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Abstract

We study bounce solutions and associated negative modes in the class of piecewise linear
triangular-shaped potentials that may be viewed as approximations of smooth potentials.
In these simple potentials, the bounce solution and action can be obtained analytically
for a general spacetime dimension D. The eigenequations for the fluctuations around the
bounce are universal and have the form of a Schrödinger-like equation with delta-function
potentials. This Schrödinger equation is solved exactly for the negative modes whose number
is confirmed to be one. The latter result may justify the usefulness of such piecewise linear
potentials in the study of false vacuum decay.
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1 Introduction
In the semiclassical analysis of false vacuum decay [1–5] based on Euclidean path integrals, a
special classical solution to the Euclidean equation of motion, called the bounce, plays a key role.
The decay rate Γ of the false vacuum generally takes the form of

Γ = A exp (−B/ℏ) (1 +O (ℏ)) (1)

where A and B are potential-dependent constants. At the Gaussian level (taking ℏ = 1), Callan
and Coleman derived the decay formula per unit volume as [2]

Γ

V
=

(
B

2π

)D/2 ∣∣∣∣det′[−∂2 + U ′′(ϕb)]

det[−∂2 + U ′′(ϕ+)]

∣∣∣∣−1/2

e−B , (2)

where ϕ+ and ϕb are the false vacuum and the classical bounce, respectively, B ≡ S[ϕb]− S[ϕ+]
is the normalized bounce action (given in terms of the classical action S), and D is the spacetime
dimension. In Eq. (2) det′ means that the zero eigenvalues are omitted from the determinant
and a prefactor

√
B/2π is included for each of the D collective coordinates that are related to

the zero modes corresponding to spacetime translations [6].
The Callan-Coleman formula for the decay rate is derived from the imaginary part of the

false-vacuum energy through Γ = −2ImE0. For the imaginary part of the ground-state energy
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to be nonvanishing, det′[−∂2 + U ′′(ϕb)] needs to be negative. The imaginary part ImE0 is then
obtained through the so-called “potential deformation” method [2].1 For this derivation to be
valid, the number of the negative eigenfunctions in the spectrum of the fluctuation operator
−∂2 +U ′′(ϕb) must be an odd number, and typically it is believed to be just one, although there
is no proof of this in field theory.

In the case of a finite set of coupled oscillators, Coleman gave an intuitive argument that there
is only one negative eigenvalue [13] in the absence of gravitational effects.2 Although at a formal
level a scalar field theory may be represented as the limiting behaviour of an infinite number
of coupled oscillators, it is not a controlled limit. Hence the arguments of Coleman are not
immediately applicable in a field theoretic context and it is a part of our purpose to investigate
the validity of Coleman’s conjecture in field theory within the class of piecewise linear potentials.

In field theory, the determination of the number of negative eigenvalues cannot be performed
rigorously for general potentials since the bounce solutions are not known analytically, except
in very restricted cases [3, 5, 16–21] and for some of these the prefactor A may be analytically
computed at the Gaussian level [22, 23]. In general, only numerical bounce solutions can be
obtained. This makes analysing the eigenvalue equations for the fluctuations around the bounce
difficult. In many cases, the number of the negative modes can be numerically confirmed to
be odd by using the Gel’fand-Yaglom method [24] (see e.g. Refs. [25, 26]). Even with only
a numerical bounce solution, the eigenvalue problem (including the computation of negative
eigenvalues) can, in principle, be handled numerically upon a discretization of the fluctuation
operator [27].

For scalar field theories, one way of generating potentials, which have explicit closed-form
bounce-like solutions, is to consider potentials from piecewise linear functions (also referred
to as polygonal potentials in general) [28, 29]. Clearly, any smooth potential graph can be
suitably sampled at a discrete set of points, which can be sequentially connected by straight
lines to give a polygonal graph. Some simple polygonal potentials were proposed in Refs. [28–
31]. In this work, we focus on the triangular potential [28] and the Lee-Weinberg potential [19].
The latter is unbounded from below and could be used as a model for non-Hermitian PT -
symmetric theory [32, 33]. Smooth, exact analytic bounce solutions can be found for these
potentials. In addition, there is a crucial and simple feature of such polygonal potentials; U ′′(ϕ)
is nonvanishing only at some finite points in the field space, making the eigenequation extremely
simple and universal. Hence such piecewise linear potentials allow an analytic study of the
negative eigenmodes associated with the bounce for arbitrary D.

The outline of the paper is as follows. In Sec. 2, we introduce the two types of potentials
mentioned above and derive the analytic bounce solutions and actions for general spacetime
dimensions. In Sec. 3 we study the eigenequations for the fluctuation operator evaluated at the
bounce, focusing on the number of negative modes. We find that for all the cases that we study,
there is one and only one negative mode in the spectrum. This may justify Coleman’s conjecture
[13] in a field theory setup for any spacetime dimensions. We conclude in Sec. 4.

1See Refs. [7, 8] for a more rigorous explanation using the Picard-Lefschetz theory [9–12].
2In the presence of gravity there have been cases where the spectrum for bounces has more than one negative

eigenvalues [14, 15].
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2 Polygonal-potential models for false vacuum decay and
classical bounces

2.1 Lee-Weinberg potential

We first consider a potential introduced in Ref. [19], which we refer to as the Lee-Weinberg
potential below, reading

U(ϕ) =

{
0 , for |ϕ| < v ,

−K (|ϕ| − v) , for |ϕ| > v .
(3)

This gives, for ϕ ≥ 0,

U ′(ϕ) = −KΘ(ϕ− v) , and U ′′(ϕ) = −Kδ(ϕ− v) , (4)

where Θ(x) is the Heaviside step function. The potential is shown in Fig. 1.

Figure 1: The Lee-Weinberg potential studied in Ref. [19].

Even though there is no potential barrier in the Lee-Weinberg potential, there are still bounce
solutions as long as D ≥ 3. These bounce solutions describe “tunnelling without barrier”. Math-
ematically, a bounce solution is possible because of the “friction term” in the equation of motion
(see below). This is reminiscent of the famous Fubini-Lipatov instanton [16, 17] for the −λϕ4

(with λ > 0) in four-dimensional spacetime, which is also used as a non-Hermitian PT -symmetric
model [33, 34]. Below, we consider the tunnelling from ϕ = 0 to a point ϕ∗ > v where the exit
point ϕ∗ is determined by the solution. The bounce solution has O(D) symmetry and satisfy

−d2ϕ(r)

dr2
− D − 1

r

dϕ(r)

dr
+ U ′(ϕ(r)) = 0 ,

dϕ

dr

∣∣∣∣
r=0

= 0 , ϕ(r → ∞) = 0 , (5)

where r =
√
x21 + x22 + . . .+ x2D. The second term is the “friction term” we referred to above.

For D = 2, the above boundary conditions cannot be satisfied for the Lee-Weinberg potential
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Figure 2: The bounce solution given in Eq. (6) for D = 4.

and thus one obtains a bounce solution only for D ≥ 3. We will return to the case of D = 2
when we discuss the triangular potential.

For D ≥ 3 we find the solution as

ϕb(r) = Θ(r1 − r)v

[
D

2
− (D − 2)

2

r2

r21

]
+Θ(r − r1)v

(r1
r

)D−2

, (6)

where

r1 =

(
D(D − 2)v

K

) 1
2

. (7)

One can read the exit point ϕ∗ = ϕb(0) = vD/2. The classical bounce action3 is obtained as

B =
4π2(D − 2)v2

D + 2

(
D(D − 2)v

K

)D−2
2

. (8)

For D = 4, we recover the results given in Ref. [19]. The functional determinant is

A =
det′ [−∂2 + U ′′(ϕb(r))]

det[−∂2]
=

det′
[
−∂2 − D

r1
δ(r − r1)

]
det[−∂2]

= r2D1
det′[−∂2 −Dδ(r − 1)]

det[−∂2]
, (9)

where in the second step we have done the rescaling: x→ r1x, ∂x → ∂x/r1. The factor of r2D1 is a
consequence of subtracting D zero modes in the functional determinant in the numerator, which
causes a mismatch in the total number of eigenmodes from the numerator and denominator.
Taking D = 4 as an example, we plot the bounce, which is smooth, in Fig. 2.

3The action S[ϕ] is given by

S[ϕ] =
2πD/2

Γ
(
D
2

) ∫ ∞

0

dr rD−1

(
1

2

(
dϕ

dr

)2

+ U (ϕ)

)
with Γ[x] being the gamma function.
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2.2 Triangular potential

Figure 3: Triangular potential studied in Ref. [28]. We have taken ϕ+ = 0, V+ = 0.

Another simple model that can give exact bounce solutions is the triangular potential [28],
which (when the sharp bends in the potential are smoothed out) serves as a common paradigm for
false vacuum decay. We illustrate this potential in Fig. 3. The transition from the false vacuum ϕ+

to the true vacuum ϕ− is sensitive only to the barrier part (thick lines in Fig. 3) and therefore this
model is characterized by the three pair of parameters {(ϕ+, V+), (ϕT , VT ), (ϕ−, V−)}. Without
loss of generality, we take ϕ+ = 0, V+ = 0. The potential thus reads

U(ϕ) =

{
λ+ϕ , for ϕ+ < ϕ < ϕT ,

VT − λ−(ϕ− ϕT ) , for ϕT < ϕ < ϕ− ,
(10)

where

λ+ =
VT
ϕT

> 0 , λ− =
VT − V−
ϕ− − ϕT

> 0 . (11)

From the potential, one has (for 0 ≤ ϕ ≤ ϕ−)

U ′(ϕ) = λ+Θ(ϕT − ϕ)− λ−Θ(ϕ− ϕT ) , and U ′′(ϕ) = −(λ+ + λ−)δ(ϕ− ϕT ) . (12)

For future use, we define the parameter

c ≡ λ−
λ+

. (13)

Note that the Lee-Weinberg potential discussed in the last subsection can be viewed as a special
case of this triangular potential, λ+ = 0, λ− = K, which gives c → ∞. Although c → ∞ is a
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physical limit, c = 0 is a singular limit and is not physical because in that case, ϕ+ cannot be a
false vacuum as we have assumed.

For D = 1, the bounce solution is a function of the imaginary time τ ≡ x1 ∈ (−∞,∞) while
for D > 1, it is a function of the D-dimensional Euclidean radius r ∈ [0,∞). Below, we discuss
D = 1 and D ≥ 3 cases separately, while leaving the case D = 2 for the appendix.

2.2.1 D = 1

For D = 1, the bounce satisfies (taking the “center” of the bounce to be τ = 0)

−d2ϕ(τ)

dτ 2
+ U ′(ϕ(τ)) = 0 ,

dϕ(r)

dτ

∣∣∣∣
τ=0

= 0 , ϕ(τ → ±∞) = 0 . (14)

First, it is easy to check, by energy conservation in the Euclidean space, that the turning point
ϕ∗ is given by

ϕ∗ = ϕT +
VT
λ−

. (15)

The bounce solution is found to be

ϕb(τ) =


−1

2
λ−τ

2 + ϕ∗ , for |τ | < τ1 ,
1
2
λ+(|τ | − τ1)

2 −
√
2VT |τ |+ ϕT + 2VT

λ−
, for τ1 ≤ |τ | < T ,

0 , for |τ | ≥ T ,

(16)

where

τ1 =

√
2VT
λ−

, T = τ1 +

√
2VT
λ+

=

√
2VT
λ−

+

√
2VT
λ+

. (17)

We show the bounce solution in Fig. 4. Note that in the bounce solution, the field reaches the
false vacuum ϕ+ = 0 at finite times ±T . The bounce action is found to be

B =
4VT

√
2VT

3

(
1

λ+
+

1

λ−

)
. (18)

To analyse the eigenequations, it is sufficient for us to know the derivative of ϕb(τ) at ±τ1,
ϕb(τ)

′|τ=±τ1 = ∓
√
2VT . Therefore, the fluctuation operator at the bounce reads

−∂2τ + U ′′(ϕb(τ)) = −∂2τ −
(λ+ + λ−)√

2VT
[δ(τ + τ1) + δ(τ − τ1)] + C [δ(τ + T ) + δ(τ − T )] , (19)

where C is a positive parameter. The last two Dirac delta functions are due to the discontinuity
of the potential at the false vacuum (ϕ+ = 0). These delta functions effectively restrict the
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Figure 4: The bounce solution, Eq. (16), for the triangular potential (10). The bounce solution
reaches the false vacuum at finite time ±T .

range of τ to a finite region [−T, T ] and the specific form of C is not needed for analysing the
eigenequations. Thus the relevant fluctuation operator becomes

−∂2τ −
(λ+ + λ−)√

2VT
[δ(τ + τ1) + δ(τ − τ1)] with τ ∈ [−T, T ] . (20)

To simplify further, we can rescale τ → τ1τ . Then the relevant fluctuation operator becomes

1

τ 21

(
−∂2τ −

(
1 +

1

c

)
[δ(τ + 1) + δ(τ − 1)]

)
with τ ∈ [−T/τ1, T/τ1] , (21)

where we recall c = λ−/λ+. The total factor 1/τ 21 does not affect the analysis of the number of
negative modes.

2.2.2 D ≥ 3

Now we consider D ≥ 3. The general bounce solution that we find reads

ϕb(τ) =


−λ−

2D
r2 + ϕ∗ , for 0 ≤ r < r1 ,

λ+

2D
r2 + λ+RD

D(D−2)
r2−D − λ+R2

2(D−2)
, for r1 ≤ r < R ,

0 , for r ≥ R ,

(22)
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where

R =

 2D(D − 2)ϕT (1 + c)
2
D

λ+

[
D + 2c−D(1 + c)

2
D

]
 1

2

, (23a)

ϕ∗ = ϕT +
c(D − 2)ϕT

D + 2c−D(1 + c)
2
D

, (23b)

r1 =

 2D(D − 2)ϕT

λ+

[
D + 2c−D(1 + c)

2
D

]
 1

2

. (23c)

The bounce action is

B =
4π

D
2

Γ
(
D
2

) (1 + c)λ+ϕT

D(D + 2)
rD1 . (24)

For D = 4, we recover the results given in Ref. [28]. Taking D = 4 as an example, we show the
bounce solution in Fig. 5. Similar to the D = 1 case, the bounce solution ϕb(r) reaches the false
vacuum at finite R. And the delta-potentials at r = ±R in the fluctuation operator effectively
restrict r to [0, R]. The fluctuation operator at the bounce, after rescaling r → r1r, reads

1

r21

[
−∂2 −D

(
1 +

1

c

)
δ(r − 1)

]
with r ∈ [0, R/r1], D ≥ 3 . (25)

Figure 5: The bounce solution (22) for the triangular potential (10). Independently of D, the
bounce reaches the false vacuum at a finite radius R because we have a nonvanishing slope at
(or more precisely, infinitely close to) the false vacuum.
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3 Eigenequations and negative modes
In this section, we study the eigenequation for the fluctuations about the bounce. We do not aim
to solve the full eigenspectrum but focus on the negative eigenmodes. For the analytic bounce
solutions to faithfully describe false vacuum decay, we expect that there should be one and only
one negative mode.

3.1 Lee-Weinberg potential with D ≥ 3

The eigenequation reads (after rescaling)[
−∂2 −Dδ (r − 1)

]
Ψ(x) = λΨ(x) (26)

We have suppressed the label for the eigenfunctions since we are only interested in the eigenvalues.
To be specific, we are interested in negative modes and we shall take λ = −κ2 with κ > 0 below.

We write Ψ(x) =
∑

l ψl(r)Yl(θ) where ∆SD−1Yl(θ) = l(2 − D − l)Yl(θ) with ∆SD−1 being
the Laplace-Beltrami operator. The eigenspectrum for fixed l is degenerate with the degree of
degeneracy for D > 2 given by4

deg(l;D) =
(D + l − 3)!(D + 2l − 2)

l!(D − 2)!
. (27)

For D = 2, deg (l; 2) = 2 − δl0. Note also that a degeneracy of one only occurs for l = 0 when
D ≥ 2. Consequently, the number of negative eigenvalues can be one, if and only if the negative
eigenvalue occurs only for l = 0.

Using the decomposition we arrive at[
− 1

rD−1

d

dr

(
rD−1 d

dr
ψl

)
+
l (l +D − 2)

r2
ψl −Dδ (r − 1)ψl

]
= −κ2lψl . (28)

The solution of this equation is more evident in terms of

Φl(r) = r(D−2)/2ψl(r) (29)

together with a change of variable ρ = κlr. Then we get

1

ρ

d

dρ

(
ρ
dΦl(ρ)

dρ

)
− 1

ρ2
[
ρ2 + ν2l,D

]
Φl(ρ) = −D

κl
δ(ρ− κl)Φl(ρ) . (30)

where

ν2l,D =

(
l +

D − 2

2

)2

. (31)

4When analytically continuing this formula to noninteger D, deg(l;D) is noninteger except for l = 0 when
deg(0;D) = 1.
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Requiring Φl(0) = Φl(∞) = 0, we obtain the solution

Φl(ρ) = Θ(κl − ρ)c1Iνl,D(ρ) + Θ(ρ− κl)c2Kνl,D(ρ) . (32)

where Iν and Kν are modified Bessel functions of the first and third kind. Note that although
Eq. (30) is the same for ρ < κl and κl < ρ, the solutions are not the same because of the different
boundary conditions. The matching conditions at ρ = κl are

c1Iνl,D(κl) = c2Kνl,D(κl) , (33a)

c2K
′
νl,D

(κl)− c1I
′
νl,D

(κl) = −D
κl
c1Iνl,D(κl) . (33b)

Substituting the first equation into the second gives the transcendental equation

gl,D(κl) = 1 , (34)

where

gl,D(κl) ≡
κl
D

(
I ′νl,D(κl)

Iνl,D(κl)
−
K ′

νl,D
(κl)

Kνl,D(κl)

)
. (35)

The above equation can be solved numerically, showing a monotonically increasing behaviour of
gl,D(x) with x. We plot gl,D(x) for l = 0, 1, 2 and D = 3, 4 in Fig. 6. It can be seen that there
is a nonvanishing solution only for l = 0. Since deg(0;D) = 1, this means that there is only one
negative mode. From the curve for l = 1, one can also see that there are D zero modes in the
sector l = 1 as deg(1;D) = D. The numerical results may be understood analytically on noting
the asymptotic relations of the modified Bessel functions [35] and one can analytically confirm
that there is only one solution for l = 0 and D vanishing solutions for l = 1 and none for higher
l ≥ 2 for arbitrary D. Hence the bounce solution found here can be used to describe tunnelling
in higher dimensional field theory as well.

0 1 2 3 4
0.0

0.5

1.0

1.5

2.0

2.5

3.0

0 1 2 3 4

0.5

1.0

1.5

2.0

2.5

Figure 6: The function gl,D(κl) for the Lee-Weinberg potential for D = 3 (left panel) and D = 4
(right panel). A solution is indicated when the coloured curves intersect with the dashed line.
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3.2 Triangular potential with D ≥ 3

For the triangular potential, let us first consider the case D ≥ 3 as this case is similar to what
has been discussed in the last subsection. The eigenequation reads[

−∂2 −D

(
1 +

1

c

)
δ(r − 1)

]
Ψ(r) = −κ2Ψ(r) (36)

where r ∈ [0,R] with R = (1 + c)
1
D . Following the previous procedure, we arrive at

1

ρ

d

dρ

(
ρ
dΦl(ρ)

dρ

)
− 1

ρ2
[
ρ2 + ν2l,D

]
Φl(ρ) = −

D(1 + 1
c
)

κl
δ(ρ− κl)Φl(ρ) . (37)

Requiring Φl(0) = 0, the general solution is

Φ(ρ) =

{
c1Iνl,D(ρ) , 0 < ρ < κl ,

c2Iνl,D(ρ) + c3Kνl,D(ρ) , κl < ρ < κlR .
(38)

The matching conditions at ρ = κl are

c1Iνl,D(κl) = c2Iνl,D(κl) + c3Kνl,D(κl) , (39a)

c2I
′
νl,D

(κl) + c3K
′
νl,D

(κl)− c1I
′
νl,D

(κl) = −
D
(
1 + 1

c

)
κl

c1Iνl,D(κl) . (39b)

The Dirichlet boundary condition at ρ = κlR gives

c2Iνl,D(κlR) + c3Kνl,D(κlR) = 0 . (40)

Combining all these equations, we find

hl,D(κl) ≡
[
1− ϵνl,D

Iνl,D (κl)

Kνl,D (κl)

]−1
κl

D(1 + 1
c
)

(
I ′νl,D (κl)

Iνl,D (κl)
−
K ′

νl,D
(κl)

Kνl,D(κl)

)
= 1 , (41)

where

ϵνl,D ≡
Kνl,D (κlR)

Iνl,D(κlR)
. (42)

Note that in the limit c→ ∞, one has R → ∞, ϵνl,D → 0 and thus that Eq. (41) coincides with
Eq. (34).

Again, Eq. (41) can be solved numerically. We find that there is one solution only for l = 0,
which confirms that there is only one negative mode. In Fig. 7, taking c = 1, we plot hl,D(κl)
for l = 0, 1, 2, D = 3 (left panel) and D = 4 (right panel). To see how the parameter c impacts
the negative eigenvalue, we plot h0,4(κ0) as a function of κ0 and c in Fig. 8. It can be seen that
the negative eigenvalue becomes smaller, i.e. κ0 becomes larger (recall λ = −κ20), for smaller c.
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Figure 7: The function hl,D(κl) for the triangular potential for D = 3 (left panel) and D = 4
(right panel) and c = 1. A solution is indicated when the coloured curves intersect the dashed
line.

3.3 Triangular potential with D = 1

In this case, we have eigenequation(
−∂2τ −

(
1 +

1

c

)
[δ(τ + 1) + δ(τ − 1)]

)
Ψ(τ) = −κ2Ψ(τ) , (43)

where τ ∈ (−Υ,Υ) with Υ = 1 + c. The general solution is

Ψ(t) =


A1 e

κτ + A2 e
−κt, −Υ < τ < −1 ,

G1 e
κτ +G2 e

−κτ , −1 < τ < 1 ,

F1 e
κt + F2 e

−κt, −1 < τ < Υ .

(44)

The boundary conditions at τ = ±Υ gives

A1 e
−κΥ + A2 e

κΥ = 0 , (45a)
F1 e

κΥ + F2 e
−κΥ = 0 . (45b)

The matching conditions at τ = −1 read

G1 e
−κ +G2 e

κ = A1 e
−κ + A2 e

κ , (46a)

G1κ e
−κ −G2κ e

κ = A1

[
κ−

(
1 +

1

c

)]
e−κ − A2

[
κ+

(
1 +

1

c

)]
eκ , (46b)

while at τ = 1 are

F1 e
κ + F2 e

−κ = G1 e
κ +G2 e

−κ , (47a)

F1κ e
κ − F2κ e

−κ = G1

[
κ−

(
1 +

1

c

)]
eκ −G2

[
κ+

(
1 +

1

c

)]
e−κ . (47b)
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Figure 8: The function hl,D(κl) as a function of κl and c for l = 0 and D = 4. Eq. (41) is satisfied
on the white thick line.

Combing all the above equations, we obtain

f(κ) ≡ f0(κ) + f1(κ)ϵ(κ) + f2(κ)ϵ(κ)
2 = 0 (48)

where ϵ = exp(−2κΥ) and

f0 = −α2 + e4κ (2κ− α)2 , (49a)
f1 = 2α e2κ

[
α + 2κ+ (2κ− α) e4κ

]
, (49b)

f2 = e8κα2 − e4κ (α + 2κ)2 , (49c)

with α ≡ 1 + 1/c > 1. Note that ϵ is a function of κ.
We solve Eq. (48) numerically and find that there is one and only one positive solution for

c ∈ (0,∞). We plot f(κ) in Fig. 9 for relatively smaller values of c (left panel), and bigger
values of c (right panel), respectively. It can be seen that one has a larger positive root κ (which
gives a smaller negative eigenvalue −κ2) for a smaller value of c, in agreement with the higher-
dimensional cases. The value of the eigenvalue approaches a limit quickly when c increases.

4 Conclusion and discussion
In this paper, we have discussed the piecewise linear potentials, specifically the Lee-Weinberg
potential introduced in Ref. [19] and the triangular-shaped potential introduced in Ref. [28], as
simplified false vacuum decay models. We calculate the bounce solutions for general spacetime
dimension D and for D = 4 results in the literature are recovered. A condition for such analytic
bounce solutions to describe tunnelling is that there should be an odd number of negative modes.
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Figure 9: f(κ) defined in Eq. (48) for small values of c (left panel) and bigger values of c (right
panel). The different curves intersect the axis f(κ) = 0 only once away from κ = 0.

We show that there is one and only one negative mode in the spectrum of the fluctuation operator
at the bounce for arbitrary D. This is achieved by explicitly solving the eigenequation for the
negative modes. An advantage of such piecewise linear potentials is that the eigenequations take
a very simple Schrödinger-like equation with delta potentials in a universal form.

Piecewise linear potentials considered here could have several applications. For example, the
triangular potential was used in studying metastable supersymmetric minima in Refs. [36, 37],
dark energy [38] and gravitational wave production from cosmological first-order phase transi-
tions [39]. The unbounded-from-below Lee-Weinberg potential is similar to those that appear
in theories with PT symmetry [40–43]. Potentials unbounded from below lead to instability of
the vacuum in the conventional Hermitian framework. In the presence of PT symmetry, there
is a “phase” [44] without the instability, known as the PT -symmetric phase [45]. For D = 1,
using a WKB treatment in a quantum mechanical framework, it is known that the eigenvalues
for the Hamiltonian are real [32, 34]. It is believed that higher dimensional generalisations of
this result also hold. A way to investigate this for D > 1 is in terms of Euclidean path integrals
and fluctuations around bounce-like solutions [33] through the approach here. When extending
the present analysis to polygonal potentials with more segments, the analysis may also justify
the validity of using the latter for efficient computation of bubble nucleation rates [29] (cf. other
recent works [27, 46]).
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A D = 2 for the triangular potential
Unlike the case of the Lee-Weinberg potential, a bounce solution for the triangular potential for
D = 2 exists. The bounce solution is found to be5

ϕb(r) =


−λ−r2

4
+ ϕ∗ , for 0 ≤ r < r1 ,

λ+r2

4
− 2

[
(ϕ∗ − ϕT )

(
1 + 1

c

)]
log
(
r
R

)
−
[
(ϕ∗ − ϕT )

(
1 + 1

c

)]
, for r1 ≤ r < R

0 , for r ≥ R ,

(50)

where

r1 = 2

√
ϕ∗ − ϕT

λ−
, R = 2

√
(ϕ∗ − ϕT )

(
1 + 1

c

)
λ+

, (51)

and ϕ∗ is determined implicitly by the matching conditions at r = r1, leading to(
1 +

λ+
λ−

)
log

(
4(ϕ∗ − ϕT )

λ−

)
+

ϕ∗

ϕ∗ − ϕT

= 4

(
1 +

λ+
λ−

)√
(ϕ∗ − ϕT )

(
1

λ+
+

1

λ−

)
. (52)
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