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We present a theory of false vacuum decay induced by spherical nucleation seeds. The

type of seed considered has a boundary characterised by surface energy terms. The theory

applies to false vacuum decay at zero and finite temperatures. Seeded nucleation may be

important for enabling future false vacuum decay experiments on analogue systems using

Bose Einstein Condensates (BEC). We show that our theory of seeded nucleation at finite

temperature applied to a potassium BEC in two spatial dimensions agrees with numerical,

real-time, simulations.

I. INTRODUCTION

First order phase transitions in continuous media are characterised by the nucleation of bubbles

which grow and coalesce. A remarkable prediction of quantum field theory is that a similar process

can occur in a quantum field. This is the phenomenon of false vacuum decay [1, 2]. False vacuum

decay in elementary particle physics could have significant consequences. In the early universe,

false vacuum decay at finite temperature [3] could play a role in the formation of matter [4] and

gravitational waves [5]. The origin of the universe could even be the result of a vacuum decay event

[6]. The possibility of false vacuum decay in the present day was described by Coleman as “the

ultimate ecological catastrophe” [7]. (For reviews of early universe vacuum decay see e.g. [8, 9].)

Familiar phase transitions in nature, for example the one between liquid and gaseous phases of

water, most often proceed with the assistance of nucleation seeds. In clouds, dust in the upper

atmosphere plays a key role in the formation of water droplets (e.g. [10]). In this paper, we sketch

out a general theory of nucleation near boundaries in quantum field theory, based on ideas from

the thermodynamical study of liquid-vapour systems (e.g [11]).

For our discussion, a seed is any region which has a boundary with the true or false vacuum

phase, but is not itself in either phase. We do not consider any energy input, as might occur in
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FIG. 1. Seeded bubble nucleation. In the left figure the seed is inside a bubble of true vacuum and in the

right figure on the edge of the bubble.

a particle collision event. We will also restrict ourselves to spherical seeds. Surface energy contri-

butions play an important role in the theory, and so we assume that the bubbles have sufficiently

well-defined boundaries for this.

Examples of seeded nucleation in quantum field theory exist already in the literature. Nucleation

seeded by black holes was introduced in Refs. [12–16]. Nucleation by quantum vortices was the

examined in Ref. [17]. Bubbles can act like seeds in models with multiple false vacua, producing

“barnacles” on bubble walls [18]. Enhancement of vacuum decay due to particle collisions has also

been considered in the past, [19–22], although this is arguably better classed as “catalysed” rather

than seeded.

Interesting questions surround the geometry of the seeded bubble nucleation event. There are

two possibilities, the bubble surrounds the seed, which we call interstitial nucleation, or the bubble

intersects the seed, which we call edge nucleation. We show that edge nucleation is the far more

likely of the two. (This has already been seen in liquid droplet systems [23].)

An important motivation for this paper has been the recent interest in experiments on false

vacuum decay in the laboratory. Bose-Einstein Condensates (BEC) are especially relevant because

they can be described by a coherent quantum field. It is possible for a multi-component BEC

to have regimes in which it behaves like a analogue system with a false vacuum state. The first

experimental demonstration of false vacuum decay at finite temperature has been achieved in

a sodium BEC [24]. Earlier theoretical proposals have shown that the effective theory in some

systems can possess Lorentz invariance [25–27]. In these systems, a metastable false vacuum state

exists, which is is expected to decay by Coleman-type bubble nucleation [28–30]. Simulations at

finite temperature indicate that the decay can be described by thermal instantons [31–33].

In future laboratory experiments, it may useful to force bubble nucleation events in order to

study how they grow and interact. This could be done by imprinting a region with the true vacuum

state artificially. The alternative would be to seed bubbles, for example by depleting the density of
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atoms in a small region. The seeding method has the advantage of testing some aspects of bubble

nucleation theory, which the imprinting method cannot.

In the final section of this paper, we describe a numerical simulation of bubble nucleation around

a seed in a potassium–39 BEC at finite temperature, based on the scheme proposed in [34]. The

seed is created by creating a region of high potential, which forces the density to drop. Nucleation

is enhanced, as expected, and the nucleation is always of the edge type.

II. GENERAL CONSIDERATIONS

A. Bubble nucleation

FIG. 2. The potential of an effective field theory with true and false vacuua.

Bubble nucleation is a feature of false vacuum decay [1, 2] and first order phase transitions

[35]. Both can be described using effective field theories. In the thermal case, the initial state is a

thermal ensemble of particle excitations about the false vacuum field φFV . We follow Ref. [3] in

describing this case as false vacuum decay at finite temperature. The nucleation rate of bubbles

in the thermal or false vacuum state is given by a universal formula, depending on an instanton

solution φb to the effective field equations. Instanton solutions use an imaginary time coordinate,

t = iτ and their action is pure imaginary iSE , where SE is termed the Euclidean action. The rate

of bubble nucleation Γ in a volume V is [1, 2]

Γ = V
∣∣∣∣ det′ S′′

E [φb]

detS′′
E [φFV ]

∣∣∣∣−1/2(
B

2π

)n/2

e−B, (1)

where the tunneling exponent is

B =
SE [φb] − SE [φFV ]

ℏ
, (2)
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and S′′
E denotes the second functional derivative of the action. The determinant of an operator

is the product of its eigenvalues, and a prime implies omitting n zero modes, each one of these

corresponding to a translational degree of freedon of the instanton. In the case of thermal bubble

nucleation at a first order phase transition the instantons are independent of imaginary time and the

Euclidean action reduces to SE/ℏ = E/kBT , where E is the energy. (Although Planck’s constant

has disappeared from the exponent in the thermal case, it can still appear in the operators, and

then the tunnelling rate is set by quantum, rather than classical, field theory.)

We will simplify the expression for the rate to

Γ = AbVBn/2e−B. (3)

In D spatial dimensions, there are n = D + 1 translational symmetries in the vacuum case, and

n = D in the thermal case. The pre-factor Ab is constructed from the functional determinants,

and depends on the parameters of the model. In a relativistic system with speed of light c, a useful

approximation is that Ab ∝ R−D−1c, where R is the bubble radius, based on dimensional analysis.

Now consider what happens when the bubble nucleates around a nucleation seed, and the

number density of seeds is ns. Bubble nucleation can happen with a seed at the centre, which we

call interstitial, or at the edge. In either case, the exponent Bs and the pre-factor As will depend

on the seed geometry. In the interstitial case, assuming some limited freedom on position of the

seed inside the bubble, and having Vns seeds in total,

Γs = AsVnsBn/2
s e−Bs . (4)

In the edge case, the number of zero modes n equals the surface dimension of the seed. The zero

modes will contribute a factor proportional to the surface area of the seed As,

Γs = AsVnsAsB
n/2
s e−Bs . (5)

We will make an assumption that the pre-factor As contributes a relatively minor dependence on

the seed properties.

B. Phase equilibria and instantons

The thin-wall limit is one where a bubble of a lower energy “true” phase TV is separated by

a wall from the surrounding “false” phase FV , and the wall is thinner than the bubble radius R.

The true phase exerts an outward pressure on the wall equal to the energy density difference ϵ
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between the two phases. The size of a thermal bubble is determined by a balance between this

pressure force and the force due to surface tension of the wall σTF . In three dimensions, this is

expressed by Laplace’s relation for the principle radii of curvature R1 and R2 of the bubble wall,

1

R1
+

1

R2
=

ϵ

σTF
. (6)

Laplace’s relation generalises to arbitrary dimension D if we use the D − 1 principle radii of

curvature. In the fully symmetric case, the bubble radius R is therefore given by R = (D−1)σTF /ϵ.

When any kind of barrier is introduced, there are additional surface tension terms to take into

account,

• σST between the seed and true vacuum phase

• σSF between the seed and false vacuum phase

• σTF between true and false vacuum phases

The balance of forces at the triple boundary determines an angle of contact θ by Young’s equation

(see figure 5),

cos θ =
σSF − σST

σFT
. (7)

Small angles are associated with a “wettable” surfaces, and angles close to π with “hydrophobic”

surfaces.

FIG. 3. Left: Surface tensions and angle of contact θ for the true vacuum region (shaded). Right: A true

vacuum bubble of volume V nucleating beside a boundary, with contact area AW between the true vacuum

phase and the wall.

An analogous situation exists for the instanton solutions in the theory of false vacuum decay

at zero temperature. An extra dimension is added to represent imaginary time and the energy is

replaced by the Euclidean action. In a Lorentz invariant theory, there is an equivalence between

dynamics in D spatial dimensions and D + 1 Euclidean dimensions, implying that Laplace’s and

young’s relations still hold. (This can also be confirmed from the Euler-Lagrange equations for the

Euclidean action.) In free space, bubbles are spheres in D+ 1 dimensions, with radii R = DσTF /ϵ.
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C. Tunnelling exponents

The bubble nucleation rate in a metastable state takes the exponential form given in Eqs. (4)

and (5) with exponent B. Both vacuum and thermal tunnelling can be considered together if we

introduce the speed of light c and make the following normalisations:

• σ and ϵ are normalised by ℏc in the vacuum case

• σ and ϵ are normalised by kBT in the thermal case

In addition, the bubbles in the vacuum case have structure in the imaginary time direction. We

will retain the notation D as the spatial dimension, so that the bubbles exist in D + 1 dimensions

in the vacuum case.

When walls are included, as in figure 3, the tunnelling exponent is given by the total energy (or

Euclidean action) difference between the system with a bubble and the system without a bubble,

B = AW (σST − σSF ) + ABσFT − ϵV. (8)

Young’s equation (7) can be used to simplify this expression,

B = (AB −AW cos θ)σFT − ϵV. (9)

Note that the contact angle θ is a fixed quantity and the radii of curvature will be extrema of the

tunnelling exponent.

For a free spherical bubble not attached to a wall, AW = 0 and the radii of curvature are equal.

The bubble radius R and tunnelling exponent Bb for free bubbles in D spatial dimensions are given

by

thermal case R =
(D − 1)σTF

ϵ
, Bb =

ϵVDR
D

D − 1
, (10)

vacuum case R =
DσTF

ϵ
, Bb =

ϵVD+1R
(D+1)

D
. (11)

where VN is the volume of a unit sphere in N dimensions.

III. SPHERICAL SEEDS

The two possibilities are bubbles that surround the seed (interstitial) and bubbles that nucleate

on the edge (edge). The energy of spherical liquid droplets around seeds has been investigated

previously in more down to earth contexts, e.g [23].
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A. Interstitial case-thermal

FIG. 4. A bubble with interstitial seed (left) and a bubble on the edge of the seed (right).

Consider a bubble of radius R and a seed of radius Rs. In the interstitial case, the bubble has

spherical symmetry with R = (D − 1)σTV /ϵ from Eq. (10), and we have

V = VD(RD −RD
s ), (12)

AB = DVDR
D−1, (13)

AW = DVDR
D−1
s , (14)

where VD is the volume inside a unit sphere in D dimensions. The exponent from Eq. (9) is

B = Bb

{
1 −

(
Rs

R

)D−1

D cos θ + (D − 1)

(
Rs

R

)D

,

}
, (15)

where the free tunnelling exponent Bb is given in Eq.(10), and the contact angle is fixed by Young’s

relation cos θ = (σSF − σST )/σTF . The nucleation rate has a minimum with a seed radius Rs =

R cos θ when cos θ > 0, giving an enhanced nucleation rate, as shown in figure 5. When θ ≥ π/2,

B ≥ Bb for any seed radius, and nucleation around the seed is always disfavoured.

B. Edge case-thermal

In the edge case, rotational symmetry about the axis joining the centre of the seed to the centre

of the bubble implies that the radii of curvature of the bubble have the same value R, and the

bubble is part of a sphere. The tunnelling exponent is given by the general formula Eq. (9), where

the areas and volumes can all be obtained from elementary Euclidean geometry.

We introduce the angle α subtended by the bubble at the seed centre,

tanα =
R sin θ

Rs −R cos θ
. (16)
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FIG. 5. The thermal tunnelling exponent B for interstitial seeds normalised by the free bubble case, as a

function of the seed radius Rs divided by the bubble radius R = (D − 1)σTF /ϵ. The curves are labeled by

the angle of contact θ, which is fixed by Young’s relation cos θ = (σSF −σST )/σTF . The left-hand plot is in

two spatial dimensions, D = 2, and the right hand plot in three spatial dimensions, D = 3.

In two spatial dimensions,

AW = 2Rsα, (17)

AB = 2R(α+ θ), (18)

V = R2

[
(α+ θ) − 1

2
sin 2(α+ θ)

]
−R2

s

[
α− 1

2
sin 2α

]
. (19)

The tunnelling exponent is found after eliminating α. For example, with a contact angle θ = π/2,

the tunnelling exponent becomes

B = Bb

{(
1

2
+

1

π
arctan

R

Rs

)
+

1

π

R2
s

R2
arctan

R

Rs
− 1

π

Rs

R

}
, (20)

where Bb = ϵπR2. In this case, the exponent runs from Bb at Rs = 0 down to Bb/2 as Rs → ∞.

Seeded nucleation is therefore favoured at θ = π/2, unlike in the interstitial case.

For three spatial dimensions,

AW = 2πR2
s[1 − cosα], (21)

AB = 2πR2[1 − cos(α+ θ)], (22)

V =
π

3
R3

[
2 − 3 cos(α+ θ) + cos3(α+ θ)

]
− π

3
R3

s

[
2 − 3 cosα+ cos3 α

]
. (23)

The tunnelling exponents in two and three spatial dimensions are show in figure 6, for a range

of contact angles. The tunnelling exponent is always smaller on the edge of a nucleation seed.

The effect is most pronounced when the the seed is larger than the bubble radius and the contact

angle is small, and is likely to dominate over changes to the pre-factor discussed earlier. When the
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contact angle θ = π/2, and the seed radius is large, the tunnelling exponent is exactly half of the

bulk case, corresponding to having half an instanton.

FIG. 6. The thermal tunnelling exponent B for the edge nucleation normalised by the free bubble case, as

a function of the seed radius Rs divided by the bubble radius R = (D− 1)σTF /ϵ. The curves are labeled by

the angle of contact θ, which is fixed by the surface tensions. The left-hand plot is in two spatial dimensions,

D = 2, and the right hand plot in three spatial dimensions, D = 3.

C. Interstitial case-vacuum

FIG. 7. In the vacuum case, the seed extends into the imaginary time direction. The bubble wall meets the

seed with angle θ, but the bubble radii of curvature are no longer equal. Left: interstitial case. Right: Edge

case.

We restrict attention to Lorentz invariant systems with velocity of light c. The seed is a cylinder

extended in the imaginary time direction. The bubble wall meets the seed along the imaginary time

direction, as shown in figure 7. The bubble wall is no longer spherical, but in the interstitial case it

has cylindrical symmetry with surface r(τ) in cylindrical coordinates. Imaginary time ranges from

−τs ≤ τ ≤ τs, where r(τs) = Rs.



10

The bubble surface is a stationary point of the exponent B given by Eq. (9), where the areas

and volumes are given by

AW = 2DVDR
D−1
s

∫ τs

0
c dτ, (24)

AB = 2DVD

∫ τs

0
c dτ rD−1(1 + r′ 2/c2), (25)

V = 2VD

∫ τs

0
c dτ (rD −RD

s ). (26)

The Euler-Lagrange equations for the bubble surface have a first integral,

E = rD − rD−1

(1 + r′ 2/c2)1/2
R. (27)

The boundary condition r′ = c tan θ at the seed and r′ = 0 at the plane of symmetry τ = 0 imply

E = RD
s −RRD−1

s cos θ = RD
1 −RRD−1

1 . (28)

Substituting the equation for the bubble wall (27) into B gives

B = 2VDϵ

∫ R1

Rs

dr
[
r2D−2R2 − (E − rD)2

]1/2
, (29)

where E and R1 are determined by Eq. (28) as functions of Rs and θ. The result of evaluating

the integral is shown for two and three spatial dimensions in figure 8. The tunnelling rate is

considerably enhanced for small contact angles. Unlike the thermal case, in the vacuum bubble

case the seed can be larger than the mean curvature radius R.

D. Edge case-vacuum

For vacuum tunnelling in the edge case, the bubble sits on the edge of a cylinder, as in figure 7.

The energy of bubbles with this geometry has been investigated in three spatial dimensions [36].

Unfortunately, these results were presented for fixed volume instead of fixed “pressure”. Finding

the bubble shape in general is a complex numerical problem which we will not pursue further here.

However, we can obtain approximate results in the large seed radius limit, by adapting formulae

from Ref. [36] (see appendix A).

In two spatial dimensions,

B

Bb
=

1

2

(
1 − cos θ − 1

2
cos θ sin2 θ

)
+

3

16

R

Rs
sin4 θ +O(R2/R2

s). (30)
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FIG. 8. The vacuum tunnelling exponent B for an interstitial seed normalised by the free bubble case, as

a function of the seed radius Rs normalised by the mean curvature radius R = DσTF /ϵ. The curves are

labeled by the angle of contact θ, which is fixed by the surface tensions. The left-hand plot is in two spatial

dimensions, D = 2, and the right hand plot in three spatial dimensions, D = 3.

In three spatial dimensions,

B

Bb
=

1

π

(
θ − sin θ cos θ − 2

3
cos θ sin3 θ

)
+

4

5π

R

Rs
sin5 θ +O(R2/R2

s). (31)

A useful check is that the instanton should become hemi-spherical in the limit θ = π/2 andRs → ∞.

Bubbles in the bulk are spherical, and we expect B/Bb = 1/2, as is the case from the formulae.

The vacuum tunnelling exponents are plotted in figure 9. Compared to the interstitial case in

figure 8, these are much smaller. Therefore, at least in this regime, vacuum bubble nucleation is

predominantly seeded at the edge.

IV. ANALOGUE SYSTEMS

The analogue system we consider here is similar to the one described in Ref [34]. It is based

on potassium atoms occupying two hyperfine levels condensed in a two-dimensional atom trap.

We regard the atoms in the two levels as two separate components of the BEC. Atomic collisions

between atoms in the same level, or different levels, are described by three parameters g11, g22 and

g12. In addition, a modulated microwave field provides mixing between the atoms in each level,

described by a Rabi frequency Ω and a dimensionless parameter λ. The scattering parameters gij

determine the relative number density of the two components in the ground state of the system,

n1 and n2. Important physical parameters are the frequency scale ωm = (g11 + g22 − 2g12)n/ℏ and

healing length ξm = (ℏ/mωm)1/2, where n = n1 + n2 is the total density.



12

FIG. 9. The vacuum tunnelling exponent B for edge nucleation normalised by the free bubble case, as a

function of the seed radius Rs normalised by the mean curvature radius R = DσTF /ϵ. The curves are

labelled by the contact angle θ. The left-hand plot is in two spatial dimensions, D = 2 and the right hand

plot in three spatial dimensions, D = 3.

An additional trapping potential VT (x, y) is used as a nucleation seed. Inside the seed, the

potential drives the density to zero. There is a narrow transition region at the edge of the seed,

which we can arrange to have a width approximately equal to ξm. The density outside the seed

has a constant value n in the initial state.

In [34], it was shown that the system can be described by an effective theory for a single scalar

field related to the relative phase φ of the two components. The canonically normalised field

ϕ = vφ, where

v2 = n1n2ξ
2
mℏωm/n. (32)

The field equation has Klein-Gordon form,

c−2
φ ϕ̈−∇2ϕ+

dV

dϕ
= 0, (33)

where the sound speed cφ = ξmωm(n1n2)
1/2

√
2/n and the potential

V (ϕ) = ℏΩ
√
n1n2

(
− cos

ϕ

v
+

1

2
(λ2 − 1) sin2 ϕ

v

)
. (34)

When λ2 > 1, the potential has a local minimum, or false vacuum, at ϕ = vπ and a global minimum,

or true vacuum, at ϕ = 0. The energy density difference between the vaccua is ϵ = 2ℏΩ
√
n1n2.

For the finite temperature simulations, we solve the Projected Stochastic Gross-Pitaevski Equa-

tion (SPGPE) for the condensate fields ψi [37]. The SPGPE is

iℏ
∂ψi

∂t
= P

{
(1 + iγ)

∂H

∂ψi

+ ηi

}
, (35)
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where H is the Hamiltonian, iγ is a dissipation term and ηm is a Gaussian stochastic noise term

with statistics

⟨ηi(r, t)η†j(r
′, t′)⟩ =

2γkBT

ℏωmn
δijδ(r− r′)δ(t− t′). (36)

The equation is solved in a two dimensional periodic box with the trapping potential seed at the

centre. Averages over many runs are used to find the bubble nucleation rate for a range of seed

sizes.

The system is initialised in the false vacuum state. This is achieved by equilibrating in the true

vacuum state and changing the sign of the Rabi frequency Ω with a piecewise linear ramp. This

switches the true and false vacua. Bubble nucleation times are evaluated relative to the end of the

ramp. The nucleation rate is extracted by fitting the nucleation times to a Poisson distribution.

(A small time offset parameter is included to allow for the bubble nucleation detection algorithm

and nucleation during the ramp.)

Bubble nucleation in a typical run is shown in figure 10. The pictures show the cosine of

ϕ/v, where ϕ is the degree of freedom of the effective field theory. In the false vacuum phase

cos(ϕ/v) = −1, and in the true vacuum phase cos(ϕ/v) = 1. The field ϕ is not defined inside the

seed where the atomic density vanishes. Bubbles of true vacuum phase nucleate, as expected, on

the edge of the seed, with contact angle is around π/2. They grow at the sound speed for the BEC.
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FIG. 10. Simulated thermal bubble nucleation around a circular seed for a two dimensional BEC. The

plot shows the cosine of the relative phase of the two components. The seed is the grey circle in the

centre. Snapshots are taken at 28ms, 29ms and 30ms. This 39K model has 200 atoms per square micron,

temperature 160nK, healing length ξm = 0.142µm, frequency ωm = 14.0 × 2π kHz and Rabi frequency

Ω = 100 × 2πHz.
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For comparison with the theory presented earlier, we fit the seeded nucleation rate Γs to the

formula

Γs = AsRsB
1/2
s e−Bs , (37)

where Bs ≡ Bs(Bb, R,Rs) is given by Eq. (20). For small seeds, the bulk nucleation rate Γb can

exceed the seeded rate. The bulk nucleation rate depends on the size L of the periodic box,

Γb = AbL
2Bbe

−Bb . (38)

The total nucleation rate Γ = Γs + Γb can be fit with four parameters As, Ab, Bb and R. (In

practice, we reduced to three parameters by fixing the Rs = 0 point). The rates are shown in

figure 11, assuming the contact angle of θ = π/2 as predicted by theory (see appendix B), and seen

in pictures such as figure 10. The results suggest that the theory is a good description of seeded

nucleation, even though the theory uses a thin-wall approximation and the actual bubble walls are

quite broad.

10−4

10−3

10−2

10−1

100

0 10 20 30 40
rs(ξm)

Γ(
m

s−1
)

FIG. 11. Bubble nucleation rate Γ plotted as a function of the seed radius Rs in healing length units. The

upper curve is for a periodic box of side L = 400ξm and the lower curve L = 200ξm. The curves are a fit to

the data using the theory described in the text. The fitting parameters are bubble radius R = 9.2ξm and

free nucleation exponent Bb = 14.7. The contact angle θ = π/2.
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V. CONCLUSION

We have presented fairly comprehensive results for tunnelling exponents in false vacuum decay

at zero and nonzero temperature around a spherical nucleation seed. We have looked at both

two and three spatial dimensions. Whilst the three dimensional case is the one applicable to the

universe, two dimensions have applications to analogue false vacuum decay experiments. In this

context, we have compared the thermal nucleation rates to a numerical simulation of the time

evolution of a Bose Einstein condensate. There is good agreement between the instanton and

real-time approaches, even though the bubbles in this system don’t have the thin walls used in

the instanton theory. It would be fascinating to compare the instanton theory to the vacuum

nucleation in a real experiment.

The form that nucleation seeds might take in an early universe application is an open question.

Our results do not apply directly to some of the proposals on nucleation that have been put

forward. However, it is tempting to speculate. Black hole seeding of bubble nucleation has only

been looked at with spherical symmetry so far [12, 13]. Our results have a definite preference for

bubbles appearing on the edge of seed, which is not a spherically symmetric configuration.

In the case of proton or heavy ion collisions, the initial collision region is likeley to be pancake

shaped due to the Lorentz contraction of the particles. In the right conditions, the energy can

redistribute itself into a more spherical region, with fluid-like properties. This is not so dissimilar

to the seeds we have considered here, and it may be possible to define surface energy or actions to

apply the general theory.

DATA AVAILABILITY STATEMENT

Data supporting this publication are openly available under a Creative Commons CC-BY-4.0

License in [38]

ACKNOWLEDGMENTS

The authors are grateful for discussion with Tom Billam, Kate Brown and Alex Jenkins. This

work is supported by the UK Science and Technology Facilities Council [grants ST/T00584X/1

and ST/W006162/1].



16

Appendix A: Bubbles on cylinders

This appendix gives the mapping of functions from the liquid droplet problem in Ref. [36] to the

vacuum bubble nucleating on the edge of a seed in two spatial dimensions. The relevant functions

defined in Ref. [36] are

A0(r) =
1

4
r2, (A1)

C0(θ) = −1

4
sin2 θ. (A2)

In addition, the droplet problem parameterises changes in R by a constant k. We have fixed R,

so that k = 0 in our application. Quoting Eqs (24), (38) and (39) 1 from [36], and putting in the

correct scaling by the mean curvature radius R,

V =
π

3
R3

(
1 − cos θ − 1

2
cos θ sin2 θ

)
+

3π

8
R4R−1

s sin4 θ +O(R5R−2
s ), (A3)

AB = 2πR2(1 − cos θ) + πR3R−1
s sin2 θ +O(R5R−2

s ), (A4)

AW = πR2 sin2 θ + πR3R−1
s cos θ sin2 θ + +O(R5R−2

s ). (A5)

These can be used in Eq. (9) with R = 2σTF /ϵ to eliminate σTF ,

B =
π

3
ϵR3

(
1 − cos θ − 1

2
cos θ sin2 θ

)
+
π

8
ϵR4R−1

s sin4 θ +O(R5R−2
s ). (A6)

For comparison, the bulk tunnelling exponent from Eq. (11) is Bb = 2πϵR3/3.

Extending the result to three spatial dimensions simply involves replacing the area measure

2πrdr by 4πr2dr. The volumes and areas become

V =
π

2
R4

(
θ − sin θ cos θ − 2

3
cos θ sin3 θ

)
+

8π

15
R5R−1

s sin5 θ +O(R6R−2
s ), (A7)

AB = 2πR3(θ − cos θ sin θ) + 2πR4R−1
s sin3 θ +O(R6R−2

s ), (A8)

AW =
4π

3
R3 sin3 θ + 2πR4R−1

s cos θ sin3 θ +O(R6R−2
s ). (A9)

Using Eq. (9) with R = 3σTF /ϵ gives

B =
π

6
ϵR4

(
θ − sin θ cos θ − 2

3
cos θ sin3 θ

)
+

2π

15
ϵR5R−1

s sin5 θ +O(R6R−2
s ). (A10)

The bulk tunnelling exponent is Bb = π2ϵR4/6.

1 In Eq. (39) of Ref. [36], cosα should read cosα sinα.
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Appendix B: Contact angle for the analogue system

The two state system in two dimensions with condensate field ψ = {ψ1, ψ2}, and trapping

potential VT , has Hamiltonian

H =

∫ − ℏ2

2m
ψ†∇2ψ +

1

2

∑
i,j

gij |ψi|2|ψj |2 + (VT − µ)ψ†ψ − ℏΩ

2
ψ†σxψ +

ℏΩ

2
g′(ψ†σyψ)2,

 dxdy,

(B1)

where g′ = λ2/4
√
n1n2, the σ are Pauli matrices, and other parameters were defined in the main

text. We use a Bloch sphere representation for the fields,

ψ1 =
√
n cos

θ

2
ei(ϕ+φ)/2, (B2)

ψ2 =
√
n sin

θ

2
ei(ϕ−φ)/2. (B3)

In Ref. [34], it was shown that the dynamics of bubble nucleation can be recovered from an effective

theory using the relative phase φ with the potential (34).

To find the surface tension at the wall we consider a plane wall along the y axis, with number

density n ≡ n(x), and calculate the energy per unit length in the y direction. (The equations

for the angular variables imply that they remain constant.) The Hamiltonian per unit length H

becomes

H =

∫ ∞

0

{
ℏ2

2m
(∇

√
n)2 +

1

2
ĝn2 + (VT − µ)n± ℏ

2
Ωn sin θ

}
dx, (B4)

with upper and lower signs for the false and true vacuum respectively, and ĝ = n det gij/(4ℏωm).

Variation of the Hamiltonian enables us to eliminate the chemical potential in favour of the constant

vacuum density n̄ at VT = 0,

H =

∫ ∞

0

{
ℏ2

2m
(∇

√
n)2 +

1

2
ĝn(n− 2n̄) + VTn

}
dx. (B5)

Note that the Rabi frequency dependence is now in n̄, and there are two possible choices n̄ = n̄TV

and n̄ = n̄FV that differ by n̄TV − n̄FV = ℏΩ/ĝ. For the surface tension at the wall, we have to

subtract the constant density term,

σ = H(n) −H(n̄) =

∫ ∞

0

{
ℏ2

2m
(∇

√
n)2 +

1

2
ĝ(n− n̄)2 + VT (n− n̄)

}
dx. (B6)

From this, we get the field equation for n,

ℏ2

2m
n−1/2∇2n1/2 = ĝ(n− n̄) + VT . (B7)
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The simplest case for a step, VT = 0 for x > 0, has n = n̄ tanh2(x/ξ) where the healing length

ξ = ℏ/(2mĝn̄)1/2. The integral gives

σ =
2

3
ĝξn̄2. (B8)

However, the relevant quantity for calculating the contact angle θ is the difference σSF − σST . We

replace n̄ by the value in the respective vacua, n̄FV or n̄TV ,

σSF − σST =
2

3
ĝξFV n̄

2
FV − 2

3
ĝξTV n̄

2
TV ≈ −ξFV n̄FV ℏΩ, (B9)

where we have used nTV − nFV = ℏΩ/ĝ.

For the bubble wall, σTF , the thin wall approximation suggests a value determined by the

integral of [V (ϕ) − V (ϕFV )]1/2, which results in σTF = O(Ω/ωm)1/2. Alternatively, the numerical

tunnelling exponents for thick wall bubbles from Ref. [39] imply Bb = O(Ω/ωm). If we match this

to the thin wall result (10), we obtain σTF = O(Ω/ωm)0. In either case, we deduce from Young’s

equation (7) that cos θ ≈ 0 for small Ω, and θ ≈ π/2.
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