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We study the sphaleron solutions in two deformations of the ϕ6 model and analyze the oscillons
originated from them. We find that the presence of internal modes plays a crucial role in the
sphaleron collapse. The positive internal modes triggered by a squeezing of the sphaleron are able
to change the direction of collapse. We provide an analytical understanding behind this phenomenon.

1. INTRODUCTION

Sphalerons are localized, static, but unstable
solutions of classical field equations that can be
identified with saddle points in configuration space
[1, 2]. These objects have been found in one or more
spatial dimensions [3–5] in theories with or without
topological solitons, and have revealed a crucial role
in the baryon asymmetry in the context of electroweak
theory [6–8].

The sphaleron instability can be traced back to the
presence of a negative internal mode in the linear
perturbations. Excitations of its unstable mode may
lead to its decay to a localized, oscillating, and long-
lived solution called oscillon [9–11]. Oscillons owe
their longevity to probe the nonlinearities of the
theory [12], and have found applications in many
scenarios in theoretical physics, from dark matter [13–
15] to cosmology [16–18].

In spite of being two distinct objects, it has been
suggested a possible relation between them [19].
This not only means that the profiles of oscillons
are bounded by the corresponding sphaleron, but
that the dynamics of the large amplitude oscillon
arising in the decay of a sphaleron may be accurately
captured by a collective coordinate model (CCM)
based on sphaleron degrees of freedom (d.o.f). This
was originally observed in the case of ϕ3 model [19],
the simplest theory allowing for both sphaleron and
oscillon, where the pertinent d.o.f. are the amplitudes
of the unstable and the massive mode of the sphaleron.
This relation has been recently investigated in cases
where the sphaleron does not support any positive
energy bound mode [20]. In that work, the authors
introduced the first Derrick mode to explain some
features of the oscillon structure emerging after the
decay of the sphaleron, extending the possible oscillon-
sphaleron relation for that regime.

In this work, we aim to analyze the impact of the
internal d.o.f of the sphaleron on its subsequent decay.
In order to do that, we have proposed two families of
models which are deformations of the ϕ6 theory in the
same fashion as in Ref. [21]. Both support analytical

sphalerons, but differs as far as the spectral structure
is concerned. In the first deformation, which we call
the barrier model, the sphalerons do not support any
bound mode. In the second deformation, which we call
the well model, the sphaleron has a growing number
of positive oscillating modes depending on the value
of an adjustable parameter. We will show that the
presence of positive internal modes in the sphaleron
spectrum will play a crucial role in the dynamics of
the decay.

The organization of this manuscript is as follows: in
Section 2 we propose two deformations of the ϕ6 model
and analyze their sphaleron solutions. In Section 3 we
study the linear fluctuation spectrum of excitations
on the background of the sphalerons. In Section 4 we
comment on the oscillon formation from sphalerons.
In Section 5 we analyze the impact of the internal
modes in the possible decay channels in both models.
Finally, Section 6 is devoted to our conclusions.

2. THE ϕ6 FAMILY OF MODELS

We introduce the following family of ϕ6 models

L =

∫ ∞

−∞

(
1

2
ϕ2
t −

1

2
ϕ2
x − U6(ϕ; s)

)
dx, (2.1)

where the potential U6(ϕ; s), which depends on a
parameter s, is defined by

U6(ϕ; s) =
1

2
ϕ2(tanh s−ϕ2)(coth s−ϕ2), s > 0. (2.2)

We will call this deformation the barrier model for
reasons that will become clear later. For any finite
value of s the potential develops a false vacuum at
ϕ = 0 and two symmetric true vacua. In the limit
when s goes to infinity one recovers the standard ϕ6

model with three vacua located at ϕ = 0, ±1. We
depict the potential (2.2) for different values of s in
Fig. 1a. The corresponding equation of motion reads
as

□ϕ+ ϕ− 4 coth 2s ϕ3 + 3ϕ5 = 0 . (2.3)
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The presence of the false vacuum allows for unstable
finite-energy solutions of (2.3) called sphalerons which
interpolate between the false vacuum and the zero of
the potential. They are also piece-wise solutions of
the following first order (BPS) equations [21–23]

ϕ′(x) = ±
√
2U6(ϕ; s) . (2.4)

This equation can be easily integrated. Its solutions
are the sphalerons of the model

ϕS(x; s) = ±
√

sinh 2s

cosh 2s+ cosh 2x
. (2.5)

For small s the profile is lump-like, and it gets wider
as s increases (see Fig. 2 (a)), resembling a kink-
antikink (KAK) pair. The energy of the sphaleron
can be computed analytically

E(s) =
1

4
csch2(2s)

(
sinh(4s)− 4s

)
. (2.6)

We learn from (2.6) that the energy of the sphaleron
grows with s and it is bounded by the energy of the
KAK pair of the underlying ϕ6 model, that is E(s) <
1/2.
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(b) s = 0.5 (upper), s = 0.75 (middle), s = 1.0 (lower) .

FIG. 1: Potential of the barrier model (upper panel) and
of the well model (lower panel) for different values of s.

Another possible deformation consists in shifting
the central vacuum so that it becomes the new true
vacuum. This new potential reads as

Us6(ϕ) =
(ϕ− 1)2 − tanh2 s

8(1− tanh2 s)

(
(ϕ− 1)2 − 1

)2
, (2.7)

and we have called it well model. The further
displacement to the right will be convenient later
on when comparing both deformations. This new
potential has two false vacua at ϕ ∈ {0, 2}, while
at ϕ = 1 has a true vacuum. Now, the standard
ϕ6 potential rescaled by a factor 4 and shifted to the
right is recovered in the limit s → 0 (the reason for
this rescaling is to fix the spectrum mass threshold
at ω2 = 1). The profile of this potential for different
values of s is presented in Fig. 1b. The associated
equation of motion is

□ϕ+ ϕ− 3

2
(2 + cosh 2s)ϕ2 + (

7

2
+ 3 cosh 2s)ϕ3

− 15

4(1− tanh2 s)
ϕ4 +

3

4(1− tanh2 s)
ϕ5 = 0. (2.8)

Again, the sphalerons are piece-wise solutions of (2.4).
They have the following form

ϕS(x; s) = 1± 2 g(x; s) sinh s , (2.9)

where

g(x; s) =
coshx/2√

3 + cosh 2s+ 2 coshx sinh2 s
. (2.10)

Now, the sphaleron profile resembles a KAK pair
as s decreases (see Fig. 2 (b)). The energy can
be also computed analytically although the explicit
expression is not particularly illuminating. The
energy decreases with s and is bounded from above
by the energy of the corresponding KAK pair, that is
E(s) < 1/4 (note that in the limit s → 0 the standard
ϕ6 model is obtained but rescaled by a factor 4).
A first difference with previously studied models is

that, unlike the ϕ3 model [19] or the inverted ϕ4 model
[20], these families of potentials are bounded from
below, avoiding the field becoming singular. As we
will show in the following section, the most notorious
difference between the aforementioned models will
lie in the number of shape modes supported by the
corresponding sphalerons.

3. THE MODE STRUCTURE

The sphaleron, like any topological soliton, can
host internal modes [19, 22]. To compute the linear
spectrum around the sphaleron solution, we add as
usual a small perturbation in the following way

ϕ(x, t; s) = ϕS(x; s) + η(x; s)eiωt. (3.1)



3

-20 -10 0 10 20
0

0.2

0.4

0.6

0.8

1.0

x

ϕ
S
(x
)
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FIG. 2: Sphaleron profile in the barrier model (up) and
in the well model (down) for different values of s.

Inserting (3.1) into the field equation and expanding
up to linear order we get[

− d2

dx2
+ U ′′

6

(
ϕS(x; s)

)]
η(x; s) = ω2(s) η(x; s).

(3.2)
A relevant feature of the sphaleron in the barrier

model (2.2) is that it only possesses a negative
unstable mode and a zero mode in the discrete part
of the linear spectrum, but there are no positive
bound modes. This can be explained qualitatively
by noticing that, at least for large values of s, the
sphaleron is like a KAK pair (0, 1) + (1, 0) in the ϕ6

model. Such a pair is known not to support bound
modes [24]. The reason is that the inner vacuum at
ϕ = 1 has a higher mass threshold than the outer
vacuum at ϕ = 0. Therefore, in the spectral problem,
the effective potential has a barrier in the middle of
the constituent kinks (this is the reason behind the
denomination barrier model).
We present the dependence of the unstable mode

ω2
−1 on the parameter s in Fig. 3 a. As s grows

the sphaleron resembles a KAK pair of the standard
ϕ6 model. As a consequence, the unstable mode
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(a) Barrier model unstable mode .
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(b) Well model unstable mode .

FIG. 3: Dependence of the unstable mode on s.

approaches the zero mode. In the limit s → ∞ the
modes degenerate, corresponding with two zero modes
on top of the sphaleron walls, that is, the constituent
subkinks.

On the other hand, unlike the sphaleron in the
barrier model, the sphaleron in the well model (2.7)
can host shape modes, increasing in number as s → 0.
This can be seen again from the KAK pair picture.
Now, as s → 0, we find a more and more separated
pair of antikink-kink (0, 1) + (1, 0) in the ϕ6 model.
Note that due to the shifting of the vacua, this
configuration actually corresponds to the (1, 0)+(0, 1)
pair of the original ϕ6 model [24]. Such a pair supports
an effective potential in the linear problem which leads
to a growing number of modes as the distance between
the pair grows, since it exhibits a well in the middle
of the constituent kinks (this is the reason behind the
denomination well model). The structure of the first
lower positive bound modes is depicted in Fig. 4. It
can be verified that the positive bound modes held by
the sphaleron for small values of s resemble the spatial
profiles of the delocalized modes appearing in the ϕ6

KAK sector as suggested before [24, 25].
An analytical study of the asymptotic eigenvalue

problem for ω2 = 1 shows that the eigenstate at
the threshold has an increasing number of nodes for
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decreasing values of s

ηω2=1 ∝ I

[
0,

2 e−x/2
√
−12− 48e2s − 12e4s√
1− 2e2s + e4s

]
, (3.3)

where I[n, x] denotes the modified Bessel function
of the first kind. This function has an unbounded
number of nodes as s decreases. From the node
theorem in Sturm-Lioville theory it follows that the
number of modes below the threshold ω2 = 1 is also
unbounded.
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FIG. 4: First four massive bound modes of the sphaleron
in the well model (2.7).

As we will see in the following sections, the presence
of internal modes introduces new mechanisms which
play a crucial role in the sphaleron decay.

4. SPHALERON DECAY

The presence of a negative mode in the sphaleron
spectrum is at the origin of the sphaleron instability.
Thus, the sphaleron can decay when perturbed
slightly. Particularly, it decays in two different
channels: one leads to the creation of an accelerating
KAK pair (associated with the true vacuum), while
the other results in the formation of an oscillon (linked
to the false vacuum). The initial condition for an
slightly perturbed sphaleron with its unstable mode
is

ϕ(x, 0) = ϕS(x; s)±Aη−1(x; s) ,

ϕ̇(x, 0) = 0 . (4.1)

Here η−1(x; s) represents the sphaleron unstable
mode, and A is its initial amplitude. Moreover, the
plus sign denotes a perturbation in the expanding
direction, whereas the minus sign accounts for an
excitation in the collapsing direction. Note that for
a big sphaleron the negative mode can be understood
as a symmetric combination of the zero modes of the
constituent subkinks.

As aforementioned, a perturbation in the expanding
direction gives rise to an accelerating KAK pair. This
acceleration can be understood through an energy
conservation argument: as the maximum of the
sphaleron descends towards the true minima, the
field reaches negative values of the potential. As
the sphaleron grows, a plateau of negative potential
energy forms at its center. This negative energy has
to be compensated by an increase of the kinetic energy
at the sphaleron walls.
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(a) Barrier model: s = 1.267, A = 0.6 .
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(b) Well model: s = 0.45, A = 0.6 .

FIG. 5: Decay of the sphaleron in the barrier model
(upper panel) and in the well model (lower panel). The
figures show the field at the origin ϕ(0, t). The frequency
of the unstable mode is ω2

−1 ≈ −0.2056.

Regarding the collapsing direction, there have been
selected appropriate values of s so that the unstable
frequencies ω2

−1 are equal in both deformations of the
ϕ6 model, enabling us to compare the decays of their
respective sphalerons. When examining the decay of
the sphalerons, we initially observe a distinguishable
double quasi-periodic structure in both models for
suitable initial amplitudes, which depend on the size
of the sphaleron. Plots of the decay processes in the
barrier and well model for different ω2

−1 can be found
in Fig. 5 (for a low negative frequency case) and
in Fig. 6 (for a high negative frequency case). For
lower or higher values of the amplitude, we initially
observe either a long-living oscillon with imperceptible
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(a) Barrier model: s = 0.75, A = 0.3 .
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(b) Well model: s = 2.16, A = 0.001 .

FIG. 6: Decay of the sphaleron in the barrier model (left panel) and in the well model (right panel). The figures show
the field at the origin ϕ(0, t). The frequency of the unstable mode is ω2

−1 = −1.183.

modulation that becomes noticeable at later times,
or a fast-decaying oscillon, respectively. This may
suggest that the double quasi-periodic structure is
an intermediate state between stable and unstable
oscillons [26], although a complete understanding of
the nature of this internal degree of freedom is still
lacking [27].
As shown in [20], the oscillon formed from the decay

of the sphaleron does present a modulated amplitude
even though the original sphaleron does not hold
any shape mode. The analogy of the sphaleron as
constituted by a KAK pair may indicate that the
evolution of the oscillon is influenced by the dynamics
of the individual kinks. However, we have seen
here that the double quasi-periodic structure emerges
even if the constituting kinks do not hold positive
bound modes. This suggests that the influence of the
constituent kinks in the subsequent oscillon could be
manifest in an extremely nontrivial way, and needs
further investigation.
In the barrier model, the subsequent oscillon after

the decay is quite insensitive to the initial size of the
sphaleron (measure by the s parameter). However,
in the well model, the sphaleron size determines
the number of internal modes and this has a direct
impact on the decay. As representative values of the
parameter s, we consider s = 3.5 for the barrier model
and s = 0.008 for the well model. Within this range
of values, the sphaleron can be seen as a well-defined
KAK pair. The evolution of the sphaleron for various
initial amplitudes of the unstable mode is illustrated
in Fig. 7. The color palette in the figure represents
the value of the field at the origin.
First, one can observe that the sphaleron decays

earlier in both models as the amplitude A of the
unstable mode increases. However, it can be
distinguished a more chaotic pattern in the well
model. Here, after the collapse, the sphaleron bounces
and reappears again. This behavior can be attributed

to the presence of internal modes, which are able to
store energy for certain time and transfer it back to
the constituent subkinks leading to a growth of the
solution. Only the even parity modes play the leading
role in this process. This will be seen easily from
the perspective of an effective Lagrangian that we will
build later on in Section 5.

Remarkably, a novel phenomenon emerges for
sufficiently large amplitudes and small values of s
in the well model. Above some critical value of
the amplitude of the unstable mode, the sphaleron
expands as two outgoing accelerating kinks instead
of collapsing. In Fig. 7b the critical amplitude is
Acrit ≈ 0.3168. We will be explored this in more
detail in Section 5.

5. CCM BASED ON SPHALERON D.O.F

In this section we aim to describe the sphaleron
dynamics when its unstable mode has been triggered.
In order to do that, we shall build an effective model
based on sphaleron d.o.f. through CCM approach.
In this scheme, the effective theory is computed by
introducing a field configuration ansatz Φ(x;Xi(t))
into the Lagrangian density and integrating over the
spatial coordinate, obtaining a mechanical model of
the form [28, 29]

L[Xi] =
1

2
gijẊ

iẊj − Veff (X
i), (5.1)

with the metric on the moduli space and the effective
potential given by

gij =

∫
R

∂Φ

∂Xi

∂Φ

∂Xj
dx, (5.2)

Veff (X
i) =

∫
R

(
1

2

(
∂Φ

∂x

)2

+ V (Φ)

)
dx. (5.3)
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(a) Barrier model: s = 3.5 .

(b) Well model: s = 0.008 .

FIG. 7: Comparison of the decay of the sphaleron in both
the barrier model (upper panel) and the well model (lower
panel) for an established KAK pair. The color palette
show the field at the origin ϕ(0, t).

Here Xi(t) are time-dependent variables representing
global excitations that encode the dynamics of the
soliton.
First, we will study the evolution of the oscillon

formed after the collapse of the sphaleron. Then, we
will explore the formation of the KAK pair in the
well model for large enough values of the unstable
mode amplitude, and the mechanism behind this
phenomenon will be explained.

5.1. CCM in the barrier model

When dealing with the sphaleron in the barrier
model (2.2), we have shown that it does not hold
internal positive modes (see Section 3). As shown in
[20], it is still possible to build an effective model based
on the unstable mode and the Derrick mode. The
Derrick mode describes a scaling deformation and it

is defined by the following expansion

ϕS(x(1 + ϵ); s) = ϕS(x, s) + ϵ ηD(x; s) + ... (5.4)

A naive ansatz based on the sphaleron d.o.f would look
as follows

Φ(x, t) = ϕS(x; s)

+ a(t)η−1(x; s) + b(t)ηD(x; s). (5.5)

Nevertheless, it is expected that, for high values of
s, the field configuration (5.5) does not capture the
evolution of the oscillon since, due to the emergence
of the underlying KAK structure, the unstable mode
η−1(x; s) will exhibit two separated peaks around the
positions of the constituent subkinks, that is, there
will be no overlap between the mode and the oscillon.
As a consequence, the unstable mode will not be
a good degree of freedom in the description of the
oscillon. However, as we will show, it is still possible
to describe properly the oscillon dynamics with an
adapted model based on sphaleron d.o.f.

s ω
ET (O)
osc ω

ET (S)
osc ωFT

osc

0.1 0.881 0.88 0.881

1.267 0.805 0.817 0.813

TABLE I: Oscillation frequencies for s = 0.1 and s =
1.267 in field theory and in the effective models for
the barrier model. The upper index O or S denotes
the oscillon-based effective model or the sphaleron-based
effective model.

s ω
ET (O)
mod ω

ET (S)
mod ωFT

mod

0.1 0.124 0.125 0.114

1.267 0.225 0.238 0.185

TABLE II: Modulation frequencies for s = 0.1 and
s = 1.267 in field theory and in the effective models
for the barier model. The upper index O or S denotes
the oscillon-based effective model or the sphaleron-based
effective model.

Let us first introduce an effective model derived
from the oscillon itself [30, 31]. As shown in [20], an ad
hoc effective model to describe the subsequent oscillon
formed from the sphaleron decay may contain the
leading profile of the oscillon from a small amplitude
expansion [32] and a second contribution accounting
for the associated Derrick mode

Φ(x; a, b) =
a(t)

cosh(xλ)
+ b(t)

x tanh(xλ)

cosh(xλ)
. (5.6)

Here, a(t) and b(t) are collective coordinates, and λ is
a parameter measuring the size of the oscillon.
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(b) Oscillon-based effective model .
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(c) Sphaleron-based effective model .

FIG. 8: Comparison between field theory dynamics (left panel), and the least squares fitting in the oscillon-based (middle
panel) and in the sphaleron-based model (right panel) for s = 0.1 in the barrier model.
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(b) Oscillon-based effective model .
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(c) Sphaleron-based effective model .

FIG. 9: Comparison between field theory dynamics (left panel), and the least squares fitting in the oscillon-based (middle
panel) and in the sphaleron-based model (right panel) for s = 1.267 in the barrier model.

In our case, introducing (5.6) into the Lagrangian
density (2.1) with the potential (2.2) and integrating
over the space we obtain the following metric on the
moduli space

gij =

 2

λ

1

λ2

1

λ2

12 + π2

18λ3

 , (5.7)

and the following effective potential

Veff (a, b) =
3 + λ2

3λ
a2 +

3− λ2

3λ2
ab+

60 + π2(5 + 7λ2)

180λ3
b2

−

(
4

3λ
a4 +

4

3λ2
a3b+

6π2

45λ3
a2b2

−30− 7π2

45λ4
ab3 − 240− 20π2 − 3π4

900λ5
b4

)
coth 2s

+
8

15λ
a6 +

24

45λ2
a5b− 7− 2π2

21λ3
a4b2

−
1− 10

63π
2

λ4
a3b3 − 1260 + 5π2 − 21π4

1890λ5
a2b4

−630 + 475π2 − 63π4

4725λ6
ab5

+
1

λ7

(
1

105
− 13π2

378
+

37π4

32400
+

31π6

116424

)
b6. (5.8)

Finally, the CCM is evolved using as initial
conditions for a(0), b(0) and λ the optimal values
obtained by fitting (5.6) to the field configuration in
field theory in an instant of time t0 where the oscillon
has settled down [20]. Particularly, it is selected
an instant of time which corresponds to a turning
point, so that the kinetic energy can be neglected and,
therefore, it is reasonable to assume ȧ(0) = ḃ(0) = 0.

Two cases have been considered: s = 0.1 and
s = 1.267. These examples represent two limits with
significantly different unstable frequencies ω2

−1 and,
consequently, different sizes. The initial configuration
for field theory has been given by (4.1) with the
amplitudes A = 0.001 and A = 0.1 for the respective
cases.

To evolve the CCM, the fitting has been performed
at the turning points t0 = 7007.69 and t0 = 7109.87
respectively. The comparison between field theory
and the effective theory based on the oscillon (5.6)
is shown in Fig. 8 and Fig. 9 by representing
the values of the field configuration at the origin
ϕ(0, t). It is clearly visible that the effective model
captures the amplitude modulation in both cases. The
corresponding oscillation and modulation frequencies
are listed in Table I and Table II. These tables
show a spectacular agreement in the oscillation
frequency, with only a slight deviation appearing in
the modulation frequency, being more noticeable for
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the s = 1.267 case.
This agreement suggests that one can describe the

oscillon evolution with a degree of freedom accounting
for the oscillon profile amplitude and an additional
degree of freedom describing small changes in the
oscillon size. To support this hypothesis, we suggest
an oscillon profile entirely based on the sphaleron
itself. We approximate now the oscillon profile by

Φ = a

√
sinh 2s

cosh 2s+ cosh 2λx
, (5.9)

that is, we consider the sphaleron profile along with
the fitting parameters a and λ, accounting for the
amplitude and the size respectively. Assuming a small
scale deformation λ → λ+ ϵ and expanding up to first
order, we obtain

Φ = a

√
sinh 2s

cosh 2s+ cosh 2λx

− ϵa
x
√
sinh 2s sinh 2λx

(cosh 2s+ cosh 2λx)3/2
. (5.10)

Finally, we promote the amplitudes to independent
collective coordinates, so the previous expression
reads

Φ(x, t) = a(t)

√
sinh 2s

cosh 2s+ cosh 2λx

+b(t)
x
√
sinh 2s sinh 2λx

(cosh 2s+ cosh 2λx)3/2
. (5.11)

The new field configuration (5.11), unlike the
ansatz (5.6), is entirely based on sphaleron d.o.f.
The associated effective model can be computed
analytically. However, due to the length of some of
the expressions involved, it has been omitted here.
As in the oscillon-based model, we consider the cases
s = 0.1 and s = 1.267 with the same initial conditions
for field theory and turning points. Once more, the
initial conditions for a(0), b(0) and λ are determined
by fitting the profile (5.11) with the field theory
profile at the turning points. The values of the field
configuration at the origin ϕ(0, t) in field theory and in
the sphaleron-based effective model (5.11) are shown
in Fig. 8 and in Fig. 9. The corresponding oscillation
and modulation frequencies are presented in Table I
and in Table II respectively.
In light of the results obtained, the sphaleron-based

model adapted to the oscillon (5.11) also determines
the involved frequencies with high accuracy. The
agreement is comparable to the one obtained through
the oscillon-based model (5.6). Similar results are
obtained for other choices of the s−parameter.
It seems therefore that two d.o.f are enough to

describe the oscillon evolution after a decay of a
sphaleron without internal modes. The Derrick mode
can be interpreted in this context as a kind of internal
excitation of the oscillon itself that is responsible for
the amplitude modulation.

5.2. CCM in the well model

The sphaleron decay is more intricate in the well
model. When excited with small amplitudes of the
negative mode and for small values of s (see Fig. 10a),
there is an intermediate regime before the formation
of an oscillon. After the first collapse the sphaleron is
able to bounce a certain number of times. With each
bounce, part of the energy is released until it settles
into an oscillon state (this effect is also visible in Fig.
7b for a range of amplitudes). The mechanism behind
these bounces is intimately linked to the presence of
the internal modes. As the sphaleron starts to decay
part of the energy is transferred to the internal modes.
These modes are able to store the energy for certain
time and transfer it back in form of kinetic energy to
the constituent subkinks.

0 500 1000 1500 2000 2500 3000 3500

-0.2

0.0

0.2

0.4

0.6

0.8

1.0

t

ϕ
(0
,t
)

2800 3000 3200 3400

-0.2
0.0
0.2
0.4
0.6
0.8
1.0

t

(a) Well model: s = 0.002, A = 0.01 .
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(b) Well model: s = 1.0, A = 0.01 .

FIG. 10: Upper panel: intermediate state of bounces for
s = 0.002 in the well model. The spectrum of linear
perturbations contains N = 5 even parity mode. The red
dashed lines indicate the range shown in the inset. Lower
panel: Decay into an oscillon for s = 1.0 in the well model.
The spectrum of linear perturbations contains N = 1 even
parity mode.

As s grows the number of internal modes decreases,
and this storing mechanism is not available. This
means that, for s big enough, the sphaleron should
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decay into an oscillon state without going through
these intermediate bounces (see Fig. 10b). Even
for very large s, there is always at least one positive
bound mode in the spectrum, but it does not seem
to be enough to produce appreciable differences with
respect to the barrier model studied in the previous
section.
In this section we will focus on the large s regime

and we will try to describe again the oscillon dynamics
from the perspective of an oscillon-based model and an
effective model based on a sphaleron profile adapted
to the oscillon profile. Some interesting features of
the small s regime will be discussed in the following
section.
Regarding the oscillon-based model, it is obtained

again by introducing (5.6) into (2.1) with the potential
given by (2.7). Hence, the metric is the same as in
(5.7), and the only change appears in the effective
potential. The calculation is straightforward but the
result is too long and not very illuminating, therefore
we have decided not to include it here.
With respect to the adapted sphaleron model, we

approximate the profile of the oscillon by

Φ = a
(
1− 2 g(λx; s) sinh s )

)
, (5.12)

with g(x; s) given by (2.10), and by performing a
small scale deformation λ → λ+ ϵ and promoting the
amplitudes to time-dependent parameters we are left
with

Φ(x, t) = a(t)
(
1− 2 g(λx; s) sinh s

)
(5.13)

+ b(t)
4x sinh(xλ/2) sinh s(

3 + cosh 2s+ 2 coshλx sinh2 s
)3/2 .

To determine the initial conditions a(0), b(0) and λ,
we adopt the same strategy as in the barrier model.
First, we evolve the initial condition (4.1) for a given
amplitude A. Then, we adjust the field theory profile
to our field proposal at an instant of time t0 with no
kinetic energy and ȧ(0) = ḃ(0) = 0 is assumed.
We have consider the cases s = 2.16 and s = 1.0,

where both sphalerons hold only one even parity
positive bound mode but their sizes are quite different.
The initial unstable amplitudes for field theory have
been A = 0.001 and A = 0.01 for each case. The
turning points has been selected at the instants t0 =
7051.58 and t0 = 7009.29.
In Fig. 11 and Fig. 12 we illustrate the values

of the field at the origin ϕ(0, t) in field theory and
the result obtained from the effective models based
on (5.6) and (5.13) for s = 2.16 and s = 1.0
respectively. It is appreciable that these models are
able to reproduce the amplitude modulation of the
oscillon. The corresponding frequencies are collected
in Table III and Table IV. It is again clearly visible
that the oscillation frequency ωosc is captured with

s ω
ET (O)
osc ω

ET (S)
osc ωFT

osc

2.16 0.920 0.923 0.918

1.0 0.889 0.894 0.886

TABLE III: Oscillation frequencies for s = 2.16 and
s = 1.0 in field theory and in the effective models for the
well model. The upper index O or S denotes the effective
model based on the oscillon-based model or on the adapted
sphaleron respectively.

s ω
ET (O)
mod ω

ET (S)
mod ωFT

mod

2.16 0.09 0.088 0.078

1.0 0.117 0.112 0.108

TABLE IV: Modulation frequencies for s = 2.16 and
s = 1.0 in field theory and in the effective models for the
well model. The upper index O or S denotes the effective
model based on the oscillon-based model or on the adapted
sphaleron respectively.

high precision by the effective models, and only a
slight deviation is appreciated in the modulation
frequency.

Finally, we would like to mention that the presence
of shapes modes in this model could allow us to
introduce an ansatz for the field configuration based
on the sphaleron profile along with the positive bound
modes as follows

Φ(x, t) = ϕS(x; s)

+ a(t)η−1(x; s) +

N∑
i=1

bi(t)ηi(x; s). (5.14)

Here N accounts for the maximum number of shape
modes for a given value of s, and all the internal modes
are assumed normalized. This leads to the following
Lagrangian

L[a, bi] =
1

2
ȧ2 +

1

2

N∑
i=1

ḃ2i − Veff (a, bi). (5.15)

The orthogonality of the eigenfunctions (Sturm-
Liouville problem) ensures that the metric on the
moduli space is diagonal. The complete expression
of Veff (a, bi) is extremely lengthy and can only
be determined numerically. Therefore, it has been
omitted here as it does not provide significant insight.

Contrary to expectations, the tests performed
with this proposal for the previous cases do not
show significant agreement with the field theory
simulations. This is related to the inability of
(5.14) to reproduce the oscillon profile, specially for
small values of s, where the initial sphaleron and
therefore the shape modes are notably bigger than the
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FIG. 11: Comparison between field theory dynamics (left panel), and the least squares fitting in the oscillon-based
model (middle panel) and in the sphaleron-based (right panel) for s = 2.16 in the well model.
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FIG. 12: Comparison between field theory dynamics (left panel), and the least squares fitting in the oscillon-based
model (middle panel) and in the sphaleron-based (right panel) for s = 1.0 in the well model.

subsequent oscillon. Although it may be some range of
big s-values for which the accordance could be better,
there is not mathematical or physical guarantee for
this to happen.

5.3. KAK formation in the well model

As it has been briefly commented in Section 4,
an unexpected behavior appears when s takes small
values in the well model. In that limit, the sphaleron
resembles a KAK pair in the original ϕ6 model.
For sufficiently large amplitudes (A ≥ Acrit) of the
unstable mode, instead of collapsing, the sphaleron
expands as two outgoing accelerating kinks.

The dependence of this critical amplitude on the
model parameter s is illustrated in Fig. 13. It is
important to remark that this phenomenon can be
seen for considerably small values of the unstable
amplitude A as long as the parameter s is small
enough.

In order to explain this phenomenon, we have
assumed an ansatz of the form (5.14) with a(t) ∼
O (A) and bi(t) ∼ O

(
A2
)
, where A is the initial

amplitude of the unstable mode. When introduced in
the Lagrangian density and integrated over the space,

the resulting effective Lagrangian up to O
(
A4
)
is

L[a, bi] =
1

2
ȧ2 − 1

2
ω2
−1 a

2 +
1

2

N∑
i=1

ḃ2i −
1

2

N∑
i=1

ω2
i b

2
i

− αa3 − β a4 −
N∑
i=1

γi a
2 bi . (5.16)

The coefficients α, β and γi are given explicitly by

α = 6

∫
U

′′′

s6(ϕS(x)) η
3
−1(x) dx , (5.17)

β = 24

∫
U

(4)
s6 (ϕS(x)) η

4
−1(x) dx , (5.18)

γi = 2

∫
U

′′

s6(ϕS(x)) η
2
−1(x) ηi(x) dx . (5.19)

Solving the associated differential equation for bi at
this order, we obtain

bi(t) = A2 γi
ω2
i

(cos(ωit)− 1), (5.20)

for the initial conditions

a(0) = A, bi(0) = 0. (5.21)

From (5.19) it can be seen that γi only contributes
for even indexes i, that is, only the shape modes with
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the same symmetry as the unstable mode are excited
at lowest order. This approximate solution captures
with good agreement the initial excitation of the shape
modes in field theory (see Appendix B).

0.000 0.005 0.010 0.015
0.0

0.1

0.2

0.3

0.4

0.5

s

A
cr
it

FIG. 13: Dependence of the critical amplitude Acrit on
the model parameter s in the well model. The dashed line
corresponds to the theoretical prediction given by (5.30)
and the dots to the full numerical computation.

Therefore, the excitation of the unstable mode in
the collapsing direction has two implications: on the
one hand, the size of the sphaleron is reduced, and
on the other hand, the massive modes are triggered.
As a result of the shrinking, a static attractive force
between the constituent subkinks appears. We will
show that the excitation of the massive modes may
cancel this attraction. Let us start with the following
approximate field configuration

ϕ = ϕ0(x,Ac) +A−1η−1 +
∑
i

Aiϕ
(1)
i +

∑
i

A2
iϕ

(2)
i ,

(5.22)
where ϕ0(x,Ac) = ϕS(x) + Ac η−1(x), that is, the
initial deformed sphaleron in the direction of the
unstable mode. ϕ(1) and ϕ(2) stands for the first and
second order corrections to internal modes. The idea
is simple: solve the equation order by order in Ai

given by the ansatz (5.22), and look for the value
Ac such that A−1 is purely oscillatory. This leads
to the stationary solution we are looking for. By
substituting (5.22) into (2.8) and projecting onto the
unstable mode, we get at zeroth order in Ai and first
order in A1

Ä−1 + ω2
−1A−1 = −Ac ω

2
−1. (5.23)

The first order equation in Ai corresponds to the
Schrodinger equation of the modes, therefore

ϕ
(1)
i = ηi(x) cos(ωit). (5.24)

At second order in Ai we get

□ϕ
(2)
i + U ′′(ϕS)ϕ

(2)
i = −1

2
U ′′′(ϕS)

∑
i

ϕ
(1)
i

2

.

(5.25)

Taking into account (5.23) and (5.25) we finally get

Ä−1 + ω2
−1A−1 = −Ac ω

2
−1

−1

2

∫
U ′′′(ϕS) η−1(x)

∑
i

Aiϕ
(1)
i

2

dx.(5.26)

The inhomogeneous part of (5.26) consist of
constants and oscillatory terms of the form
cos(ωit) cos(ωjt). The latter produce oscillations
of A−1 which do not lead to exponential growing.
The vanishing condition for the constant terms give
precisely the critical value of the amplitude. Taking
into account (5.24) and (5.20) and disregarding the
oscillatory part we obtain

Ä−1 + ω2
−1A−1 = P (Ac), (5.27)

where

P (Ac) = −Ac ω
2
−1 −

1

4
A4

c

∑
i

γ2
i δi
ω4
i

, (5.28)

δi =

∫
U ′′′(ϕS) η−1(x) ηi(x)

2 dx . (5.29)

The amplitude Ac which cancels the right hand side
of (5.27) is precisely the value that leads to a purely
oscillatory solution. Therefore, imposing P (Ac) = 0
we get

Ac = −

 4ω2
−1∑

i

γ2
i δi
ω4

i


1/3

. (5.30)

In Fig. 13 we compare the theoretical prediction
(5.30) with the full numerical computation. For
the numerical calculation, we vary the amplitude A
of the unstable mode until we achieve a stationary
solution. The analytical expression (5.30) requires the
calculation of the sphaleron modes and eigenvalues
for each value of s. There is a good agreement
between both computations. For large values of s
(small sphalerons) the stationary solution requires
large amplitudes of the unstable mode departing from
the linear regime. A similar phenomenon, called thick
spectral wall, was also observed in KAK pairs in near-
BPS theories [33].

This phenomenon can be seen as a mechanism for
stabilizing unstable solutions. As we have seen, the
main ingredient responsible for this mechanism is the
excitation of internal modes capable of compensating
the instability.

Although we have studied this phenomenon for
a couple of particular models built ad hoc for this
purpose, we want to emphasize that this property
seems to be completely generic. It is expected that any
model with unstable sphaleron-type solutions can be
stabilized, as long as the model hosts internal modes.
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6. SUMMARY AND CONCLUSIONS

In this paper we have studied the decay of unstable
sphaleron-type solutions in two deformations of the ϕ6

model. The reason for the study of these two models is
threefold: first they both describe KAK configurations
of the ϕ6 model in a certain limit. Second, both
contain analytical sphaleron-type solutions and third,
despite their similarity, only one of them possesses
positive internal modes. This feature results in crucial
differences regarding the dynamics of the decay.

In the first case, the ϕ6 barrier model, the sphaleron
does not host positive internal modes. Excitations of
the sphaleron in the unstable direction of contraction
simply causes it to collapse. Excitations in the
opposite direction produces accelerated expansion of
the sphaleron. After collapsing, the sphaleron decays
into an oscillon, which radiates very slowly. We have
studied the oscillon resulting from the decay from
various points of view. First we use as effective d.o.f.
the amplitude of the leading term in a small amplitude
expansion [30, 31] and its Derrick mode. In the second
proposal, we use a profile adapted to the oscillon size
based on the sphaleron itself. Typically, the oscillon
possesses a modulated amplitude characterized by two
frequencies, which is also observed in the effective
models.

In the second case, the ϕ6 well model, the sphaleron
hosts positive internal modes, in increasing number
as the s parameter that measures the asymmetry
between the true vacua and the false vacuum becomes
smaller. For large s, as in the barrier case, after the
collapse the sphaleron decays into an oscillon with
a modulated amplitude. For small s the picture is
quite different. For small amplitude excitations of the
unstable mode the sphaleron collapses and bounces.
The mechanism behind this phenomenon is intimately
related to the presence of positive internal modes.
During the collapse, the modes are able to store energy
which is later transferred back to the constituent
subkinks (the sphaleron walls) in the form of kinetic
energy. Even more interestingly, as the sphaleron
gets squeezed in the unstable direction, there is a
critical value for which a stationary solution is formed.
The excitation of the internal modes compensates
the attraction in the unstable direction leading to an
oscillatory sphaleron. Above this critical value the
sphaleron solution expands. It is also interesting to
note that this mechanism is only activated when the
sphaleron contracts, since the internal modes always
push the constituent subkinks outward.

From a more general perspective, although we have
carried out a particular analysis in a model in 1 + 1
dimensions built for this purpose, the mechanisms
described here can exist in any model with unstable
sphaleron-type solutions, as long as they have internal
modes. We would like to emphasize that, even the

formulas that determine the critical amplitude are
rather generic and can be applied to any model
hosting sphaleron-like solutions. Of course, achieving
the stationary solution for a generic perturbation
requires fine-tuning the excitation of the unstable
mode. However, we have shown that determining
in which direction the sphaleron will decay depends
crucially on the critical amplitude of the negative
mode, which, for a generic perturbation, will depend
on the overlap of the latter with the mode. Therefore,
the role of this mechanism on the dynamics of unstable
objects can be of great interest.
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Appendix A: Oscillation and modulation
frequencies

In the main part of this paper, it has been studied
the frequencies involved in the oscilon dynamics after
its formation from the decay of an initially perturbed
sphaleron. It has been seen that the oscillon presents
a double quasi-periodic structure, related to two main
frequencies: the oscillation frequency ωosc and the
modulation frequency ωmod. These frequencies have
been determined through the Fourier transform of
the field configuration at the origin ϕ(0, t) using the
scipy.fft library from Python.

In Fig. 14 and 15 we represent the Fourier
transforms computed in the barrier model for s = 0.1
and s = 1.267 respectively, and the Fourier transforms
in the well model for s = 2.16 and s = 1.0 are
depicted in Fig. 16 and Fig. 17. We have denoted
the main frequencies by ω1 and ω2, where ωosc = ω2

and ωmod = ω2 − ω1. The corresponding frequencies
are collected in Table I, Table II, Table III and Table
IV.
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(a) Field theory . (b) Oscillon-based effective model . (c) Sphaleron-based effective model .

FIG. 14: Fourier transform of the field values at the origin ϕ(0, t) for the barrier model. The shaded region represent
the continuum, and the vertical dashed lines the main frequencies involved in the oscillon evolution for s = 0.1.

(a) Field theory . (b) Oscillon-based effective model . (c) Sphaleron-based effective model .

FIG. 15: Fourier transform of the field values at the origin ϕ(0, t) for the barrier model. The shaded region represent
the continuum, and the vertical dashed lines the main frequencies involved in the oscillon evolution for s = 1.267.

(a) Field theory . (b) Oscillon-based effective model . (c) Sphaleron-based effective model .

FIG. 16: Fourier transform of the field values at the origin ϕ(0, t) for the well model. The shaded region represent the
continuum, and the vertical dashed lines the main frequencies involved in the oscillon evolution for s = 2.16.

(a) Field theory . (b) Oscillon-based effective model . (c) Sphaleron-based effective model .

FIG. 17: Fourier transform of the field values at the origin ϕ(0, t) for the well model. The shaded region represent the
continuum, and the vertical dashed lines the main frequencies involved in the oscillon evolution for s = 1.0.

Appendix B: Excitation of the shape modes in
the well model

When the unstable mode of the sphaleron in the well
model is initially excited, the nonlinear terms couple

it to the available shape modes. This coupling can
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FIG. 18: Excitation of the shape modes by their coupling to the unstable mode. The solid line represents the field
theory dynamics (B.3) and the dashed line the approximate analytical expression (B.1).

be determined at lowest order by approximating the
field configuration by (5.14), with a(t) ∼ O (A) and
bi(t) ∼ O

(
A2
)
, and where A the initial amplitude of

the unstable mode, obtaining the effective Lagrangian
(5.16).
Solving the associated equations of motion for bi, it

has been obtained the following approximate solution

bi(t) = A2 γi
ω2
i

(cos(ωit)− 1), (B.1)

for the initial conditions

a(0) = A, bi(0) = 0. (B.2)

In order to verify the accuracy of (B.1), it has been
projected the profile ϕ(x, t) from field theory onto the
shapes modes as follows

bFT
i (t) =

∫ (
ϕ(x, t)− η−1(x; s)

)
ηi(x; s) dx . (B.3)

In Fig. 18 we compare the excitation of the
modes with even symmetry in field theory with the
approximate expression (B.1) for s = 0.005 and A =
0.26. There one can see initially a great agreement
in the amplitude and in the oscillation frequency.

The deviations present at longer times is expected to
be related to higher order contributions and to the
squeezing of the sphaleron, which changes its internal
structure.

Appendix C: Details of the numerical simulations

In this Appendix we summarize some relevant
details of the numerical method that has been used
during the simulations in field theory.

The equation of motion (2.3) or (2.8) has been
discretized using an explicit second order finite
difference scheme, and the simulations have been
performed on the interval −L < x < L, with
L = 100. Regarding the boundary conditions, Mur’s
conditions on both edges of the simulation box have
been imposed (

∂tϕ+ ∂xϕ
)∣∣∣

x=L,t
= 0 , (C.1)(

∂tϕ− ∂xϕ
)∣∣∣

x=−L,t
= 0 , (C.2)

in order to prevent the radiation from reflecting back
from the boundaries of the system. Furthermore, a
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damping term of the form γ(x)ϕt has been introduced
near the edges to absorb as much as possible any
remaining amount of radiation. The explicit x-
dependence of γ(x) reads as [34]

γ(x) =



(
x− (L− 10)

10

)4

, if x ≥ L− 10,(
x+ (L− 10)

10

)4

, if x ≤ −L+ 10,

0 , otherwise.

(C.3)
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