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ABSTRACT: In our previous paper [1, 2], we proposed a probabilistic argument to explain
the reason why the cosmological constant is very small in 4D. It is natural to ask if
the result can be generalized to D-dimension. Moreover, in higher dimensional theory
motivated by string theory the Gauss-Bonnet term plays an important role. Therefore, in
this paper, we generalize our result to arbitrary D dimensions including the Gauss-Bonnet
term. As a result, we have two main results. We find that the FEuclidean action of the
bounce, B, describing the decay of a de Sitter vacuum, is proportional to A2 @ 72), which
has a pole as A — 0 where A is the cosmological constant of the parent vacuum. This
result is similar to the result in 4D. The other result is that we find a new decay channel,
describing up-tunnelling from anti-de Sitter into de Sitter. The meaning of this new decay
channel in the string landscape should be explored in the future.
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1 Introduction

One of the most important discoveries in modern cosmology is that our universe is under-
going accelerated expansion, which is driven by the so-called ’dark energy’. The simplest
explanation of dark energy is that it is the vacuum energy which gravitates like a cosmo-
logical constant. Omne of the astonishing features of the cosmological constant is that its
value is extremely small and remains constant over time.

How to explain the origin of the small value of the cosmological constant has become
a long standing problem in theoretical physics. Pauli did the calculation of he zero-point
energy of the electron on the curvature of spacetime and he found that the universe cannot
reach to the moon [3]. According to quantum field theory, we know that when we com-
pute the contributions to the vacuum energy which are from quantum fields, the radiative
corrections to the vacuum energy are extremely sensitive to the UV cut-off. Radiative
corrections scale like the 4-th power of the UV cut-off. For example, if we take the cut-off
to TeV scale or beyond, then the vacuum energy density of the theoretical result lies at
least 60 orders of magnitude higher than the scale of dark energy. Furthermore, if we take
the UV cut-off to the Planck scale, then the discrepancy between theory and observation
will extend to 120 orders of magnitude. More reviews of the cosmological constant problem
can be found in [4-7].

In recent two papers, Kaloper [8] and Kaloper and Westphal [9] constructed a simple
model where the cosmological constant can be neutralized by membrane nucleation. The
membranes are charged under a pair of 3-forms. The authors can obtain a dense vacua
landscape which includes the current vacuum by introducing the so-called ’irrational trick’.
One important thing of their models is that the membrane charges are not very small in



Planck units. Phase transitions between two different vacua go through via the nucleation
of membranes. By assuming some relatively mild assumptions on the membrane charge
and tension, the authors obtain that the nucleation tunneling rate slows down exponen-
tially quickly. The vacua decay stops when curvature goes to zero. In fact, the model of
Kaloper and Westphal is a generalization of covariant formulation of unimodular gravity
of Henneaux and Teitelboim [10]. However, although it is phenomenologically interesting,
the model is still challenging to be embedded within fundamental theory such as string
theory since the model has no kinetic term.

However, in our previous paper we have shown that the key aspects of the neutraliza-
tion mechanism of the model can be applied to a general four-dimensional effective field
theory [1]. The famous Bousso-Polchinski set-up [12] is one of the examples of the 4D EFT.
In current string cosmology, anthropic principle has become the dominant explanation for
the small value of cosmological constant. We proposed a ’probabilistic’ argument for the
cosmological constant to challenge the anthropic principle. The general family of EFTs
included multiple species of four-forms coupled to multiple scalars with generic potentials.
We can hope that the relaxation mechanism can be derived from string flux compactifica-
tions. In our model the three-forms and the scalars gravitate like a cosmological constant
in vacuum, even in the presence of a four-form flux. The four-form flux is quantised, which
gives rise to a landscape of vacua [12]. In order to match with the observations, the result-
ing landscape must be so dense near Minkowski spacetime that we can get a very small
cosmological constant.

We considered the cosmological constant problem in our previous paper [1]. In the
paper we computed the tunnelling exponent B,

B = Sg(instanton) — Sg(parent), (1.1)

where Sg(instanton) is the Euclidean action of instanton and Sg(parent) is the Euclidean
action of parent vacuum. We will explain more details about B in the following.

A natural question is that if the tunnelling exponent B has a similar behavior in
D-dimension. Moreover, in higher dimensional theory motivated by string theory the
Gauss-Bonnet term plays an important role [13], therefore, it is natural to ask if the Gauss-
Bonnet term affects the behaviour of the cosmological constant near Minkowski space. So
in the present paper we will consider that if the tunneling exponent B in [1] has similar
behaviour in D-dimension including the Gauss-Bonnet term. According to the stability
analysis of vacua in Gauss-Bonnet gravity, the associated coupling constant of the Gauss-
Bonnet term, 6, should be positive, otherwise the whole theory will be unstable [14]. In
the following calculation, we assume that 6 is positive. We should point out that there
exist two possibilities if we require positive membrane tension. We can find a new decay
branch AdS; — dS_ in one of the possibilities. This new branch does not exist in General
Relativity and our previous model [1]. We have not figured out the meaning of the new
decay branch in string landscape so far. It should be studied in the future.

The rest of this paper is organised as follows: in section 2, we present the generalised
set-up and the landscape of Lorentzian vacuum solutions. In section 3, we Wick rotate
to Euclidean signature and solve the Euclidean field equations to find the corresponding



instanton solutions and compute the corresponding transition rates. We demonstrate the
role of the parameter X in controlling the stability of near Minkowski vacua, protecting
them from decay into anti-de Sitter. We find that if we consider the effect of the Gauss-
Bonnet term, there exists a new decay branch, AdS; to dS_, which does not exist in
General Relativity. In section 5, we conclude and discuss our results.

2 The generalised set-up and vacua

2.1 The generalised set-up

We start with a general D-dimensional effective theory on a manifold, M, with a dynamical
metric gy, and a family of (D — 1)-form fields, A’ and dual scalars ¢;,
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where D is the dimension of spacetime and R the Ricci scalar. 6 is a linear Gauss-Bonnet
coupling parameter, which is a function of scalar fields and Rgp = R p0 R*P7 —4R,,, RF +
R? is the associated Gauss-Bonnet term. The D-form field strengths F* are given in terms
of the (D —1)-form fields F" = dA" and % denotes the Hodge star operator on the manifold
M.

The action is also equipped with boundary terms which depend on the choice of bound-
ary conditions. These are integrals over the boundary, 3, which we take to be a co-
dimension one surface described by the embedding z# = X*#(£%). The induced metric and
the pullback of the (D —1)-forms on the boundary are given respectively by Vo = g X'a X b
and of = ﬁA;‘“ pi 1 X X2 XD N dER. N dEP-1, where X, = OX* /0€
are the boundary tangent vectors. For an action of the form (2.1), the analogue of the
Gibbons-Hawking boundary term, is given by [15-17],

/ dP1z\/]) [M£72K +46(J — QGinij)} - / up'd; + Axial, (2.2)
b b
where we define “conjugate momenta”,

p' = —dP e/ YW ItV g, i = o — Zij(xFY). (2.3)

In eq.(2.2), 745 is the induced metric on the spacetime boundary, ¥, with corresponding
Einstein tensor G¥. The extrinsic curvature, K;; = %En’m, is defined in terms of the Lie
derivative of the induced metric with respect to the outward pointing normal, n®, and
K =~ K;j is its trace. Finally, we can define [16, 17]

1

Jij =
3

(KK — K*)Kj + 2K Ky K*, — 2KikKlelj] (2.4)

along with its trace J = ¥ Jij. The extrinsic curvature piece ensures that the action
can be extremised under metric variations with Dirichlet boundary conditions, dv., = 0



[18]. Meanwhile, the parameter A\ allows us to interpolate between Dirichlet (A = 0) and
Neumann (A = 1) boundary conditions on the (D — 1)-forms, while the parameter u allows
us to interpolate between Dirichlet (¢ = 0) and Neumann (@ = 1) boundary conditions on
the scalars [1].

Moreover, we consider the membrane contributions. We can include contributions from
membranes and anti-membranes, >, charged under any of the (D — 1)-forms, such that

Smembranes = - Z {77}(1@ / O‘é + Tl'/ leg\/h/_ﬂ} : (25)
i X7 Xr
Membranes charged under A? carry a fundamental charge +¢; depending on whether they
are branes or antibranes and tension 7;. In the action (2.5), 77} = 0,%£1 depending on
whether the membrane ¥ carries positive (n} = 1), negative (77} = —1) or vanishing charge
(nt = 0) under A’. The pullback and the induced metric of the three-forms on X are given
in a similar way to the boundary, by o = ﬁAleMmuDﬂXﬁlXﬁQ...Xﬁfg_lldgil A
dé ... A dEP-1 and Yrqp = 9w X1laX 1Y, where Xlo = 0X " /0€" are the tangent vectors
on Y;. In the current paper we only consider the timelike membranes so that their unit
normal nf is spacelike.

2.2 Vacua

We take vacua to be real Lorentzian solutions with constant scalars, D-forms of constant
flux «F" = ¢!, and a maximally symmetric metric with constant curvature k2, corresponding
to dS (k* > 0), Minkowski (k> = 0) or AdS (k? < 0) spacetime. Since the scalars are
constant, then the Gauss-Bonnet coupling parameter 6 is a constant as well. The conjugate
momentum,

Xi = 03 — Zijcj (2.6)
is locally constant. The equations of motion away from membranes will be given in (3.6),
(3.7) and (3.8). At membranes, we get a jump in x;,

Ax; = —ntg; (no sum over i), (2.7)

generically triggering a jump in the spacetime curvature. Thus we have a landscape of pos-
sible vacua with different cosmological constants, scanned through membrane nucleation.
Membrane nucleation, which is a quantum process, is necessary for scanning the landscape
of vacua. When we compute transition rates we do so between eigenstates of constant
x;- This suggests a path integral formalism equipped with Neumann boundary conditions,
fixing x; in both the in-state and in the out-state [19]. We will compute these transition
rates in the next section.

3 Nucleation rates

Transitions between vacua go through via membrane nucleation. In order to compute
the nucleation rate at which transitions occur, we need to do analytical continuation to
Euclidean signature

t— —itp,  *xF'— xF, Al — G AY S — iSg, (3.1)



where Sg is the Euclidean action
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Moreover, we should solve for the instanton solution interpolating between the parent
vacuum, M, with curvature ki and the daughter vacuum, M_, with curvature k2.

The boundary terms have been chosen to be consistent with Neumann boundary conditons
on the (D — 1)-form fields (A = 1). We will only consider bounce configurations that
transition between two vacua, therefore we assume that there is a single membrane, 3,
which is charged under A’ for some particular choice of i = i,. The membrane tension is
T = 7;, and the membrane charges under A’ are given by Q; = 6;;, Qi., where Q;, = +g¢;, .
After the Wick rotation, the Euclidean action of membrane is given by

Srgembranes - _Qi* /EO/E* + T/Z dDilé.E V "YZ‘ . (33)

We consider O(D) symmetric Euclidean field configurations, with metric
ds®> = N?(r)dr?® + p(r)?dQp_1, (3.4)

where dQ2p_1 = h;;d€'d€7 is the metric on a unit (D — 1)-sphere, Euclidean (D — 1)-form
potentials
Al = A'(r)/]n]dP e (3.5)
and scalars ¢; = ¢;(r). We will set N(r) = 1 in the following calculation. The membrane
is assumed to lie at » = 0 and radial coordinate runs from 7y, < 0 to rmax > 0. Note that
upon Wick rotation back to the Lorentzian signature, the instanton solution corresponds
to a bubble of daughter vacuum in the parent spacetime.
With this ansatz, the resulting field equations away from the membrane for constant

scalars ¢; are the following (we have set N(r) = 1):

For N:
1 L1 o\ 2 1 AV A4d
0=5(D—1)(D - 2) M2 [? - <;> ] -V - izijm .
+0(D = 1)(D = 2)(D = 3)(D ~ 4)5(1 = )



For p:

1 _
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For A':
=0 55)

where x; = g; — Zijp’g—]:l and ’ denotes the derivative with respect to r.
Since we have assumed that all scalars are locally constant and satisfy the constraints
listed in (3.7) and (3.8), this system is solved by
sin(k(er + 7o)

where k? is the curvature of spacetime, and (D — 1)-form potentials
T
A'(r)=A"(0) + cl/ drp(r)P=1. (3.10)
0

Note that the solution for p extends to k2 < 0 by analytic continuation. The parameter g
is an integration constant, setting the radius of the (D — 1)-sphere at the membrane.

For k? > 0, the geometry is that of a section of a D-sphere and we can check that
under € — —¢, 7o — w/k — 10, p is invariant. Therefore, without loss of generality, we can
always set € = +1, while also assuming r € [0, 7/k]. The poles of the D-sphere are located
at Tmax = 7 — 7o and ryip = —7o.

For k> = 0 and k? < 0, the geometries are different. The geometry for k? = 0 is
that of a section of a D-dimensional Euclidean plane. While the geometry for k% < 0
is that of a section of a D-dimensional hyperboloid. We can take rg > 0 since the p at
the membrane is non-negative. Unlike the case of k2 > 0, for these two cases we cannot
always set € without loss of generality and must consider each case separately. For e = —1,
Tmax = To corresponding to where the (D — 1)-spheres shrink to zero size, while ryi, = —oc0
corresponding to the point where they diverge. For ¢ = +1, the result is reversed: rpax = 00
corresponding to where the (D — 1)-spheres diverge, while r,;, = —rg corresponding to the
point where they shrink to zero size.

We have a continuity constraint at the membrane,

Ap(0) = A [Sin:ro} =0, (3.11)



where we introduce two notations Az = z* — 2~ and (z) = 2(2* +27), which correspond

to the difference and average of some quantity = defined on either side of the membrane,
respectively.
We also have the following junction conditions

T=—(D-2)M,;*A {@} - ge(p —2)(D - 3)(D —4)A [’”/3(0)}

p(0) p3(0)
- - - - 2 (0) (3.12)
(D ~2)(D = 3)(D ~ )5 | s
Axi = —06;i, Qi.- (3.13)

According to eq.(3.12), the Gauss-Bonnet term has no contribution when D < 4.
Physically realistic membranes always carry non-negative tension, resulting in the fol-
lowing constraint on the allowed configurations

AAP'(0) > 0, (3.14)
where

A== ME2F(0) + 20(D ~ 3)(D ~ ) (0))

1 (3.15)
—30(D=3)(D — 4)Ap?(0) — 40(D — 3)(D — 4).
If 6 is zero and D = 4, then we have
—Myp*(0)Ap'(0) > 0, (3.16)
namely,
Alecoskro] <0, (3.17)

which is the result we have obtained in [1].
Eq. (3.15) has two possibilities when D > 5. The first possibility is A < 0. Then we
have Ap'(0) < 0, namely,
Alecoskrg] <0. (3.18)

Then this possibility has the same allowed configurations as we obtained in our previous
paper [1]. For this possibility, we have only three configurations that avoid any prob-
lems with negative brane tension or infinitely suppressed tunnelling rates. These are the
configurations of physical interest corresponding to

e dS, — dS_
e dS; — Minkowski/AdS_
e Minkowski/AdS, — Minkowski/AdS_ (|k_| > |k |)

each with ex = 1 and so p/(rmin) = 1. Table 1 summaries all possible transformations for
this possibility [1].



dS;
e =+1

Minkowski/AdS
e =+1

Minkowski/AdS
e =—1

ds_— (kro)y > 5 > (kro)— | (kro)y > (kro)— > 3 negative tension (kro)—- > 5 5 > (kro)-
e~ =+1 allowed for |[X]| <1 | allowed for X < —1 kinematically kinematically
5 > (kro)+ > (kro)- (kro)+ < (kro)— allowed for X < —1, | allowed for —1 < X <0,
allowed for X > 1 negative tension infinitely suppressed infinitely suppressed
Minkowski/AdS_ (kro)s > 5 %> (kro)+ [k_| > |k4| [k—| < k4| kinematically allowed for |X| <1,

e_ =+1 allowed for 0 < X <1 allowed for X > 1 allowed for X > 1 | negative tension infinitely suppressed
Minkowski/AdS _ negative tension negative tension [k_| > k4| [k-] < |ky|
e =-1 negative tension kinematically

allowed for X < —1,
infinitely suppressed

Table 1: Summary of transitions My — M_ where M is de Sitter, Minkowski or anti
de Sitter, are listed. The transition is forbidden if a transition has negative tension and
we mark it accordingly. We mark whether they are kinematically allowed for | X| > 1 or
|X| <1 for the remaining transitions. In some of these cases, we rule out some transitions
although they are kinematically allowed since the transition rate is infinitely suppressed.
We can take e = 41 for all dS configurations without loss of generality, so any examples
contrary to this are not applicable. While for AdS and Minkowski configurations, we need
to consider the two cases € = +1 and € = —1, respectively. This table is given in [1].

The second possibility is A > 0. Then we have Ap/(0) > 0, namely,
Alecoskrg] > 0. (3.19)

This possibility has some new allowed configurations. For the second possibility, we also
have three configurations that avoid any problems with negative brane tension or infinitely
suppressed tunnelling rates as well. These are the configurations of physical interest cor-
responding to

e dS; — dS_
e Minkowski/AdS, — dS_
e Minkowski/AdS — Minkowski/AdS_ (|ky| > |k_])

where the second configuration, Minkowski/AdS, — dS
is not possible in General Relativity and our previous paper [1].

_, is a new configuration, which
Table 2 summaries all
possible transformations for this possibility.

It is not hard to get positive A. For example, if we take 6 = 0.8M£_2, ro = 0.5, |k+| = 0.8
and cos (k_79) = 0.9, then we can have A > 0. We define 6.5y = 6(D — 3)(D — 4). Since
the stability of Gauss-Bonnet gravity requires 6 to be positive [14], considering A > 0, we
can have the sufficient condition which 6 should satisfy

Mllj_z‘kL2+| [COShQ(’kJ’_ Iro) — 1]
E )

Ocrr > (3.20)

where

1 1 1
> = — cosh?(|k,|ro) + 3 cos® (k_ro) + 3 cosh(|k4|ro) cos (k_rp) — 4. (3.21)
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dsy Minkowski/AdS Minkowski/AdS .
ey =+1 e =+1 e =1
ds- (kro)— > § > (kro)+ | (kro)- > (kro)y > 5 (kro)- <% (kro)- > 5§ negative tension
e =+1 allowed for [X] <1 allowed for X >1 kinetically kinetically
2> (kro)— > (kro)+ (kro)4 > (kro)— allowed for X < —1| allowed for -1 < X <0
allowed for X < —1 negative tension
Minkowski/AdS _ negative tension [y | > k-] [y | <[] negative tension
e =+1 kinetically negative tension
allowed for X < —1

Minkowski/AdS_
e-=-1

(kro)y < 3
kinetically
allowed for 0 < X <1
infinitely suppressed

(kro)y > 5
kinetically
allowed for X > 1
infinitely suppressed

kinematically
allowed for [X| <1,

infinitely suppressed

erl < o]
kinetically
allowed for X < —1
infinitely suppressed

[F| > [k

negative tension

Table 2: Summary of transitions M, — M_ when A > 0.

The tunnelling rates between two vacua M, — M _ in semi-classical theory of vacuum
decay are given by the following formula

r _B/h
— ~ .22
Vol "¢ (3.22)
where the tunnelling exponent B is
B = Sg(instanton) — Sg(parent). (3.23)

and I' is the transition (or tunnelling) rate. Here Sg(instanton) is the Euclidean action
evaluated on the bubble configurations described above, interpolating between the two
vacua M and M_. While Sg(parent) is the Euclidean action evaluated on the complete
parent vacuum, M, which has no bubbles.

After a relatively lengthy calculation and plenty of heart warming cancellations, the
tunnelling exponent B can be computed in all cases:

B :A[/O =)D =2), py 1

Qp_1

2 pl D=3 (1 + cos? k(ro + 1)) sin” =2 k(ro + )

Tmin

+6(D —1)(D —2)(D —3)(D —4) sin? 2 k(rg + )

kD_5

1
X [1 ~3 cos? k(ro + r) + 2 cos? k(ro + 1)

F6(D — 1)(D ~ (D~ 3)(D — 4) 5y sin® " k(ro +7)
o 1)2(D — 2)M£_2 D=3 sin? L k(rg +7)] + Tp(0)P~1,

(3.24)

where r;, denotes the minimal value of the radial coordinate and Qp_; is the volume of
the unit (D — 1)-sphere. In (3.24), we have used (3.9) for dS vacua. Of course, for AdS
vacua, p should be replaced by

1
PAdS = T sinh(|k|(er + 1)), €= =£1. (3.25)



As we did in [1], we now define a parameter X, which is given by

2('(0)) _ 1+2 B (ecos kro) 4
Alp(0)]  1-27 (ecoskrg)_’

(3.26)

The value of X now corresponds to a kinematic constraint on the geometry. When z < 1,
X € (—1,400); when z > 1, X € (—oo, —1). Since the values of X in these two parts are
not continuous, we can expect that the behaviour near X = 1 should be very important.

According to the junction conditions (3.12) and (3.13), X can also be rewritten in
terms of Ak? and T2. The expression is complicated and we do not use it in the present
paper, thus we do not list the formula for X. In particular, if # = 0, we can get

(D — 2)2M> P~ A2

X = Tgl (3.27)

with X > 0 in downward transitions and X < 0 in upward transitions. Furthermore, if

AMA AK?
D =4, we have X = —F5
importantly, however, it turns out that some configurations are kinematically allowed only
when | X| <1 with the remainder allowed when |X| > 1.

According to (3.26), we know that X ~ 1 when k4 is about zero and k_ is finite.

, which is consistent with the X we have obtained in [1]. More

When we consider the down-tunnelling from near Minkowski space to anti-de Sitter space,
which k4 goes to zero while k_ is finite, according to (3.24), the tunnelling exponent for
Miny — AdS_ goes as

1 1

BM+*>AdS_ ~ kf*? ~ A%(D72)’ X =~ 17 (328)

where A is the cosmological constant, which is proportional to ki As the parent vacuum
approaches Minkowski, this exponent diverges, suppressing any transition into AdS and
ensuring a long lived Minkowski vacuum. In fact, according to (3.24), the Gauss-Bonnet
term does not affect the behaviour of pole. In other words, if X a 1, in the absence of
the Gauss-Bonnet term, By, . aqs_ still has the same behavior. We can give an intuitive
understanding for this result. According to (2.1), the GR term is proportional to curvature
R (or k?) while the Gauss-Bonnet term is proportional to R? (or k*). Therefore, when k
goes to zero, the GR term should play the dominant role in tunnelling exponent and the
GB term cannot affect the behaviour near k ~ 0.

We have a comment on X = 1. If X = 1, even if there is no Gauss-Bonnet term,
according to (3.27), the precise value X is dependent on the membrane tension and the
depth of the daughter vacuum. In any given model, these quantities are exposed to radiative
corrections. We need to tune the value of X to be close to unity, but this is not natural.
If we include the contribution from the Gauss-Bonnet term, we can expect that more
quantities should be tuned. Therefore, we will not accept X = 1 limit.

There is an argument in [23] that up-tunnelling is impossible from Minkowski or anti-
dS space. The argument is the following. Every instanton describes not one but two
transitions. If we calculate the rate for one process, then we should calculate the rate for
the reverse process as well. In other words, this means that the instanton not only describes

,10,



‘down-tunneling’ from A to B, but also describes ‘up-tunneling’ from B to A [23]. These
processes are described by the same instanton both, and the rate to down-tunneling and
up-tunneling are given by

Caop~e 89/ ASL = Sp(instanton) — Sp(A), (3.29)

and
Tpoar~ eiASE/h, ASE = Sg(instanton) — Sg(B). (3.30)

The ratio of (3.29) and (3.30) is given by e5#(A)=S2(B) the ratio of the exponentials of the
entropies. The essential feature of de Sitter space which allows up-tunnelling is that the
system has finite size in the sense that it has a finite horizon volume and a finite entropy,
namely, Sg(B) is finite. However, when sizes of system are infinite, entropy differences
between two states are infinite, therefore based on principle of detailed balance the up-
tunneling is impossible. Anti-de Sitter space and Minkowski space have infinite horizon
volumes and infinite entropies, therefore in [23] the authors claimed that up-tunnelling is
impossible from anti-de Sitter space or Minkowski space. So the readers will ask a question:
if our result contradicts the argument in [23]7

Here is our explanation. As we have seen in Table 2, we have a new decay branch
AdS, — dS_, when e = 1. In fact, the ratio of (3.29) and (3.30) is given by e5#(45)=5p(AdS),
Since Sg(dS) is finite while Sg(AdS) is infinite, the difference between these two action
is infinite. However, this does not mean that Bag4s, .45 needs to be infinite. In Gen-
eral Relativity and other previous models [1, 23], the decay branch Bags, —qs_ does not
exist because of the negative membrane tension. However, as we have pointed out, when
we include the contribution of the Gauss-Bonnet term, there exists a new decay branch
Bags, —as_, when € = £1, which has positive membrane tension. Hence there is no con-
tradiction between our result and the argument of [23].

4 Conclusions and discussions

The cosmological constant problem is a long-standing problem in theoretical physics. In
the current string cosmology, anthropic principle is the dominant explanation for the small
value of the cosmological constant of our universe. We challenged the dominant assertion in
our previous paper [1]. For a family of string-inspired models of four-form fluxes coupled
to scalar fields, including Bousso and Polchinski’s set-up, we can show how the current
vacuum can be selected on ’probabilistic’ grounds. In other words, our universe is born
from probability. Hence the existence of our world is independent of mankind and other
biological species.

The main idea of our paper [1] was inspired by the model constructed by Kaloper
[8] and Kaloper and Westphal [9], though we have shown how to generalize this special
model. We proposed an important parameter X which controls the lifetime of low scale
vacua, similar to the current vacuum we are living. When the parent vacuum goes to
Minkowski spacetime, we found that a pole can appear in the corresponding bounce if X
is suitably bounded. This can guarantee the stability of the Minkowski vacuum and hence
the longevity of those vacua near Minkowski in Planck units.
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In paper [1], we only considered the cosmological constant problem in 4D. A nat-
ural question is that if the tunnelling exponent B has a similar behavior in arbitrary
D-dimension. Moreover, the Gauss-Bonnet term appears often in string theory [13], there-
fore, it is natural to ask if the Gauss-Bonnet term affects the behaviour of the cosmological
constant near Minkowski space. So we will consider that if our explanation in [1] still works
in D-dimension including the Gauss-Bonnet term. According to higher dimensional theory
motivated by string theory, the associated coupling constant of the Gauss-Bonnet term
6 should be positive, otherwise the whole theory will be unstable [14]. In the following
calculation, we assume that 6 is a positive constant since ¢; are locally constants. We
find that the tunneling bounce B of Min; — AdS_ is proportional to Afé(Dd), which
has a pole and is similar to the result in 4D. This means that the Gauss-Bonnet term
does not play a major role in explaining the small cosmological constant. Furthermore, we
should point out that when we include the Gauss-Bonnet term, there exist two possibilities
if we require positive membrane tension. As a result, we can find a new decay branch
AdSy — dS_, ex = 1. This new branch does not exist in General Relativity and our
previous model [1].

Although the Gauss-Bonnet term is a topological term when D = 2 3,4, we can
still consider the 4D limit, i.e., D — 4 Gauss Bonnet gravity [27]. In this limit, the
Gauss-Bonnet term still has dynamical effects. However, so far people have not found the
up-tunnelling in D — 4 Gauss Bonnet gravity. Based on our results, there are at least
two speculative pictures. One picture is that AdS vacua decay to near Minkowski vacua
(k2 > 0) directly. We can expect that there is a pole k~2 near Minkowski vacua. The other
possible picture is that in the first step vacua decay from AdS parent vacua, which can be
obtained in string theory, to high dS daughter vacua. And then in the second step high
dS vacua decay to near Minkowski vacua (k? > 0). In order to get a very small positive
cosmological constant, we need to introduce a mechanism to halt the decay process. The
dS vacua cannot be long-lived. In fact it is very hard to get de Sitter vacua from string
theory [28]. People have tried many scenarios, such as KKLT scenario [29]. We should find
more terms which can induce AdS — dS decay channel, which is new and interesting. At
present we have not figured out the meaning of the new decay branch in string landscape.
All of these should be studied in the future.
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A Calculations of the Gauss-Bonnet term in D-dimension

We consider O(D) symmetric Euclidean field configurations, with metric
ds® = dr? + p(r)%dQp_1, (A.1)

where dQQp_1 = hijdfidfj is the metric on a unit (D — 1)-sphere. We denote r as the
radial coordinate and i’s as the other coordinate components. Then we can obtain the
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corresponding components of Riemann tensor

i 1 p, ? 7 ()
Ry = [_2 - <_> ] (00 — 01 00), (A-2)
p p
i P
By =0 (4.3)

and other components are vanishing. Then by contraction we have the components of Ricci
tensor in D-dimension:

i AN AW
Rk_<(D ) |- (p)] p)ak, (A.4)
R' =0, (A.5)
R, ——(D- 1)%". (A.6)

As a result, we can get the Ricci scalar in D-dimension:

1 ,0/ 2 ,0”
5 - (D=1D-2) <—> —2AD -1 (A7)

R=(D-1)(D-2) ;

Finally, the associated Gauss-Bonnet term is given by

Rgp =R* —ARM™ R, + R*™" Ryps

1 pl4
=D —-1)(D-2)(D—-3)(D — 4); + (D —-1)(D-2)(D-3)(D — 4)F
p” o’ (A.8)
—2(D-=1)(D =2)(D=3)(D—4)— —4D - 1)(D-2)(D - 3)—
p p
p/Qp//
+4(D —-1)(D - 2)(D - 3) R
B Calculation of the boundary term in D-dimension
The extrinsic curvature Kj; of metric (A.1) is
/
Kij = Zhy, (B.1)
p
and its trace is ,
K =hiK; = (D - 1)%. (B.2)
Then according to (2.4), then we have
1 o3
Jij = —g(D —2)(D — 3)Fhija (B.3)
and its trace is
y 1 p/3
JEhJJl-j:—g(D—l)(D—2)(D—3)?. (B.4)
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The corresponding Ricci tensor éij on the spacetime, ¥, is given by

N . 1 N 1 1 . 1
Gij = Rij - §hin = (D - 2)?5] - §h](D - 1)(D - 2)? (B.5)
Then we can obtain that
~ p/ 1 pl3
J = 2G; K5 = (D—-1)(D—2)(D-3) <; — §F> . (B.6)

Finally, the first term of the boundary term (2.2), the Gibbons-Hawking term, is given by

/dDI:c\/|h|Mll)_2K = / dPteMI (D - 1)
= P s P

/

B

; (B.7)

> |

and the second term of the boundary term (2.2), the Myers term, is given by

~ / /3
/ dP~'z\/|h|40(J — 2G;;K;j) = 40(D — 1)(D — 2)(D — 3)/ dP~ta/|h| (% — %%) :
% pX
B.8)
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