevant to show

the agreement between the actions in both formalisms). Let us consider first the case of

Minkowski or AdS vacuum decays. The proof rewrites ∆SE = SE[ϕB]−SE[ϕ+] for CdL decay

as an integral in field space, using the dictionary between formalisms, and then establishes

the identities

s(ϕ)− sE,B(ϕ) =
dHB

dϕ
, (B.2)

sE,+(ϕ) =
dH+

dϕ
, (B.3)

where the action densities are defined by

S[Vt] =

∫ ϕ0

ϕ+

s(ϕ)dϕ =
6π2

κ2

∫ ϕ0

ϕ+

(D + V ′
t )

2

DV 2
t

dϕ , (B.4)

∆SE =

∫ ϕ0

ϕ+

[sE,B(ϕ)− sE,+(ϕ)] dϕ = −108π2

∫ ϕ0

ϕ+

V − Vt
D3

(
V +

V+V
′
t

D+

)
dϕ , (B.5)
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where D2
+ ≡ V ′

t
2+6κ(V −Vt)(Vt−V+) and the term proportional to V+ comes from subtracting

the false vacuum action (see [28] for details). The functions HB and H+ are given by

HB =
216π2(V − Vt)

2

D3

[
Vt(V

′
t − 2D)

(D − V ′
t )

2

]
, H+ =

216π2(V − Vt)
2

D3

[
V+(D+ + 2D)

(D +D+)2

]
. (B.6)

The identities (B.2) and (B.3) hold on-shell, that is, for any Vt solution of the EoM (2.3) and

thus holds both for CdL and BoN solutions, so that we can still rely on them for the BoN

proof below. Integration of the sum of the identities (B.2) and (B.3) in the interval (ϕ+, ϕ0)

gives

S[Vt] = ∆SE +HB(ϕ0) +H+(ϕ0)−HB(ϕ+)−H+(ϕ+) , (B.7)

and the equality of the actions results from HB(ϕ0) = H+(ϕ0) = H(ϕ+) = H+(ϕ+) = 0, which

follows from the behaviour of V and Vt at ϕ+ and ϕ0 for CdL solutions describing V+ ≤ 0

decays, see [28].

In the case of dS vacuum decay we have

∆SE =

∫ ϕ0

ϕ0+

sE,B(ϕ)dϕ+
24π2

κ2V+

, (B.8)

where the first term is the bounce action and the second (minus) the false vacuum action,

which is now finite. Integrating (B.2) in the interval (ϕ0+, ϕ0) one gets∫ ϕ0

ϕ0+

s(ϕ)dϕ = ∆SE − 24π2

κ2V+

+HB(ϕ0)−HB(ϕ0+) . (B.9)

It is straightforward to show that HB(ϕ0) = 0 and HB(ϕ0+) = −24π2/[κ2V (ϕ0+)]. This

HB(ϕ0+) combines with −24π2/[κ2V (ϕ+)] to give the HM part of the SVt action missing in

the l.h.s. of (B.9) resulting in S[Vt] = ∆SE.

To extend the previous proof to BoNs, we have to care about two differences with respect

to the standard case. First note that now ∆SE has an extra piece associated to the BoN core

as given by (3.21),

δBoN∆SE = − π2

√
2

3κ
ρ3ϕ̇

∣∣∣∣∣
ξ=0

, (B.10)

which will appear for any type of BoN vacuum decay, which has an additional term from the

extra-dimensional origin of the BoN. Second, for BoN solutions the behaviour of V and Vt as

ϕ → ϕ+ or ϕ → ϕ0+ is similar to that for regular CdL bounces so that HB and H+ take the

same previous values as well, and would lead to the equality between ∆SE and S[Vt] up to

the extra BoN term (B.10). However, the asymptotic behaviour of V and Vt as ϕ → ϕ0 is

different than for regular CdL solutions (as ϕ0 → ∞ for BoNs) and, it is remarkable that the

asymptotics of HB,+(ϕ0 → ∞) is such that one gets precisely the term needed to reproduce

(B.10), as we show below, thus completing the proof of ∆SE = S[Vt].

It can be shown that H+(ϕ → ∞) = 0 for any type of BoN, simply using the different

asymptotics summarized in Table 1. For HB(ϕ → ∞), using the same table, we find the

following.
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For type 0 solutions, D is subleading compared to V ′
t and we find

HB(ϕ0 → ∞) =
216π2(V − Vt)

2Vt
D3V ′

t

=
216π2(V − Vt)

2

D3
√
6κ

, (B.11)

where we have used Vt ∼ e
√
6κϕ to derive the last expression. Using the Vt-to-Euclidean

dictionary to rewrite this in terms of Euclidean quantities, we immediately find

HB(ϕ0 → ∞) = −
√

2

3κ
π2ρ3ϕ̇, (B.12)

evaluated at ξ = 0. This is precisely the piece δBoN∆SE of (B.10) that should be added to

the usual Euclidean action integral to get the action for BoNs, and thus S[Vt] agrees with it,

as anticipated. In this case it can also be checked that (B.12) gives a finite nonzero result.

For type− and type−∗ solutions, it can be readily checked from the asymptotic behaviours

of V , Vt and D given in section 4 that HB(ϕ0 → ∞) = 0. One also has ρ3ϕ̇ → 0 for ξ = 0

and thus δBoN∆SE = 0 and again we find that S[Vt] reproduces the Euclidean action.

For type + solutions D is also subleading compared to V ′
t at large field values, so that

(B.12) also holds and this reproduces once again δBoN∆SE so that S[Vt] agrees with the

Euclidean result. In this case, however, (B.12) diverges. Indeed we have

HB(ϕ0 → ∞) ∼ e2a
√
6κϕ

e3
√

κ/6(3a+1/a)ϕ
→ ∞ , (B.13)

as a > 1. In the Euclidean formulation this corresponds to

ρ3ϕ̇ ∼ −ξ1/a2−1 , (B.14)

which also diverges for ξ → 0 and a > 1. In spite of this divergence we find cases of this type

with a finite total action for a > 1/
√
3. In the Euclidean approach the divergence is cancelled

by a contribution in ∆SE.

In summary, for all types of BoN we find agreement between the Euclidean action [supple-

mented by the needed extra term (B.10) from the higher dimensional theory] and the usual

action S[Vt] (without any added terms).

C Large field expansion of Vt(ϕ) for V (ϕ) = VAe
a
√
6κϕ

In this appendix we derive the large field expansion of the tunneling potential if we assume

that V (ϕ) = VAe
a
√
6κϕ and consider the four possible different types of asymptotic behaviour

discussed in the text. Although subleading terms in V can have an influence on Vt, it is

still instructive to just study this simple V . Also, we consider this V not as being the whole

potential, but just as valid in some field range extending to infinity.

Before solving for Vt, it is convenient to discuss first the solutions of the differential equa-

tion D(ϕ)2 = 0 [which we call Vt(ϕ)]. In the context of regular CdL bounces for Minkowski
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Figure 19: For V = VAe
a
√
6κϕ with varying a and both signs of VA, the plot shows the ranges

for the four different types of asymptotic behavior of V and Vt discussed in the text.

or AdS false vacua, Vt(ϕ) with boundary conditions Vt(0) = V+ and V
′
t(0) = 0 plays a role in

determining whether the false vacuum decay is quenched by gravity or not [32]. Moreover, Vt
solutions joining two vacua describe domain wall solutions. In the context of BoN solutions,

Vt(ϕ) solutions correspond instead to dynamical cobordisms/ end of the world branes [41].

Figure 19 shows the ranges of a and sign(VA) for which the different types of asymptotic

behaviour discussed below apply.

C.1 Vt Solutions

The asymptotic behaviour of Vt(ϕ → ∞) in the four different types considered in the text

can be obtained directly from the differential equation D(ϕ) = 0 with Vt
′
< 0, which gives

Vt
′
= −

√
−6κ(V − Vt)Vt . (C.1)

The solutions of this equation do not cross each other away from the points with Vt = V ,

and they foliate the region of the (V, Vt) plane with Vt < 0 and V − Vt > 0. The asymptotic

behaviour of Vt must be at least as strong as that of Vt, as D
2 > 0 forces Vt to have a slope

more negative than that of the Vt’s.

Below, we also present some exact solutions, to obtain which it is convenient to write

Vt(ϕ) = −ea
√
6κϕ [F (ϕ)− VA]

2

4F (ϕ)
. (C.2)
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Eq. (C.1) fixes F (ϕ) to be given implicitly by

[(a− s)F (ϕ)− (a+ s)VA]
2a

[F (ϕ)]a+s
=M4(a+s)e(1−a2)

√
6κϕ , (C.3)

where s ≡ sign(VA) and M is an arbitrary integration constant (with dimensions of mass).

This relation can be solved for F (ϕ) for some particular values of a, or used also to get the

asymptotic behaviour of Vt at ϕ→ ∞. The results are as follows.

Type 0 (a < 1 and VA of either sign): The expansion of Vt is

Vt = V tAe
√
6κϕ +

VA
2(1− a)

ea
√
6κϕ + ... (C.4)

Here, V tA is the free parameter (which should be negative). An explicit example of exact

solution of this type can be obtained e.g. for a = 1/2, VA = s = ±1 and κ = 1, for which

Vt = −e
√

3/2ϕ (1− 3sx+ x2)2

4x(x− s)2
, (C.5)

with

x ≡
[
s+ 2P + 2

√
P (P + s)

]1/3
, P ≡M12e(3/2)

√
6ϕ . (C.6)

The large ϕ expansion of this exact solution agrees with the general expectation for this type.

Type − (VA < 0 and 1/
√
3 < a < 1): There are three qualitatively different classes of

Vt. One is the exact solution

V t,c =
VA

1− a2
ea

√
6κϕ . (C.7)

The second class is formed by Vt’s lying above V t,c, which do not extend to ϕ = ∞ and

intersect V at some finite value of ϕ. The third class is formed by Vt’s lying below V t,c, which

do extend to ϕ = ∞ and have the expansion

Vt = VtAe
√
6κϕ +

VA
2(1− a)

ea
√
6κϕ + ... (C.8)

where VtA < 0 is the free parameter. The asymptotic behaviour of Vt in (C.8) is too steep for

a type − solution and it indeed is exactly the same found above for type 0 solutions. For an

exact example of this class take a = 3/5, VA = −1 and κ = 1. We get

Vt = −e
√

3/5ϕ (8 + z + q)2

8(6 + z + q)
, (C.9)

with

q ≡
√

12− z2 − 16/z , z ≡
√

5− 25P/x+ 5x/6 ,

P ≡ M16e(8/5)
√
6ϕ , x ≡ 6

[
−P (1 +

√
1 + P (5/6)3))

]1/3
, (C.10)
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and its large ϕ expansion gives (for M ̸= 0)

Vt = V tAe
√
6ϕ − 5

4
e(3/5)

√
6ϕ + ... (C.11)

which corresponds to the expansion in (C.8) for a = 3/5. For M → 0, one gets instead

Vt = −25

16
e3

√
6ϕ/5 , (C.12)

which is the exact case of (C.7) for a = 3/5.

Type + (a > 1 and VA > 0): The expansion of Vt is

Vt =
VA

1− a2
ea

√
6κϕ +Be[(a+1/a)/2]

√
6κϕ − (1− a2)2B2

4a2VA
e
√
6κϕ/a + ... (C.13)

Here, B is a free parameter [related to M in (C.3)]. An explicit example of exact solution of

this type can be obtained e.g. for a = 3, VA = 1 and κ = 1, for which

Vt = −e3
√
6ϕ [12x+ 6Px2 + P 2]2

48x(24x+ 6Px2 + P 2)
, (C.14)

with

P ≡M8/3e−(4/3)
√
6ϕ , x ≡

[
1 +

√
1− (P/6)3

]1/3
. (C.15)

It can be checked that the expansion of this exact solution conforms to the general expression

in (C.13).

Special Case (VA > 0 and a = 1): The expansion of type + above is not valid. However,

this case can be solved exactly to get

Vt = −VAe
√
6κϕ [W (e2

√
6κ(ϕ−ϕC))− 1]2

4W (e2
√
6κ(ϕ−ϕC))

, (C.16)

where ϕC is arbitrary and W (z) is Lambert’s (or product log) function satisfying WeW = z.

The large ϕ expansion of this solution gives (setting κ = 1)

Vt = −VAe
√
6(ϕ−ϕC)

{√
3/2(ϕ− ϕC)−

1

4

[
2 + log(2

√
6(ϕ− ϕC))

]
+ ...

}
+ ... (C.17)

Type −∗ (a > 1 and VA < 0): For this case there are no Vt solutions extending to

ϕ → ∞ (i.e. no cobordism solutions). Indeed, from (C.1) and the fact that V, Vt < 0 at

large ϕ, one has the inequality −Vt
′
<

√
6κ|Vt| and this shows that Vt cannot drop faster

than Vt ∼ −e
√
6κϕ. In other words, all Vt’s hit V at some finite field value. In the context of

regular CdL bounces, this implies [32] that such potentials are necessarily unstable against

CdL decay. Nevertheless, the possible existence of BoNs is still open, as is discussed below.
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C.2 Vt solutions

We can next derive the large ϕ expansion of the tunneling potentials directly from their

equation of motion. As this EoM is a second order differential equation, we expect two

arbitrary constants in the expansions of Vt. In all types except type −∗, which is special, the

Vt expansions consist of the corresponding expansion for Vt discussed above (which already

depends on one free parameter) plus additional terms that depend on a second free parameter.

This second free parameter gives a positive D2 (and setting it to zero one would recover Vt,

which has D2 = 0). We obtain the following results:

Type 0 (a < 1 and VA of either sign): The expansion of Vt is

Vt = VtAe
√
6κϕ +

VA
2(1− a)

ea
√
6κϕ + ...+Be

√
6κϕ/3 + ... (C.18)

The two free parameters are VtA (which has to be negative) and B (which should be positive).

Again we find that Vt is given by Vt plus additional terms proportional to the free parameter

B, which makes D(ϕ) non zero.28 Indeed, one has

D(ϕ) =
√

−8VtABκ e
√

8κ/3ϕ + ... (C.19)

Special Case (VA > 0 and a = 1): For this case, at the boundary between types + and

0, the expansion of Vt takes the following form

Vt = −VAe
√
6κϕ

{√
3κ

2
ϕ− 1

4

[
2 + log(2

√
6κ(ϕ− ϕc))

]
+O

(
log ϕ

ϕ

)}

+
A

ϕ1/3
e
√
6κϕ/3

[
1 +

3 + log(2
√
6κ(ϕ− ϕc))

6
√
6κϕ

+O
(
log2 ϕ

ϕ2

)]
. (C.20)

The two free parameters are ϕc and A, with Vt given by Vt (first line) plus terms proportional

to A that make D(ϕ) nonzero. One has

D(ϕ) = 2

√√
6κκAVA ϕ

1/3e
√

8κ/3ϕ + ... (C.21)

Type − (VA < 0 and 1/
√
3 < a < 1): The expansion of Vt is

Vt =
VA

1− a2
ea

√
6κϕ + ...+ Ae

√
6κϕ/(3a) + ... (C.22)

The only free parameter is A (which has to be negative). In this case, Vt is given by the

special V tc of (C.7) plus terms proportional to A that make D(ϕ) nonzero

D(ϕ) =

√
2(1 + 3a2)AVAκ

a2 − 1
e(3a+1/a)

√
κ/6ϕ + ... (C.23)

28The intermediate ellipsis in (C.18), and similar Vt expansions below, stands for terms more relevant than

the B term (the number of such terms depends on a). Calculating D2 directly from expression (2.2) requires

to keep all these terms up to the B one as they are crucial for the cancellations that end up giving D2 ∝ B.
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Type + (a > 1 and VA > 0): The expansion of Vt is

Vt =
VA

1− a2
ea

√
6κϕ + Ae[(a+1/a)/2]

√
6κϕ + ...+Be

√
6κϕ/(3a) + ... (C.24)

The two free parameters areA andB (which should be positive). One recognizes the expansion

of type + Vt solutions plus terms proportional to the parameter B. One gets

D(ϕ) =

√
2(1 + 3a2)BVAκ

a2 − 1
e(3a+1/a)

√
κ/6ϕ + ... (C.25)

which indeed would give zero if B = 0 (limit in which Vt → Vt). We see that, for a → 1+,

both Vt and D above blow up.

Type −∗ (a > 1 and VA < 0): The expansion of Vt is

Vt =
3VA
2
ea

√
6κϕ + Ae[(1+a)/2]

√
6κϕ +Be

√
6κϕ/3 + ... (C.26)

The two free parameters are A and B. In this case there was no Vt extending to infinite field

values and, therefore, Vt does not take the standard form found in all the other types. One

has

D(ϕ) = −VA
√

3κ/2 ea
√
6κϕ + ... (C.27)

and indeed we see that D(ϕ) is nonzero even for zero values of the free parameters A and B.

D Potentials for Vt(ϕ) = −ea
√
6κϕ

Instead of assuming that the potential follows a simple exponential, as done in the previous

appendix, it is also instructive to assume that Vt is the simple exponential

Vt(ϕ) = −ea
√
6ϕ , (D.1)

(we take again κ = 1 and assume a > 0) and derive the corresponding V (ϕ)’s that would

satisfy the Vt equation of motion. This can be done exactly following the technique explained

in [32] and one gets

V (ϕ) = e
√
6ϕ

−1 +
a2

1 + 3a2−1

1+(3a2−1)Ce(3a−1/a)
√

2/3ϕ

 , (D.2)

where C is an integration constant. (There is only one integration constant as the EoM is a

first order differential equation when solved for V ). We then get

D(ϕ)2 =
6a2(3a2 − 1)e(6a+1/a)

√
2/3ϕ

3a2e
√

2/3ϕ/a + (3a2 − 1)Ce
√
6aϕ

. (D.3)

The asymptotics of Vt(ϕ) and D(ϕ) at ϕ→ ∞ depends on the value of a as follows.
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Case a < 1/
√
3: In this case we get

V (ϕ) ≃ −2

3
e
√
6ϕ + ... (D.4)

which is a type −∗ example but leads to

D(ϕ)2 = −2(1− 3a2)e2
√
6ϕ + ... (D.5)

which is negative, so that this case is not acceptable.

Case a > 1/
√
3: In this case we get

V (ϕ) ≃ (a2 − 1)e
√
6ϕ − a2

C
e[1−a+1/(3a)]

√
6ϕ... (D.6)

which leads to

D(ϕ)2 =
6a2

C
e2(3a+1/a)ϕ/

√
6 + ... (D.7)

So, for a > 1 this is of type + while for 1/
√
3 < a < 1 it is of type −.

Special Case a = 1: In this case we get

V (ϕ) ≃ − 1

C
e
√
6ϕ/3... (D.8)

which leads to

D(ϕ)2 =
6

C
e2
√

8/3ϕ + ... (D.9)

This corresponds to type 0.

Special Case a = 1/
√
3: In this case, the result (D.2) does not apply. We get instead

V (ϕ) = (C −
√
2ϕ)e−

√
2ϕ . (D.10)

which leads to

D(ϕ)2 = −4e2
√
2ϕ + 6

√
2ϕ− 6C . (D.11)

As this is negative at ϕ→ ∞, this case is not acceptable.

E Tunneling Potential for Constant V (ϕ)

In this appendix we calculate the BoN tunneling potential in a region of the potential that

is constant, V (ϕ) = V∞, in some region extending to ϕ = ∞, to be matched eventually to a

different potential (e.g. containing a minimum) valid in a different field range. That is, the Vt
solution below should be considered just as a part of a complete BoN solution. We consider

here the case with V∞ > 0, but V∞ < 0 can be treated in the same way.

Solving the Vt EoM (4.1) for constant V directly is too hard and we follow a different

route. An alternative formulation of the EoM for Vt is possible rewriting it as a first order

differential equation for D [defined in (2.2)] as in (2.4):

D′

D
=

3V ′ − 4V ′
t

6(V − Vt)
. (E.1)
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For a constant V = V∞ this can be integrated to give

D(ϕ) = C
√
6κV 1/3

∞ [V∞ − Vt(ϕ)]
2/3 , (E.2)

with C a dimensionless integration constant (normalized with
√
6κV

1/3
∞ for convenience later

on).29 Next we use the definition of D2 in (2.2) to get a differential equation for V ′
t :

(V ′
t )

2 = 6κ
[
C2V 2/3

∞ (V∞ − Vt)
1/3 − Vt

]
(V∞ − Vt) . (E.3)

Before showing how to deal with this equation, we can deduce some general properties of the

solutions Vt(ϕ). First, if Vt(ϕ) is a solution of (E.3), other related solutions are Vt(ϕ + c)

(given the shift invariance of the potential) and Vt(−ϕ) (given that V ′
t appears quadratically).

Also, the right hand side of (E.3), restricted to positive values, is a monotonic function of Vt
for Vt ≤ V∞ that grows when Vt → −∞. These properties allow us to take Vt(ϕ) symmetric

around ϕ = 0, with V ′
t (ϕ < 0) > 0 and V ′

t (ϕ > 0) < 0, with ϕ = 0 corresponding to a

maximum with V ′
t (0) = 0. Figure 20 shows how such Vt(ϕ) looks. Setting V

′
t = 0 in (E.3) we

find that C is related to Vt(0) ≡ VT by

C2 =
VT/V∞

(1− VT/V∞)1/3
. (E.4)

This also shows that the maximum of Vt occurs at VT ≥ 0.

We can then try to solve (E.3) for ϕ > 0 and this can be done analytically for the inverse

function ϕ(Vt), which is as good as solving for Vt(ϕ). Introducing the variable

z ≡ (1− Vt/V∞)1/3 , (E.5)

we recast (E.3) as

κ

(
dϕ(z)

dz

)2

=
3z

2(z3 + C2z − 1)
, (E.6)

which can be integrated in terms of elliptic functions. The polynomial in the denominator

has a real root, and two complex ones:

zT ≡ (1− VT/V∞)1/3 , z± ≡
(
−1/2± i

√
1/z3T − 1/4

)
zT , (E.7)

with 0 < zT ≤ 1. In terms of zT we have C2 = 1/zT − z2T .

The solution of (E.6) can be written as

ϕ(Vt) = ±

√
6

(2r+ + 1)κ

{
F (α(r)|zk) + (r+ − 1)Π(r+;α(r)|zk) + iK(1− zk)

29We know from the general asymptotic behaviour discussed in subsection 4.1 that Vt(ϕ → ∞) ∼ −e
√
6κϕ.

Plugging this in the definition of D shows there is a cancellation of the leading exponential term. Equation

(E.2) shows that D(ϕ → ∞) ∼ e
√

8κ/3ϕ, as expected for a type 0 BoN.
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Figure 20: Tunneling potentials Vt(ϕ) [the inverse of eq. (E.8)], for a constant potential,

V (ϕ) = V∞, for different values of r0 ≡ Vt(0)/V∞ as indicated by the labels.

+i(r+ + 2) [Π(1− zk/r+|1− zk) − K(1− zk)]
}
, (E.8)

where we have adjusted the constant shift so that ϕ(VT ) = 0 and r ≡ z/zT , r± ≡ z±/zT , with

zk ≡
r+(r+ + 2)

2r+ + 1
, α(r) ≡ arcsin

√
1− r/r+
1− r

, (E.9)

and F (a|m) and Π(n; a|m) are the incomplete elliptic integrals of the first and third kind,

respectively, while K(a) and Π(a|m) are the corresponding complete elliptic integrals.

Figure 20 shows Vt for V∞ = 1 and several values of r0 ≡ VT/V∞. The limiting case r0 = 0

admits a simple expression and is given by

Vt(ϕ) = −V∞ sinh2

√
3κϕ2

2
. (E.10)

It can be checked that this case leads to D = 0 so that it can at most be part of an end-of-

the-world brane rather than a bubble of nothing.

For r0 = 1− δ3, with 0 < δ ≪ 1 (so that zT = δ), one gets the approximation

Vt(ϕ) ≃ V∞

[
1− δ3 − 1

δ3/2
sinh3/2

(√
2κϕ2

3
ϕ

)]
. (E.11)

This corresponds to the small RKK limit of a Witten-like BoN.

Let us assume then that V = V∞ for ϕ ∈ (ϕm,∞), while V has some non trivial structure

(a dS minimum, a barrier, etc.) for ϕ < ϕm [call it VL(ϕ)]. Then the complete Vt consist of
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two parts, one for ϕ < ϕm (call it VtL) and the solution found in this appendix for ϕ > ϕm

(call it VtR), and both should be matched at ϕm to get a continuous Vt and V ′
t . If VL

and VtL are known for ϕ < ϕm, the solutions for ϕ > ϕm are matched as follows. First,

VR(ϕ > ϕm) = V∞ = VL(ϕm). Calling Vtm ≡ VtL(ϕm) and V
′
tm ≡ V ′

tL(ϕm), equation (E.3) fixes

the constant C2 as

C2 =
(V ′

tm)
2 + 6κ(V∞ − Vtm)Vtm

6κV
2/3
∞ (V∞ − Vtm)2/3

, (E.12)

to ensure V ′
tR(ϕm) = V ′

tm. Once C2 is known, zT can be determined, fixing the solution ϕ(VtR)

in (E.8) up to an overall shift. To also match VtR(ϕm) = Vtm we simply solve for δϕm in

ϕm = ϕ(Vtm) + δϕm. This procedure is carried out for the example of subsection 7.2.

The tunneling action in the range (ϕm,∞), where the solution for Vt found in this appendix

is assumed to hold, can be calculated analytically. In order to do this we change the integration

variable in (2.1) from ϕ to Vt (or, equivalently z). In this way one gets

∆S =
6π2

κ2

∫ −∞

Vtm

(D + V ′
t )

2

DV 2
t V

′
t

dVt =
−18π2

κ2V∞

∫ ∞

zm

[D(z) + V ′
t (z)]

2z2

D(z)(1− z3)2V ′
t (z)

dz , (E.13)

where zm ≡ (1− Vtm/V∞)1/3, and

D(z) ≡ C
√
6κV∞z

2 , V ′
t (z) ≡ −V∞z3/2

√
6κ[C2z − 1 + z3] . (E.14)

Performing the integral, we get

∆S(zm) =
12π2

V∞κ2
√
z−3
T − 1

1 +

√
z−3
T − 1

1− z3m
−

(z−1
T − z2m)

√
zm(z3m + C2zm − 1)

(zm − zT )(1− z3m)

+
(1− r+) [E(γ(∞)|ψ)− E(γ(zm)|ψ)] + F (γ(zm)|ψ))− F (γ(∞)|ψ)√

−1− 2z2T z+

}
, (E.15)

where

γ(z) ≡ arcsin

√
r(1− r+)

r+(1− r)
, ψ ≡ 1− z+z

2
T

1− z−z2T
, (E.16)

and E(a|m) is the elliptic integral of the second kind.

F More Families of Analytic Potentials

In this appendix we give the general potential solution for some simple families of BoN

tunneling potentials. For each simple Vt, following the general technique presented in [29] we

write

V (ϕ) = Vt(ϕ) +
[V ′

t (ϕ)]
2

6κ[1/F (ϕ)− Vt(ϕ)]
, (F.1)

and solve

V ′
t F

′ = 2κ(1− FVt) , (F.2)
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for F (ϕ). We also have

D(ϕ)2 =
V ′
t
2

1− VtF
. (F.3)

F.1 Vt(ϕ) = VT − cosh(a
√
6ϕ)

Inspired by the constant V solution discussed in the previous appendix, we take the first

family of solutions to be generated by

Vt(ϕ) = VT − cosh(a
√
6ϕ) . (F.4)

We take κ = 1, a > 0 and VT > 1. Solving (F.2) we get

F (ϕ) =
1

VT + 1
2F1(1, p+ − p−, 1 + p+; cosh

2(a
√

3/2ϕ)) + C

[
sinh(a

√
3/2ϕ)

]2p−
[
cosh(a

√
3/2ϕ)

]2p+ , (F.5)

where C is an integration constant and

p± ≡ VT ± 1

6a2
. (F.6)

The asymptotic behaviour of F (ϕ) at ϕ→ ∞ is

F (ϕ) ≃ 41/(3a
2)(C − Cs) exp

(
−ϕ
a

√
2

3

)
+

2

(3a2 − 1)
exp

(
−a

√
6ϕ
)
+ ... , (F.7)

where

Cs = (−1)1−p++p−
Γ(1 + p− − p+)Γ(p+)

(VT − 1)Γ(p−)
, (F.8)

which is real and finite only if 1− p+ + p− = 1− 1/(3a2) is a positive integer, which cannot

be accomplished.

To get a real F (ϕ) we therefore need to take C = Cs, and then 1/F (ϕ) ≃ [(3a2 −
1)/2] exp(a

√
6ϕ). Using this in (F.1), we get a type −∗ case with V (ϕ) ≃ −(1/3) exp(a

√
6ϕ).

On the other hand, (F.3) gives D(ϕ)2 ≃ [(3a2 − 1)/2] exp(2a
√
6ϕ) and we see that a > 1/

√
3

is needed to have D(ϕ)2 > 0.

The previous solution can be used in some field interval, as done in the text with other

analytic solutions. If that interval includes ϕ = ϕT = 0, point at which Vt reaches its

maximum, then to satisfy V (0) > Vt(0) we need to set C to a particular value, CT , which can

be found by inspecting the expansion of F (ϕ) around ϕT (see [29] for details). We get

CT = (−1)p−
Γ(p+)Γ(1− p−)

(VT − 1)Γ(p+ − p−)
. (F.9)

In general CT ̸= Cs but for the particular choice VT = 6a2n− 1 (so that p+ = n), with n an

integer, one has CT = Cs (and therefore one gets a working type −∗ example).
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F.2 Vt(ϕ) = −Ae
√
6ϕ + Be

√
2/3ϕ

For this family of examples we take κ = 1 and

Vt(ϕ) = −Ae
√
6ϕ +Be

√
2/3ϕ , (F.10)

with A > 0, B > 0 so that Vt has a maximum at ϕT =
√
3/2 log

√
B/(3A). As in previous

subsections, we consider these examples as valid in some range (ϕm,∞), where Vt(ϕm) =

V (ϕm). In order to construct the complete V and Vt, for some of the following examples, it

might be necessary to match these functions to other solutions valid for ϕ < ϕm.

From the tunneling potential Vt in (F.10), following the procedure mentioned at the be-

ginning of the appendix, one gets

V (ϕ) =
6A(4BC − 1)e

√
6ϕ − 8B(2BC − 1)e

√
2/3ϕ

9
(
2ACe

√
8/3ϕ + 1− 2BC

) , (F.11)

where C is an integration constant. The large field expansion gives

V (ϕ→ ∞) =
4BC − 1

3C
e
√

2/3ϕ +O(e−
√

2/3ϕ) (F.12)

(which is valid for C ̸= 0) so that V is indeed subleading in the limit ϕ→ ∞, and of type 0.

As we show below, the case C = 0 is special and gives a type −∗ case.

Depending on the value of C relative to C∗ ≡ 1/(4B) we can get

V (ϕ→ ∞) →


+∞ for C > C∗ or C < 0 ,

0 for C = C∗ ,

−∞ for 0 ≤ C < C∗ .

(F.13)

We can illustrate the above cases with some numerical examples, taking A = B = 1, and

the indicated values of C to get the following simple potentials

V (ϕ) =
8

9
e
√

2/3ϕ − 2

3
e
√
6ϕ , (C = 0) (F.14)

V (ϕ) =
4

9
sech(

√
2/3ϕ) , (C = C∗ = 1/4) (F.15)

V (ϕ) =
2

3
e
√

2/3ϕ , (C = 1/2) (F.16)

V (ϕ) =
8

9
e
√

2/3ϕ , (C = 3/4) . (F.17)

These solutions are plotted, together with Vt, in figure 21. We see that the C = 0 case

corresponds to the asymptotic behaviour of a type −∗ case, while the rest of cases are of type

0. The last one has been already presented in subsection 7.1.

For generic choices of C outside the interval (0, 2C∗) the solutions above develop singular-

ities at some ϕs and one should choose ϕm > ϕs. The BoN action for the range (ϕm,∞) can

be obtained analytically but we do not give it here as it is not particularly illuminating.
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Figure 21: Potentials and tunneling potential, V and Vt, for the analytic examples of subsec-

tion F.2, for the indicated values of the integration constant C.

To end this appendix, we use input from the higher dimensional theory to gain information

on the range of parameters of the previous solutions which is of physical interest. From

the discussion in section 8, it follows that the C ̸= 0 instanton describes a BoN mediating

the decay of a KK circle compactification. In this simple model, the parameters A and

C can be related directly to the relevant scales of the BoN solution. First, the regularity

conditions on the BoN surface (ϕ → ∞), link A to the KK radius, RKK , as (8.14) implies

that Vt(ϕ→ ∞) ≃ −3/(4R2
KK)e

√
6ϕ, and therefore we must set

A =
3

4R2
KK

. (F.18)

Moreover, the constant C can be related to the BoN nucleation radius, R, as (8.10) implies

that near the BoN core the metric function ρ behaves as

ρ(ϕ→ ∞) ≃ Re−
√

κ/6ϕ . (F.19)

On the other hand, the asymptotic behaviour of the function ρ can be obtained from V (ϕ)

and Vt(ϕ) taking the limit ϕ→ ∞ in (2.15). Comparing the resulting expression with (F.19)

we find

C =
R2

9
> 0 . (F.20)

F.3 Vt = Aeϕ − ebϕ

Consider now a more general family of examples with

Vt = Aeϕ − ebϕ , (F.21)
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taking A, b > 0 and κ free.30. This family of tunneling potentials was already discussed in [29]

to find CdL solutions, but we use it now to find BoN solutions instead. For this Vt, (F.2) is

solved by

F (ϕ) =
r

q(b− 1)

[(
b

A

)q (
e−ϕ − A

b
e−bϕ

)r

C + e−bϕ
2F1

(
1, p; 1 + q; (A/b)e(1−b)ϕ

)]
, (F.22)

where C is an integration constant and

r ≡ 2κ/b , q ≡ 1 + p/b , p ≡ (b− 2κ)/(b− 1) . (F.23)

The tunneling potential Vt has a maximum at ϕtT = log(A/b)/(b− 1) and, imposing V > Vt
at ϕtT fixes the integration constant to be [29]

C =
π csc(πr)

B(p, 1 + r)
, (F.24)

where B(x, y) is the Euler beta function.

The different possible asymptotic behaviours of F and thus of V when ϕ → ∞ can be

studied generically depending on the parameter ranges. Instead of exploring that, we show

how a judicious choice of the constants appearing in this general solution leads to a more or

less simple expression for V , illustrating all the different types of solutions. In all the cases,

we choose the integration constant that appears in V so that Vt(ϕtT ) < V (ϕtT ). This allows

to give V in a complete interval from its intersection with Vt all the way to ϕ = ∞ so that

we can calculate the CdL part of the BoN tunneling action.

Many of the particular examples given in Subsection 7 belong to this family. For instance,

the example in subsection 7.5 is a case with b = 2 and κ = 3/2. The expressions given in

that subsection correspond to κ being rescaled to 1, with a = 2/3. Different choices and

field rescalings generate the examples of Subsections 7.1 and 7.6. Other examples are the

following.

A type 0 example can be obtained for b = 3/2 and κ = 3/8 (or a = 1, κ = 1) for which

we get

V (ϕ) = Aeϕ − e3ϕ/2 +
(2A/3− eϕ/2)2eϕ

eϕ/2 − A+ A2/(9eϕ/2 − 3A)
. (F.25)

It can be checked that V (ϕ→ ∞) ∼ (2A/3)eϕ, which corresponds to a type 0 example.

A type − example is obtained for b = 2 and κ = 3/4 (or a = 2
√
2/3 and κ = 1) for which

V = Aeϕ − e2ϕ +
2(A− 2eϕ)2eϕ/3

3eϕ − 3A+ 5A5/4eϕ

2(2eϕ−A)3/4eϕ/2
√
πΓ(9/4)/Γ(7/4)+A5/4

2F1(1/2,1;9/4;Ae−ϕ/2)

. (F.26)

It can be checked that V (ϕ→ ∞) ∼ −e2ϕ/9, which indeed corresponds to a type − example.

In this case there is a Hawking-Moss instanton that can mediate vacuum decay. A numerical

30κ can eventually be set to 1 by rescaling the field. The a parameter used in the general classification of

section 4.1, with κ rescaled to 1, is then given by a = b/
√
6κ
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comparison shows that the BoN action is lower than the HM one, so that vacuum decay

proceeds preferentially via a BoN.

We end up giving one further example of type −∗. We take b = 3/2 and κ = 1 (so that

a =
√
3/8 < 1). The potential is quite simple:

V =
5A

6
eϕ − 2

3
e3ϕ/2 . (F.27)

The HM and BoN actions31 can be computed analytically as

SBoN =
64π2

A3
, SHM =

132

125
SBoN , (F.28)

so that SHM > SBoN and BoN again dominates decay over HM.

G Parametric Dependences of the Tunneling Action

In the text we have often found families of tunneling potentials, parametrized by some free

parameter, p, related to the behaviour of Vt(ϕ) near the false vacuum. This parameter was

p = A for AdS/Minkowski vacua, with A appearing in the low-field expansion of Vt as in (5.2)

and (5.5), and p = ϕi for dS vacua, with ϕi being the field value at which Vt starts to depart

from V . In this appendix we compute how the tunneling action depends on such parameters,

that is, we calculate dS/dA or dS/dϕi, although the formulas (G.4) and (G.7) are of more

general validity and apply for any parameter appearing in Vt (and not in V ).

Let us write the tunneling action in general as

S[Vt] =
6π2

κ2

∫ ϕe

ϕ+

(D + V ′
t )

2

DV 2
t

dϕ =

∫ ϕe

ϕ+

s(V, Vt, V
′
t ) dϕ. (G.1)

As we have seen, for dS decay ϕi ̸= ϕ+ and the action integral has a HM-like contribution

from the interval (ϕ+, ϕi) (in which Vt = V ) and a CdL-like contribution from the interval

(ϕi, ϕe) (in which Vt ̸= V ). Concerning ϕe, for pseudo-bounces or CdL bounces, ϕe takes some

finite value while for BoNs we have ϕe = ∞.

Consider a family of tunneling potential solutions, Vt(p;ϕ), that depend on some parameter

p which does not appear in V (ϕ). Let us discuss first AdS/Minkowski vacua. We find

dS

dp
= s

dϕ

dp

∣∣∣∣ϕe

ϕ+

+

∫ ϕe

ϕ+

(
∂s

∂Vt

dVt
dp

+
∂s

∂V ′
t

dV ′
t

dp

)
dϕ . (G.2)

Using dV ′
t /dp = d(dVt/dp)/dϕ and integrating by parts, we get

dS

dp
=

(
s
dϕ

dp
+

∂s

∂V ′
t

dVt
dp

)∣∣∣∣ϕe

ϕ+

+

∫ ϕe

ϕ+

[
∂s

∂Vt
− d

dϕ

(
∂s

∂V ′
t

)]
dVt
dp

dϕ . (G.3)

31As discussed before, this part of the action corresponds to the field interval from the contact point ϕ0+

of V and Vt to ϕ = ∞. There is an additional contribution from the false vacuum ϕ+ to ϕ0+ that is common

to both decays.
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The integral above vanishes due to the EoM for Vt and, using the explicit form of the action

density s from (G.1), we get
dS

dp
= B(p;ϕe)−B(p;ϕ+) (G.4)

with

B(p;ϕ) ≡ 6π2

κ2
(D + V ′

t )
2

D3V 2
t

[
D2dϕ

dp
+ (2D − V ′

t )
dVt
dp

]
. (G.5)

Although this formula is more general, in the text we apply it to the parameter p = A

describing families of Vt solutions.

Let us discuss next dS vacua. We start from

S[Vt] =
6π2

κ2

∫ ϕe

ϕ+

(D + V ′
t )

2

DV 2
t

dϕ = − 24π2

κ2V

∣∣∣∣ϕi

ϕ+

+

∫ ϕe

ϕi

s(V, Vt, V
′
t ) dϕ, (G.6)

where the first term comes from the HM-like part of the dS tunneling action. Following the

same procedure as before we get

dS

dp
= B(p;ϕe)−B(p;ϕi) +

24π2

κ2
V ′

V 2

dϕ

dp

∣∣∣∣ϕi

ϕ+

. (G.7)

As before, this formula is general but in the text we apply it to the parameter p = ϕi describing

families of Vt solutions. In the expressions above, dϕ+/dp = 0 and, for ϕe = ∞, dϕe/dp = 0.

The terms B(A, ϕ+) and B(ϕi, ϕi) only depend on the expansion of Vt near ϕ+ and ϕi

respectively. Therefore, they only depend on the type of false vacua considered and not on

the type of instanton driving the decay (pseudo-bounce, CdL or BoN). Before discussing these

different types of decay let us then examine first these “false vacuum” terms, using the low

field expansions derived in section 5 to get the following results.

For Minkowski false vacua, as ϕ→ 0, V ∼ ϕ2, Vt ∼ ϕ2/ log ϕ, V ′
t ∼ ϕ/ log ϕ, and dVt/dA ∼

ϕ2/ log2 ϕ while D ∼ ϕ/ log ϕ and D+V ′
t ∼ ϕ3. Using these asymptotics we find B(A, ϕ+) = 0

in this case.

For AdS false vacua, we have, for ϕ → 0, V, Vt ∼ V+, V
′
t ∼ ϕ, and dVt/dA ∼ ϕ2+α, with

α = 2κV+/m
2
t , with m2

t = (3κV+/2)
√

1− 4m2/(3κV+) < 0, so that 0 < α < 4/3. We also

have D ∼ ϕ1+α/2. Using these asymptotics we find that B(A, ϕ) ∼ ϕ2−α/2 and therefore

B(A, ϕ+) = 0 also in this case.

Finally, for dS decays, p = ϕi ̸= ϕ+, so that dϕi/dp = 1. We also have, for ϕ → ϕi,

V = Vt = Vi ≡ V (ϕi), V
′
t = D = 3V ′

i /4 ≡ 3V ′(ϕi)/4, and, taking a derivative of the boundary

condition Vt(p = ϕi;ϕi) = V (ϕi) with respect to ϕi we find dVt/dp|i = V ′
i /4. Using these

results we find

B(ϕi;ϕi) =
24π2V ′

i

κ2V 2
i

, (G.8)

which cancels with the last term in (G.7).

We conclude that
dS

dp
= B(p;ϕe) , (G.9)
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for any type of vacua. As B(p;ϕe) depends on the type of instanton considered, we discuss

separately the different cases below.

G.1 Pseudo-Bounces

For pseudo-bounces, the boundary conditions at ϕe are Vt(ϕe) = V (ϕe) ≡ Ve, V
′
t (ϕe) = 0,

which imply D(ϕe) = 0. In particular, pseudo-bounces are characterized [34] by ρ(ϕ→ ϕe) ≡
ρe ̸= 0 and, using ρ = 3

√
2(V − Vt)/D, we deduce that D and V ′

t go to zero as
√
V − Vt

when ϕ→ ϕe. More precisely,

D ∼
3
√

2(V − Vt)

ρe
, V ′

t ∼ − 3

ρe

√
2(V − Vt)

√
1− κVeρ2e

3
. (G.10)

Using the results above in (G.9) we get

dSPS

dp
=

6π2

κ2V 2
e

(
1−

√
1− κVeρ2e

3

)2(
2 +

√
1− κVeρ2e

3

)
dVt
dp

∣∣∣∣
ϕe

. (G.11)

Consider first the Minkowski/AdS case, with p = A. As we have seen in the text, as A

increases, ϕe gets larger and Vt(ϕe) more negative. We thus expect dVt/dA|ϕe < 0 and

therefore dS/dA < 0. This corresponds to the decreases of the pseudo-bounce action towards

the CdL minimum as A increases toward ACdL.

For dS vacua (p = ϕi), as ϕi increases towards ϕB (the field value of the top of the potential

barrier), ϕe decreases (also toward ϕB), with Vt(ϕe) increasing. We thus expect dVt/dϕi|ϕe > 0

and thus dS/dϕi > 0. This corresponds to the increase of the pseudo-bounce action towards

the HM maximum as ϕi → ϕB.

Finally, we can also calculate the κ → 0 limit of (G.11). As in the κ = 0 limit the value

of V+ is irrelevant, instead of A or ϕi we can use ϕe as parameter (as was done in [34]). With

this trivial modification, the κ→ 0 expansion of (G.11) gives

dS

dϕe

=
π2

2
ρ4e

dVt
dϕe

∣∣∣∣
ϕe

, (G.12)

which reproduces the result in [34].

G.2 Coleman-De Luccia and Hawking-Moss Instantons

We can also use (G.11) to show that both the CdL and the HM limits (of pseudo-bounce

solutions) are stationary. The CdL limit corresponds to ρe → 0. Expanding (G.11) at small

ρe does give dS/dp = 0. The HM limit instead corresponds to ϕi → ϕB and ϕe → ϕB. At the

field value ϕT where Vt has its maximum (not to be confused with ϕB), we have ρ
2 = 3/(κVt)

and therefore, in the HM limit κVeρ
2
e/3 → 1 and again we get dS/dp = 0 from (G.11).
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G.3 Bubbles of Nothing

Consider first type-0 BoNs, for which Vt ∼ VtAe
√
6κϕ and D ∼ D∞e

√
8κ/3ϕ for ϕ → ∞.

Plugging these asymptotics in (G.9), with dϕe/dp = 0, we get

dSBoN,0

dp
= −36π2

√
6

κ

VtA
D3

∞

dVtA
dp

. (G.13)

As VtA < 0, we find that the sign of dSBoN,0/dp is the same as the sign of dVtA/dp. We

show this relation at work in subsection 6. As a trivial but nice example, we can check

that this formula reproduces the correct result for Witten’s action, see section 3, as follows.

Using VtA = −3/(4κR2
KK) and D

2
∞ = 27/(2κR4

KK), and taking p = RKK we get dS/dRKK =

2π2RKK/κ, integrating which one reproduces Witten’s BoN action, (3.26).

For type + BoNs, with V ∼ VAe
a
√
6κϕ we have

Vt =
VA

1− a2
ea

√
6κϕ + ...+Xe(a+1/a)

√
6κϕ/2 + ..., D = D∞e

(3a+1/a)
√

κ/6ϕ + ..., (G.14)

where X and D∞ are free parameters, and D is subleading with respect to V ′
t . Using these

expressions in the general formula (G.9) we get the action slope

dSBoN,+

dX
=

√
6

κ

36π2a3VA
(a2 − 1)D3

∞
. (G.15)

As shown in the text, BoNs of types − and −∗ appear as limiting cases of families of other

BoNs (of types 0 or +). Therefore, it does not make sense to calculate the slope of the action

of such BoNs except as the limit of actions of type 0 or +, for which one can use the formulas

given above.
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