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Abstract

We study the energy-momentum tensor of a bubble wall beyond the approxi-
mation of an infinitely thin wall. To this end, we discuss the proper decomposition
into wall and bulk contributions, and we use a systematic method to calculate the
energy-momentum tensor at any order in the wall width. We consider the specific
examples of spherical bubbles with different initial configurations, and we compare
our approximations with a numerical computation.

1 Introduction

A cosmological phase transition is a general prediction of particle physics models. In par-
ticular, a first-order electroweak phase transition is possible in extensions of the Standard
Model, where the expansion and collision of bubbles and the bulk fluid motions may lead
to phenomena such as electroweak baryogenesis [1, 2] or the generation of a stochastic
background of gravitational waves [3–5]. To study the evolution of bubbles and their
consequences, a widely used approximation is that their walls are infinitely thin. This ap-
proximation allows analytic calculations, thus giving an important alternative to a lattice
computation.

It is worth noting that the question of whether the wall is thin or thick depends on
the problem at hand. For instance, for the interaction of the wall with plasma particles
(e.g., in calculations of the wall velocity [6] or electroweak baryogenesis [2]), the relevant
length scale will be given by the mean free paths of particles or the inverse of particle
momenta, which are typically of order T−1. This scale is comparable to the wall width
l, which is roughly given by the inverse energy scale of the theory, l ∼ v−1. In contrast,
for the generation of gravitational waves, the relevant size scale will be, e.g., the bubble
radius at percolation [5] or the wavelength of wall deformations [7,8]. These can be much
larger than l since the bubbles typically grow to sizes of cosmological order H−1 ∼ MP/v

2,
where MP is the Planck mass.

In addition, each of these problems requires knowledge of the wall evolution. The
thin-wall approximation simplifies significantly the field equation and provides the field
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profile across the wall and an effective equation of motion (EOM) for the wall as a surface.
Using the thin-wall approximation for the wall dynamics is valid when l ≪ L, where L
the radius of curvature of the wall hypersurface [9, 10].

Besides the thin-wall approximation, bubbles are usually assumed to be spherical.
However, they can depart from the spherical shape for different reasons. For instance,
fluctuations of the surface can be amplified due to different kinds of instabilities [11–14].
Also, the wall dynamics is affected by collisions [15] and merging [16]. However, the phase
transition is often modelled in terms of spherical bubbles that expand at a certain rate
and simply overlap until they fill the space.

Recently we discussed the EOM for a general wall (not necessarily spherical) [17] and
derived an extension of the thin-wall approximation that gives the field profile and the
wall EOM as an expansion in powers of l/L [18]. In the present paper, we will use those
results to discuss the wall contribution to the energy-momentum tensor. Since the wall is
not infinitely thin, there are some ambiguities about its extension that need to be resolved
in order to get a reliable result for the wall energy. This is particularly important for thick-
walled bubbles which can arise in very supercooled phase transitions [15, 19]. In such a
case, neglecting the fluid is a good approximation, and we will use this simplification.

The plan of the paper is the following. In the next section, we discuss the identification
of the wall for a general field configuration and the appropriate definition of the energy-
momentum tensor of the wall. In Sec. 3 we illustrate the decomposition into wall and bulk
contributions with specific examples. In Sec. 4, we briefly review the results of Ref. [18]
and apply them to calculate the wall energy-momentum tensor to the next-to-next-to-
leading order in the wall width. In Sec. 5 we compare the approximation with numerical
calculations for the case of spherical bubbles. We consider realistic initial conditions for
the bubble evolution, which we discuss further in App. A. In Sec. 6 we summarize our
conclusions.

2 Wall contribution to the energy-momentum tensor

We will describe the first-order phase transition with a scalar potential V (ϕ) with two
minima ϕ+ and ϕ− corresponding to the false and true vacuum, respectively. Whether
we want to describe a bubble of any shape, or a set of overlapping bubbles, the simplest
approximation is that we have infinitely thin walls separating false-vacuum and true-
vacuum domains. In each domain, the potential takes one of the two values V− = V (ϕ−)
or V+ = V (ϕ+), and we only need to follow the evolution of the network of interfaces.
Near an interface S, the stress-energy tensor takes the form

Tµν = Sµνδ(n) + gµν [V+Θ(n) + V−Θ(−n)] , (1)

where n is the distance from the worldvolume Σ of the surface. The quantity Sµν is called
the surface stress-energy tensor and is formally defined as (see, e.g., [20, 21])

Sµν = lim
ϵ→0

∫ +ϵ

−ϵ

Tµνdn. (2)

Although Eq. (1) will be a reasonable approximation for many applications, in order
to implement this approximation for a real bubble, the surface stress energy tensor Sµν
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must be calculated from the actual quantity Tµν , which is not a delta function. The
formal expression (2) is not very useful for this purpose. In particular, the infinitesimal
integration range should be replaced by a suitable finite range associated to the wall
region. Furthermore, a surface S representing the wall must be defined within this region
in order to consider the distance n to the corresponding hypersurface Σ (see [17] for a
recent discussion). We need to limit the ambiguity in the choice of the surface and the
wall range as much as possible.

2.1 Wall surface and wall region

The evolution of one or more bubbles of arbitrary shape is described by the field equation,
which for a vacuum phase transition is given by

∇µ∇µϕ+ V ′(ϕ) = 0. (3)

Given a solution ϕ(xµ), the problem of identifying the bubble walls is greatly simplified
when the field in each domain is in a minimum of the potential. We can then define
the walls as the regions where the field varies between these two values. We can choose
a surface representing the wall position as the points where ϕ takes some intermediate
value ϕw. Unfortunately, the field will not always approach the values ϕ± on each side
of the interface. For example, we may have bubbles where ϕ is (initially) closer to the
metastable minimum ϕ+ than to the stable minimum ϕ− (see below). This is because
the barrier between the minima is not always in the middle between ϕ+ and ϕ−. The
top of the barrier provides a natural separation between field values we can associate
with false and true vacuum, and we can always define the wall position by taking ϕw as
this maximum point. Alternative definitions that do not involve a fixed value ϕw may be
convenient in some cases. We will discuss some of them below.

The boundaries of the wall region can be defined as surfaces where ϕ takes certain
values ϕin, ϕout (see, e.g., [19]). This is useful when the values ϕ± are approached asymp-
totically as we move away from the surface, where one can choose ϕin and ϕout close to ϕ−
and ϕ+, respectively. However, this prescription becomes difficult to implement in cases
where the field varies within a domain (see examples below). In any case, the ambiguity
in the choice of the specific values ϕin, ϕout leads to an inaccuracy in quantities such as the
energy of the wall. One way to avoid this problem is to assign the kinetic and gradient
energy to the wall and the potential energy to the domains (see, e.g., [22, 23]). Since
the kinetic and gradient terms generally vanish away from the wall, there is no need to
specify boundaries for their integration. However, field variations within a domain will
contribute to the kinetic and gradient energy. Conversely, the potential energy density
peaks at the wall due to the barrier between minima. A reasonable definition of the wall
energy should at least include this contribution.

We will look for a decomposition of the energy-momentum tensor

Tµν = ∂µϕ∂νϕ− 1

2
gµνg

αβ∂αϕ∂βϕ+ gµνV (ϕ) (4)

into wall and bulk components,

Tµν(x
µ) = Tw

µν(x
µ) + T b

µν(x
µ), (5)
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Figure 1: The left panel shows schematically a wall surface that is curved in space. The
right panel shows a spacetime section of the worldvolume for the realistic case of an
accelerated spherical wall. The two hypersurfaces Σ1 and Σ2 are at a fixed distance n
from Σ along the normal geodesics.

where Tw
µν peaks at the wall and falls rapidly to zero away from it, while T b

µν does not
have a peak at the wall but only interpolates between the behavior in each domain. Such
a decomposition generalizes the approximation (1). Thus, using the component Tw

µν in
Eq. (2), we can safely drop the formal limit ϵ → 0 and replace the integration limits ±ϵ
with ±∞ or any convenient values. This approach requires writing Tµν(x

µ) as a function
of the variable n. In flat space, n is the distance along a straight line orthogonal to the
hypersurface Σ. More generally, n is the proper distance along a normal geodesic. Such a
change of variables can be cumbersome, but it is the usual approach for a very thin wall,
where ϕ only depends on n [24].

For a curved wall, n will be well defined as long as the geodesics do not cross, which is
always valid in a neighborhood of Σ, as sketched in the left panel of Fig. 1. Beyond this
neighborhood, the description of the interface in terms of a field profile ϕ(n) breaks down.
In such a case, the points where the geodesics cross define a boundary for the wall region.
Notice that this boundary is more natural than delimiting the wall with arbitrary field
values ϕin, ϕout. The origin of the restriction on n is that the wall overlaps itself where
it is wider than its local radius of curvature. Indeed, consider two hypersurfaces Σ1, Σ2

representing wall boundaries at a fixed distance n from Σ. In the left panel of Fig. 1 we
see that these surfaces intersect themselves if the geodesics cross within this distance.

If the wall is accelerated, the worldvolume is curved even if the wall is spatially planar.
The right panel of Fig. 1 illustrates this spacetime curvature for the case of a spherical
bubble considered below. In this case, the normal lines intersect outside the physical
region. However, due to the light-speed asymptote of the bubble radius, these geodesics
never penetrate the lightcone indicated by a dotted line. The orthogonal distance n is
well defined only outside this lightcone. As a consequence, a field profile of the form ϕ(n)
will represent only a part of the bubble profile ϕ(r) at a given time t. In a way, this is a
shortcoming compared to other methods of describing the wall. Nevertheless, as we will
see, the region inside the lightcone can be interpreted as the bubble interior. In particular,
the field may have oscillations just beyond the dotted line and the energy density may
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not fall to zero as we move away from Σ. In such a case, the valid range of n gives a
physical determination of the wall boundaries.

2.2 The distance to the surface

Let us assume that we have conveniently chosen a wall surface by some condition such
as ϕ(xµ) = ϕw. This condition defines a hypersurface Σ that describes the evolution of
the two-dimensional surface S. The hypersurface has a parametric representation of the
form xµ = Xµ(ξa) with µ = 0, 1, 2, 3 and a = 0, 1, 2. The surface S is determined by the
intersection of Σ with the fixed-time hypersurface x0 = t. At a given time, the surface S
can be parametrized as xi = Y i(ζA) with i = 1, 2, 3 and A = 1, 2. The function Y i(ζA)
depends on t and can be obtained from Xµ(ξa). Indeed, from the condition X0(ξa) = t we
can solve for ξ0 = Ξ(ξ1, ξ2) and choose ζA = ξA, so we have Y i(ζA) = X i(Ξ(ζ1, ζ2), ζ1, ζ2).
We will also consider implicit equations F (xµ) = 0, G(xi) = 0 for Σ and S, respectively.
A possible choice for the latter is G(xi) = F (t, xi). The obvious choice for F would be
F (xµ) = ϕ(xµ) − ϕw, but it is convenient to consider a function that does not have a
rapid variation across the interface. A useful choice is an explicit representation, where
we write one of the coordinates as a function of the others, e.g.,

F = x3 − x3
w(x

0, x1, x2), Xµ(ξa) =
(
ξ0, ξ1, ξ2, x3

w(ξ
a)
)
, (6)

G = x3 − x3
w(t, x

1, x2), Y i(ζA) =
(
ζ1, ζ2, x3

w(t, ζ
1, ζ2)

)
. (7)

The parameters ξa can be used as coordinates on Σ, and the induced metric is given
by γab = gµν∂aX

µ∂bX
ν . The surface element of the hypersurface is given by dΣ = d3ξ

√
γ,

with γ ≡ det γab. Similarly, on S we can use the coordinates ζA, where the induced metric
is given by σAB = gij∂AY

i∂BY
j and the surface element is given by dS = d2ζ

√
detσAB.

The normal vectors to Σ and S are given by1

Nµ = −∂µF/s, with s = |F,µF
,µ|1/2, (8)

Mi = −∂iF/q, with q = |F,iF
,i|1/2. (9)

Indeed, we have, e.g., Nµ∂aX
µ = 0 and NµN

µ = −1. We can always choose F such that
these vectors point towards the false vacuum. The tensor

hµν = γab∂aX
µ∂bX

ν = gµν +NµN ν (10)

gives the orthogonal projection operator hµ
ν which projects any tensor onto a tensor

tangent to Σ (see, e.g., [25,26]). For S, the projection tensor is given by kij = gij+MiMj.
The geodesics orthogonal to the hypersurface Σ are given by the equations

d2xµ

dn2
+ Γµ

νρ

dxν

dn

dxρ

dn
= 0, xµ(0) = Xµ(ξa),

dxµ

dn
(0) = Nµ(Xν(ξa)). (11)

The solution can be written as an expansion in powers of n, where the first few terms
follow immediately from Eq. (11),

xµ = Xµ(ξa) +Nµ|Xν(ξa) n− 1

2

(
Γµ
νρN

νNρ
)
Xν(ξa)

n2 + · · · . (12)

1In 4D spacetime, S has two independent normal vectors. One of them is Nµ, and we could take the
other one tangent to Σ [25]. However, we will be interested in the embedding in 3D space.
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Due to the normalization of Nµ, the parameter n gives the proper distance from xµ to
Σ along the geodesic. In a certain neighborhood of Σ, any point xµ will belong to one
and only one of these geodesics (see Fig. 1). This point is univocally determined by
the distance n to Σ and the point Xµ(ξa) where the geodesic crosses the hypersurface.
Thus, ξa and n can be used as new coordinates x̄µ, which are called Gaussian normal
coordinates [26]. The change of coordinates between xµ and x̄µ is given by Eq. (12).

We will be interested in the inverse transformation. In particular, we want to obtain
the quantity n at a given point. Near the hypersurface we have the expansion F =
∂nF |0n+ 1

2
∂2
nF |0n2 + · · · (for brevity, we will often use the notation |0 or |n=0 instead of

|Xν(ξa)). Inverting this expansion, we obtain

n =
1

∂nF

∣∣∣∣
Xν(ξa)

F − ∂2
nF

2(∂nF )3

∣∣∣∣
Xν(ξa)

F 2 +

[
(∂2

nF )2

2(∂nF )5
− ∂3

nF

6(∂nF )4

]
Xν(ξa)

F 3 + · · · . (13)

The derivatives of the function F (xµ) with respect to n are readily obtained as2

∂nF |0 = Nµ∂µF = s, ∂2
nF |0 = Nµ∂µs = ∂ns, ∂3

nF |0 = NρN νNµ∇ρ∇ν∂µF. (14)

The coefficients of the expansion (13) are evaluated at the point (ξa, n = 0) on Σ. For
small n, we can relate them to their values at (ξa, n), and we obtain [18]

n =
F

s
+

Nµ∂µs

2s

(
F

s

)2

+

[
(Nµ∂µs)

2

2s2
− NρNνNµ∇ρ∇ν∂µF

6s

](
F

s

)3

+ · · · . (15)

where all the quantities are evaluated at xµ. Thus, Eqs. (13) and (15) give two alternative
expressions for n. In Eq. (15) we just have the expression for n(xµ) in any coordinates,
while in Eq. (13) the coefficients are a function of the corresponding point Xµ(ξa) on Σ.
The latter is useful to consider the variation of n along a normal geodesic (i.e., at fixed
ξa). Notice that the expressions for the coefficients in Eq. (15) are similar to those of the
expansion (13)-(14), but there is a change of sign in the quadratic term.

Similarly, we construct Gaussian normal coordinates x̃i = (ζA,m) for S at a given
time through the change of coordinates

xi = Y i(ζA) +M i|Y i(ζA)m+ · · · , (16)

where m is the distance from S along a normal geodesic in the slice of constant t. We
have an expression analogous to Eq. (13), which gives m as a function of G and ζA, and
an expression analogous to Eq. (15), which gives m(xi). Although the obvious choice for
the function G is G(xi) = F (t, xi), once we obtain n(xµ) from Eq. (15) we can also define
S through G′(xi) = n(t, xi) = 0. With this choice, the normal to S is given by

M ′
i = −∂in/q

′ with q′ = |n,in
,i|1/2. (17)

The vector fields M i and M ′i coincide on S. The advantage of using G′ = n is that
the analogous of Eq. (13) gives in this case a direct relation between m and n along the
geodesic of constant ζA and t, which we will need later,

m =
1

q′

∣∣∣∣
Y i(ζA)

n− ∂mq
′

2q′3

∣∣∣∣
Y i(ζA)

n2 +

[
(∂mq

′)2

2q′5
− ∂3

mn

6q′4

]
Y i(ζA)

n3 + · · · . (18)

2Since the tangent vector nµ is parallel transported along the geodesic, we have, e.g., ∂2
n =

(nν∇ν)(n
µ∇µ) = nµnν∇µ∇ν , and nµ|n=0 = Nµ.
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We have3 ∂mq
′|m=0 = M i∂iq

′ = M iM j∇i∂jn and ∂3
mn|m=0 = M iM jMk∇i∇j∂kn. Using

Eq. (15), the derivatives of n can be obtained from the function F (xµ). For instance, we
have ∂in|m=0 = s−1∂iF = −Ni.

Fixing ξa in Eq. (12) we obtain the parametrization of a normal geodesic of Σ. Accord-
ing to Eq. (11), its tangent vector nµ = ∂nx

µ fulfills nσ∇σn
µ = 0 and nµ|n=0 = Nµ, which

means that nµ is parallel transported from Nµ. It should be noted that Eq. (8) defines
a vector field Nµ which is generally different from nµ, except on Σ. Parallel transport
implies that we have nµn

µ = −1 everywhere. On the other hand, fixing n in Eq. (12)
we obtain the parametrization of a hypersurface Σn which is at a fixed distance n from
Σ. It is not difficult to see that nµ∂ax

µ = 0 (see, e.g., [26]), so nµ is the normal to Σn.
Since Σn is defined by the condition n = constant, we also have nµ = −∂µn. The vectors
∂ax

µ and nµ make up the transformation matrix ∂xµ/∂x̄α, since the coordinate transfor-
mation is given by Eq. (12). As a consequence, the metric tensor in Gaussian normal
coordinates has components ḡnn = −1 and ḡan = 0, ḡab = gµν∂ax

µ∂bx
ν . The latter gives

the induced metric on Σn (in particular, we have ḡab|n=0 = γab). The volume element is
d4x

√
−g = dnd3ξ

√
ḡ, where ḡ = det ḡab. Besides, d3ξ

√
ḡ is the surface element of Σn.

The projection tensor orthogonal to nµ and tangent to Σn (which coincides with hµν at
n = 0) is

P µν = ḡab∂ax
µ∂bx

ν = gµν + nµnν . (19)

Similarly, in the Gaussian normal coordinates x̃i associated to S, the metric tensor
g̃ij fulfills g̃mm = −1 and g̃mA = 0, and g̃AB|m=0 gives the induced metric σAB. The 3D
volume element is given by d3x = dmd2ζ

√
g̃, where g̃ = det g̃AB and d2ζ

√
g̃ is the surface

element on the surface Sm which is at a distance m from S. In particular, at m = 0 we
have

√
g̃ =

√
detσAB and we obtain the surface element on S. The projection tensor on

Sm is given by kij = gij +mimj, where mi is the geodesic’s tangent vector, which fulfills
mi|m=0 = M i.

The tensor Kµν = −∇µnν is the extrinsic curvature tensor of the hypersurface Σn [26].
In Gaussian normal coordinates we have n̄µ = (0, 0, 0, 1), so K̄nµ = 0 and K̄ab = −Γ̄n

ab.
The Christoffel symbol is given by Γ̄n

ab = 1
2
∂nḡab, so we have ∂nḡab = −2K̄ab. It can be

shown that nρ∇ρKµν = Kµ
ρKρν (see, e.g., Ref. [18]). Using recursively this equation we

obtain nσnµ∇σ∇µKρν = 2Kρ
σKσ

µKµν and so on. In Gaussian normal coordinates, these
expressions give the successive derivatives of ḡab with respect to n, and we obtain the
expansion

ḡab = γab − 2K̄ab|n=0 n+ K̄c
aK̄cb|n=0n

2 + · · · . (20)

Using the well-known result δg = ggµνδgµν (see, e.g., [25]), we obtain

√
ḡ =

√
γ
[
1−K|n=0 n+ (1/2)(K2 −KµνKµν)n=0 n

2 + · · ·
]
, (21)

where we have defined the mean curvature K,

K = gµνKµν = ḡabK̄ab = −ḡabΓ̄n
ab. (22)

3Here, ∇i is the covariant derivative in 3D space. In flat space and using a metric gµν with g00 = 1
and g0i = 0 (e.g., in Cartesian or spherical coordinates), the components gij just give the induced metric
on the spacelike hypersurface x0 = t. Thus, the intrinsic covariant derivative in 3D space is just given by
the component i of ∇µ.
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We have ∂nK = KµνKµν , ∂
2
nK = 2Kµ

νK
ν
ρK

ρ
µ, and so on. At n = 0, we can write

Kµν = −hµ
ρ∇ρNν , and we obtain

K|n=0 = −Nµ
;µ, ∂nK|n=0 = Nµ

;νN
ν
;µ ∂2

nK|n=0 = −2Nµ
;νN

ν
;ρN

ρ
;µ. (23)

We have analogous expressions for the extrinsic curvature of the surfaces Sm in 3D
space, κij, and related quantities. For example, we have κij|m=0 = −ki

kMj;k, the extrinsic
curvature is given by κ = gijκij = −M i

;i, and the quantities g̃AB and
√
g̃ have expansions

in powers of m analogous to (20)-(21), e.g.,√
g̃/g̃|m=0 = 1− κ|m=0m+ (1/2)(κ2 − κijκij)m=0m

2 + · · · . (24)

2.3 Energy decomposition

Given a reference hypersurface Σ for the wall, we establish Gaussian normal coordinates
such that Σ is located at n = 0 and the false-vacuum region is at n > 0. In these
coordinates, the field equation, Eq. (3), takes the form

∂2
nϕ−K∂nϕ−DaD

aϕ = V ′(ϕ), (25)

where we have used Eq. (22) and we have defined4 DaD
aϕ ≡ ḡab

(
∂a∂bϕ− Γ̄c

ab∂cϕ
)
. Mul-

tiplying by ∂nϕ and integrating with respect to n, we obtain a first integral of Eq. (25).
Assuming that we have the undisturbed false vacuum on one side of the interface, we have
the asymptotic boundary condition ϕ → ϕ+ for n → ∞, and we obtain

V (ϕ) =
1

2
(∂nϕ)

2 +

∫ ∞

n

dn′ [K(∂nϕ)
2 + ∂nϕDaD

aϕ
]
+ V+. (26)

This relation between V and the derivatives of ϕ can be used to determine what part of
the potential energy to associate with the wall. The term 1

2
(∂nϕ)

2 peaks at the interface,
while the integral does not. Therefore, Eq. (26) provides a decomposition of the potential
energy density into wall and bulk components, V = V w + V b, with

V w(ξa, n) =
1

2
(∂nϕ)

2, V b(ξa, n) = V+ +

∫ ∞

n

dn′ [K(∂nϕ)
2 + ∂nϕDaD

aϕ
]
. (27)

The term V w is concentrated at the wall and describes the field crossing the potential
barrier, while V b gives a smooth transition between the potential densities in the two
domains. In particular, if we assume that the field takes the values ϕ± at n = ±∞,
Eq. (26) implies that V b varies between V− and V+.

Writing the energy-momentum tensor, Eq. (4), in Gaussian normal coordinates and
using Eq. (26), we obtain

T̄ab = ḡab
[
(∂nϕ)

2 + V b
]
+
(
ḡcaḡ

d
b − 1

2
ḡabḡ

cd
)
∂cϕ∂dϕ, (28)

T̄an = ∂aϕ∂nϕ, T̄nn = −V b + 1
2
ḡab∂aϕ∂bϕ. (29)

4The operator Da is the intrinsic covariant derivative, which can be defined as the projection DbAa =
∂bX

β∂aX
α∇βAα [25] or DνAµ = P β

νP
α
µ∇βAα [26]. In Gaussian normal coordinates, we have DbAa =

∂bAa − Γ̄c
baAc.
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If the wall is thin enough, ϕ only depends on n and we have T̄ab = ḡab[ϕ
′2 + V b], T̄an = 0,

and T̄nn = −V b, which we can write covariantly as

T thin
µν = [ϕ′(n)]2Pµν + V b(n)gµν . (30)

We recognize the terms in this expression as smooth versions of those in Eq. (1). In
the limit of an infinitely thin wall, [ϕ′(n)]2 becomes a delta function, while V b(n) gives
the potential jump at the interface. Therefore, in this case it is clear that we have to
define Tw

µν = ϕ′2Pµν and T b
µν = V bgµν . To obtain the decomposition (5) in the general

case, we notice that the only term in Eqs. (28)-(29) with the desired properties for a wall
contribution is still the one proportional to (∂nϕ)

2, which only occurs in the components
T̄ab, so we define

Tw
µν = (∂nϕ)

2Pµν = (nµ∂µϕ)
2Pµν . (31)

Besides being concentrated at the wall, this tensor is tangent to the family of hypersurfaces
Σn, indicating that no momentum associated to the wall flows out of the wall region. The
term ∂aϕ∂nϕ has a (lower) peak inside the wall, but this peak occurs in the components
T̄an and represents momentum flowing orthogonal to the wall. We may interpret this term
as an interaction between the wall and the bulk. The rest of the terms can be assigned to
the bulk part of Tµν . As we will see, nonvanishing contributions to T̄an occur only beyond
the next-to-next-to-leading order in the wall width.

We will be interested in particular in the energy density of the wall, Tw
00 = P00(∂nϕ)

2,
with P00 = g00 + n0n0. In flat space and in a coordinate system with g00 = 1 and g0i = 0,
we have P00 = −nin

i = −n,in
,i = q′2, and

Tw
00 = q′2(∂nϕ)

2 = (∇n)2(nµ∂µϕ)
2. (32)

If ϕ only depends on n (which is true only in some specific cases or as an approximation
for thin walls), we have Tw

00 = −gij∂iϕ∂jϕ = (∇ϕ)2. The dependence with n disappears
and the quantity Tw

00 can be continued beyond the range of validity of the Gaussian normal
coordinates.

Having isolated the wall contribution, we can now compute the surface stress-energy
tensor Sµν using Tw

µν instead of Tµν in Eq. (2). We can extend the integration interval
as far as we like, as long as the Gaussian normal coordinates are valid. However, there
are still some issues regarding the volume element and the covariant integration. Let us
consider first a related but simpler quantity, namely, the surface energy density εw.

The energy of the wall is given by Ew =
∫
d3xTw

00. In the Gaussian normal coordinates
associated to the two-dimensional surface S, we have

Ew =

∫
d2ζdm

√
g̃ Tw

00 ≡
∫
S

d2ζ
√

g̃|m=0 εw, (33)

i.e., we define εw by the condition that its surface integral gives the total wall energy.
Therefore, this quantity is given by

εw =

∫
dm

√
g̃/g̃|m=0 T

w
00. (34)

Note that Eq. (34) is a line integral along a geodesic that intersects S at a given point ζA

at a given time t. The curve is given by Eq. (16). In Cartesian coordinates, we just have
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xi = Y i(ζA) +M i(ζA)m. On the other hand, the wall energy density is given by Eq. (32)
as a function of the Gaussian normal coordinates ξa, n associated to the hypersurface Σ.
The integration requires the change of variables to the coordinates ζA,m.

The definition of εw, Eq. (34), is similar to that of Sµν in Eq. (2), except that here we
have taken into account the variation of the surface element with m. If the wall is really
thin, then the factors of

√
g̃ cancel. Similarly, we may define Sµν as

Sµν =

∫
dn

√
ḡ/ḡ|n=0 T

w
µν = γ−1/2

∫
dn

√
ḡ (∂nϕ)

2Pµν . (35)

The caveat with this definition is that integrating the components of a tensor will generally
not give a tensor, unless we are in flat space and in a Lorentz frame [20]. Indeed, under a
general coordinate transformation, we will have the transformation matrix in the integrand
of Eq. (35), while Sµν should transform with the transformation matrix evaluated at n = 0.
Similarly, raising or lowering indices of Tµν will not be equivalent to raising or lowering
indices of Sµν if gµν is not constant. These are not problems for εw because the covariance
was already lost when we decided to integrate the energy density T00 in a given frame.
If the specific application favors some definite coordinates that are appropriate for the
problem at hand, the definition (35) will still be useful. In this work, we will consider
the Gaussian normal coordinates to be such preferred coordinates. We have P̄µn = 0 and
P̄ab = ḡab, so we obtain

S̄µn = 0, S̄ab = γ−1/2

∫
dn

√
ḡ (∂nϕ)

2ḡab. (36)

The definition (35) is approximately covariant if the coordinate transformation is ap-
proximately constant in the wall range, so that it can be removed from the integral.
Similarly, raising and lowering indices of Tw

µν is equivalent to raising and lowering indices
of Sµν if gµν is approximately constant within the wall. In this case, the projection tensor
Pµν in Eq. (31) is approximately constant, and Sµν takes the surface-layer form

Sµν = σhµν , (37)

where σ is the surface tension,

σ =

∫
(∂nϕ)

2dn. (38)

In Eq. (38), the integral is along the normal geodesic at a given position ξa on Σ. In
general, ϕ is not a function of n alone, and σ may depend on ξa.

To finish this section, let us discuss alternative definitions of the wall surface. If we
are interested in the evolution of the energy density, we can choose the surface S at a
given time to be located at the point of maximum Tw

00. Alternatively, we can choose the
wall position as the average of m using the energy density as a weight. If the energy is
concentrated in a small range of m, the two points will be very close. Since we set the
origin of the coordinate m at S, any of these definitions gives an equation mw(t, ζ

A) = 0
which defines the surface. Notice that this approach is somewhat recursive, as it involves
using the field ϕ(t, ζA,m) as a function of the Gaussian normal coordinates associated to
S in the definition of this surface. Its utility depends on the problem.

Similarly, we can choose the hypersurface Σ to be located at the maximum of (∂nϕ)
2

or at the mean position n weighted by this quantity. These options are particularly useful

10



for cases where ϕ depends only on n and when using the thin-wall approximation. In this
case, we obtain a condition for Σ of the form nw(ξ

a) = 0. For example, using the mean
value, we have ∫

(∂nϕ)
2 n dn = 0, (39)

where the integration extends over the entire range where the variable n is well defined.
If the field only depends on n, these definitions of the wall position are equivalent to
the condition ϕ(xµ) = ϕw discussed above, with the specific value ϕw corresponding to
nw = 0. The use of an average with an appropriate weight function can be generalized to
define other quantities characterizing the wall. Here we will define the wall width l by

l2 =

∫
(∂nϕ)

2n2dn∫
(∂nϕ)2dn

≡ µ

σ
. (40)

2.4 Spherical bubbles

For the particular case of a spherical bubble in flat space, Eq. (3) takes the form5

−∂2
t ϕ+ ∂2

rϕ+ 2r−1∂rϕ = V ′(ϕ) (41)

and the boundary conditions are ∂rϕ = 0 at r = 0 and ϕ → ϕ+ for r → ∞. The specific
solution depends on the initial configuration ϕ(t = 0, r). Using any of the definitions of
the wall surface discussed above, e.g., ϕ(t, r) = ϕw, we obtain the wall position rw(t).
Thus the hypersurface Σ can be defined as in Eq. (6), either by F = r − rw(t) = 0 or by
writing xµ = Xµ(ξa) in spherical coordinates,

(t, r, θ, φ) =
(
ξ0, rw(ξ

0), ξ1, ξ2
)
. (42)

From Eq. (8), we have s =
√

1− ṙ2w ≡ γ−1
w and

Nµ = γw(ṙw, 1, 0, 0). (43)

The quantities associated with the extrinsic curvature of the hypersurface that appear in
Eqs. (21)-(23) are given by

Nµ
;µ = γ3

wr̈w + 2
γw
rw

, Nµ
;νN

ν
;µ = (γ3

wr̈w)
2 + 2

γ2
w

r2w
, Nµ

;νN
ν
;ρN

ρ
;µ = (γ3

wr̈w)
3 + 2

γ3
w

r3w
. (44)

For the surface S, we can use G = r − rw(t) = 0 as in Eq. (7) (with the additional
constraint that t is fixed). Setting X0 = ξ0 = t and ξA = ζA in Eq. (42), the parametric
representation xi = Y i(ζA) takes the form

(r, θ, φ) =
(
rw(t), ζ

1, ζ2
)
. (45)

The normal vector, given by Eq. (9), is the unit radial vector M i = (1, 0, 0), and the
quantities associated with the extrinsic curvature that appear in Eq. (24) are given by
κ = −2r−1, κijκij = 2r−2.

5In spherical coordinates, the non-vanishing Christoffel symbols are Γr
θθ = −r, Γr

φφ = −r sin2 θ,

Γθ
φφ = − sin θ cos θ, Γθ

rθ = r−1, Γφ
rφ = r−1, and Γφ

θφ = cot θ.
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In flat space, the geodesics are straight lines, and the ones tangent to Nµ at the point
Xµ(ξa) are given by

(t, r, θ, φ) =
(
ξ0, rw(ξ

0), ξ1, ξ2
)
+ γw(ξ

0)
(
ṙw(ξ

0), 1, 0, 0
)
n, (46)

i.e., the expansion (12) is truncated at the linear term. This equation also gives the
transformation to Gaussian normal coordinates, namely, θ = ξ1, φ = ξ2,

t = ξ0 + γw(ξ
0)ṙw(ξ

0)n, r = rw(ξ
0) + γw(ξ

0)n. (47)

To obtain the inverse transformation, we must solve the equations

t− ξ0

r − rw(ξ0)
= ṙw(ξ

0), n =
r − rw(ξ

0)

γw(ξ0)
. (48)

We can solve the first one for ξ0(t, r) and then use the result in the second one. We
can readily obtain the vector tangent to the normal geodesics, either using nµ = ∂nx

µ in
Eq. (47) or nµ = −∂µn in Eq. (48). We have (in spherical coordinates)

nµ = γw(ξ
0)(ṙw(ξ

0), 1, 0, 0). (49)

As expected, nµ is constant along the geodesics, which are lines of fixed ξ0 in the rt plane.
To obtain nµ(t, r), we must use the function ξ0(t, r) obtained from Eq. (48).

The normal geodesics to S at constant t are radial lines

(r, θ, φ) =
(
rw(t), ζ

1, ζ2
)
+ (1, 0, 0)m, (50)

so the coordinate transformation (16) is in this case truncated at the linear term. Thus,
the Gaussian normal coordinates are essentially the spherical coordinates, with the radial
coordinate shifted to the surface S, i.e., θ = ζ1, φ = ζ2, r = rw(t) +m, and the metric
tensor in these coordinates is given by g̃ij = −diag(1, r2, r2 sin2 θ).

The energy-momentum tensor of the wall is given by Eq. (31) and, in particular, the
wall energy density is given by Eq. (32). We have

Tw
00 = (∂rn)

2(∂nϕ)
2. (51)

If ϕ depends only on n, we just have Tw
00 = (∂rϕ)

2. However, this is not the general case.
On the other hand, we will generally have a numerical solution of Eq. (41) as a function of
r and t rather than n and ξ0. To obtain Tw

00(t, r), we can write ∂nϕ = n0∂tϕ+nr∂rϕ, where
we have, from Eqs. (47)-(49), n0 = ṙw(ξ

0)γw(ξ
0) and nr = ∂rn = γw(ξ

0). We still need to
obtain ξ0(t, r) by solving the first of Eqs. (48). This procedure is tedious. Fortunately, as
we will see, in most cases the dependence of ϕ(ξ0, n) on ξ0 is negligible and we can use
the approximation Tw

00 ≃ (∂rϕ)
2.

The surface energy density εw is given by Eq. (34). In this case, we have dm = dr
and the metric determinant is straightforward. Assuming that Tw

00 is well defined in all
the range of the variable r, we obtain

Ew = 4πr2wεw = 4π

∫ ∞

0

drTw
00. (52)
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3 An illustrative example: O(3,1)-symmetric bubble

To illustrate the concepts developed in the previous section, let us consider a simple case
where the field depends only on the normal coordinate n. To this end, we will further
simplify the O(3)-symmetric problem by considering an O(3,1)-invariant solution, where
ϕ only depends on the variable ρ =

√
r2 − t2 [27]. Thus, we write ϕ(xµ) = ϕ̄(ρ), and the

field equation becomes
ϕ̄′′(ρ) + 3ρ−1ϕ̄′(ρ) = V ′(ϕ̄), (53)

with the boundary conditions ϕ̄′(0) = 0, ϕ̄(ρ) → ϕ+ for ρ → ∞. This problem is easily
solved by the shooting method, where we replace the condition at infinity by ϕ̄(0) = ϕi

to solve the equation numerically, and then iteratively search for the correct value of ϕi

such that ϕ̄ approaches ϕ+ = 0 for large ρ. The solution thus obtained is only valid
for r ≥ t. To obtain the solution inside the lightcone numerically, we can consider the
analytic continuation ϕ(xµ) = ϕ̄(iτ) = ϕ̃(τ), with τ =

√
t2 − r2, for which we have the

equation
ϕ̃′′(τ) + 3τ−1ϕ̃′(τ) = −V ′(ϕ̃) (54)

with boundary conditions ϕ̃(0) = ϕi, ϕ̃
′(0) = 0 (see, e.g., [15, 17,28]).

3.1 Bubble profile and wall position

Since the field depends only on ρ, it makes sense to set the wall position to a fixed value
ρ = ρw, which is equivalent to the condition ϕ = ϕw. Therefore, the bubble radius is given
by

rw(t) =
√
ρ2w + t2, (55)

and we have ṙw = t/rw and γw = rw/ρw. Hence, the normal geodesic crossing Σ at a
point t = ξ0, r = rw(ξ

0) is given by

t = ξ0(1 + n/ρw), r = rw(ξ
0)(1 + n/ρw). (56)

This line goes through the origin and has slope t/r = ξ0/rw(ξ
0). These relations also give

the transformation to the Gaussian normal coordinates. The inverse transformation is
ξ0 = tρw/ρ, n = ρ − ρw, so n is just the variable ρ shifted to Σ. If we define Σ by the
condition (39) and the wall width by Eq. (40), we have

ρw = σ−1

∫ ∞

0

[
ϕ̄′(ρ)

]2
ρ dρ, l2 = σ−1

∫ ∞

0

[
ϕ̄′(ρ)

]2
(ρ− ρw)

2dρ, (57)

with σ =
∫∞
0

[
ϕ̄′(ρ)

]2
dρ.

For concrete computations, we will consider a toy-model with a quartic potential

V (ϕ) =
1

2
m2ϕ2 − e

3
ϕ3 +

λ

4
ϕ4 + V+. (58)

This potential has a minimum at ϕ+ = 0, another minimum at

ϕ− = (e/2λ)(1 +
√
1− 4λm2/e2), (59)

and a maximum between them, at ϕmax = e/λ−ϕ−. In the parameter region e2/λm2 > 9/2
we have V (ϕ+) > V (ϕ−). The height of the barrier, Vmax ≡ V (ϕmax)− V (0), is given by
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Figure 2: Evolution of the bubble profile for the potential (58) with e2/λm2 = 5, which
gives ∆V/Vmax ≃ 2.6.
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Figure 3: Evolution of the bubble profile for the potential (58) with e2/λm2 = 18, which
gives ∆V/Vmax ≃ 1800.

Vmax = 1
4
ϕ2
max(m

2 − e
3
ϕmax). For e2/λm2 = 9/2, the two minima are degenerate, while

for e2/λm2 → ∞ the barrier disappears. The constant term in Eq. (58) is given by
V+ = 1

4
ϕ2
−
(
e
3
ϕ− −m2

)
so that the vacuum energy density vanishes in the true vacuum,

i.e., we have V− = 0 and ∆V ≡ V+ − V− = V+.
It is well known that if the potential is nearly degenerate (i.e., if ∆V ≪ Vmax), the

solution ϕ̄(ρ) has a thin wall interpolating between constant values ϕ− and ϕ+ [27]. Since
we want to go beyond the thin-wall approximation, let us consider a potential shape with
∆V ≳ Vmax (see Fig. 2). The right panel shows the solution ϕ(r, t) = ϕ̄(

√
r2 − t2) at

different times. The leftmost curve gives the graph of the function ϕ̄(ρ), since at t = 0
we have ρ = r. In this curve, ϕ varies appreciably in a range of ρ of order ρw. However,
using Eq. (57) as a measure of the wall width l, we have l/ρw ≃ 0.093. At later times, the
wall gets thinner due to the Lorentz contraction. The value ϕ̄(0) = ϕi (which in this case
is very close to ϕ−) is indicated by a cross on the curves. The corresponding point ρ = 0
(r = t) separates ϕ̄(ρ) from the innermost solution ϕ̃(τ) (in this case, ϕ̃ ≃ ϕ−). The dots
indicate the wall position r = rw(t) given by Eqs. (55) and (57).

To illustrate the scope and limitations of this treatment, we consider in Fig. 3 a
potential with a very small barrier compared with the potential difference ∆V . In this
case, the initial profile does not even have a domain with ϕ = ϕ−. If we consider the
wall as the region where ϕ varies, then the bubble is initially all wall. Formally, Eq. (57)
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t
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ρ = ρw

ρ/ρw =

0.5, 1.5, 2, 2.5, 3

ξ0/ρw =

0.25, 0.5, 1, 2

r = t

Figure 4: Left: In the rt plane, lines of constant ϕ = ϕ(ρw) for several values of ρw, lines
of constant ϕ = ϕ−, and normal geodesics for different values of ξ0, for the potential of
Fig. 3. Right: Schematically, the hypersurface Σ, the surface S, and the lightcone r = t.
The variable n = ρ− ρw measures the proper distance from a point of Σ along a geodesic
tangent to Nµ, which is a curve of constant ξ0. The variable m = r− rw(t) measures the
distance from a point of S along a geodesic at constant t tangent to M i.

gives l/ρw ≃ 0.44. Since the initial value of the field at the bubble center is quite far from
the minimum ϕ−, the field evolves inside the bubble and oscillates around the minimum.
Due to the oscillations, it is not evident, looking at field gradients, where the wall ends
and the bubble interior begins. The point r = t, ϕ = ϕi (indicated by the crosses) gives
a natural boundary as it separates the solutions ϕ̃(τ) and ϕ̄(ρ). Indeed, for any ρ > 0, a
fixed point of the profile given by ϕ = ϕ̄(ρ) describes a hyperbola r2− t2 = ρ2 (see the left
panel of Fig. 4). Therefore, all these points move with constant acceleration, which is in
agreement with the interpretation that this part of the profile makes up the bubble wall.
In contrast, for r < t, a given value of ϕ (say, ϕ = ϕ−) corresponds to several spacelike
hypersurfaces (due to the field oscillations).

The hypersurfaces Σn are those of constant ρ shown in the left panel of Fig. 4. The
normal geodesics (dashed lines) only cover the region r > t, and the Gaussian normal
coordinates can only be used there6. This confirms that r = t is a good boundary for
the wall region. This boundary is present in the definition of ρw by Eq. (57). With this
definition, the value ϕw is halfway between ϕi and ϕ+ and the wall position rw is in the
middle of wall region, as can be seen in Fig. 3. A 2-dimensional representation of the
hypersurface, including the normal geodesics to Σ and S and the lightcone, is shown in
the right panel of Fig. 4.

3.2 Energy-momentum tensor

The energy-momentum tensor, Eq. (4), is given in this case by

Tµν =

{[
∂µρ∂νρ+

1
2
gµν

]
ϕ̄′(ρ)2 + gµνV (ϕ̄) for r > t,[

∂µτ∂ντ − 1
2
gµν

]
ϕ̃′(τ)2 + gµνV (ϕ̃) for r ≤ t.

(60)

6This region is the so-called Rindler wedge, where one can introduce Rindler coordinates ρ, τ , where
the latter is given by sinh τ = t/ρ = ξ0/ρw. These coordinates are adapted to accelerated observers
sitting at fixed points in the wall profile.
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The wall contribution is defined in the domain of the Gaussian normal coordinates, r > t,
and is given by Eq. (31), Tw

µν = ϕ̄′2Pµν . Furthermore, for this symmetric solution we have
ϕ = ϕ̄(ρw + n), ∂aϕ = 0, and most of the terms in Eqs. (28)-(29) vanish. Therefore, we
have the simple decomposition

Tµν = Pµνϕ̄
′(ρ)2 + gµνV

b(ρ), (61)

which looks like Eq. (30), but in this case it is not an approximation. The tensor Pµν is
defined in Eq. (19). In this case, the vector nµ is given by nµ = −∂µn = −∂µρ, and we
have Pµν = gµν + ∂µρ∂νρ. In spherical coordinates, we have

Pµν =


r2/ρ2 −tr/ρ2 0 0
−tr/ρ2 t2/ρ2 0 0

0 0 −r2 0
0 0 0 −r2 sin2 θ

 . (62)

In particular, we have Tw
00 = ϕ̄′(ρ)2 r2/ρ2 = (∂rϕ)

2.
The bulk potential energy density V b is given by Eq. (27), where the term with the

derivatives Da vanishes in this case. It is worth discussing this quantity in more detail
for this simple case. In the first place, the decomposition of the potential energy comes
from the first integral of the field equation in Gaussian normal coordinates, Eq. (25). In
this case we have7 K = −3ρ−1 and Eq. (25) is the same as Eq. (53). The first integral of
Eq. (53) gives two equivalent equations using either the boundary condition at ρ = ∞ or
at ρ = 0,

V
(
ϕ̄(ρ)

)
=

1

2
ϕ̄′(ρ)2 + V+ − 3

∫ ∞

ρ

ϕ̄′(η)2
dη

η
=

1

2
ϕ̄′(ρ)2 + Vi + 3

∫ ρ

0

ϕ̄′(η)2
dη

η
. (63)

In both expressions, the term 1
2
ϕ̄′(ρ)2 gives the peak at the wall due to the potential

barrier between the minima, while the function

V b(ρ) = V+ − 3

∫ ∞

ρ

ϕ̄′(η)2
dη

η
= Vi + 3

∫ ρ

0

ϕ̄′(η)2
dη

η
(64)

is monotonic and varies between the value Vi at ρ = 0 and the value V+ at ρ = ∞.
As discussed in Sec. 2.1, an alternative decomposition often used in the literature

consists in assigning the kinetic and gradient energy to the wall and all the potential
energy to the domains. In Fig. 5 we compare these decompositions for the case of Fig. 2.
The potential energy density has a peak at the wall, which initially has the same amplitude
as the kinetic and gradient energy densities. In our decomposition, this peak is included
in the wall energy density. As the wall gets thinner due to the Lorentz contraction, this
contribution becomes unimportant.

For the case of Fig. 2, where we have ϕ ≃ ϕ− for r ≤ t, we do not need to consider the
solution ϕ̃ at all. In contrast, for the case of Fig. 3, the function ϕ̄(ρ) only describes the
part of the profile to the right of the crosses. This is not a problem if we consider that
the wall region is limited to the domain of the Gaussian normal coordinates, r > t. As a
matter of fact, the quantities associated with the wall, such as Tw

µν , are defined in terms

7The extrinsic curvature tensor is given by Kµν = −∇µnν = −ρ−1Pµν .
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Figure 5: Alternative decompositions of the energy density for the case of Fig. 2 at two
different times. The vertical line indicates the point r = t.

of the variable n and depend on the solution ϕ̄(ρ). However, if we are interested in such
a quantity as a function of the variable m = r − rw, we may try to extend its definition
to r ≤ t, where m is well defined (see the right panel of Fig. 4). For example, the wall
energy density in this case is given by Tw

00 = (∂rϕ)
2, and this expression is well defined

inside the lightcone. To verify that this extension makes sense, let us consider the first
integral of Eq. (54),

V (ϕ̃) = −1

2
ϕ̃′(τ)2 + Vi − 3

∫ τ

0

ϕ̃′(η)2dη/η. (65)

The quantity V b(τ) = Vi − 3
∫ τ

0
ϕ̃′(η)2dη/η is a natural continuation of V b(ρ). Indeed, it

is a monotonic function that takes the value Vi at τ = ρ = 0 and approaches the value
V− as we penetrate deeper into the bubble8. Inserting Eq. (65) into Eq. (60), we obtain
a decomposition similar to Eq. (61), Tµν = P̃µνϕ̃

′2 + gµνV
b(τ), where P̃µν = ∂µτ∂ντ − gµν .

Since V b(τ) is the natural continuation of V b(ρ), the first term in this decomposition
gives a natural continuation for the definition of Tw

µν . In spherical coordinates, we have

∂µτ = τ−1(t,−r, 0, 0), and we obtain, in particular, Tw
00 = ϕ̃′2r2/τ 2 = (∂rϕ)

2.
In Fig. 6 we consider our decomposition and the alternative one for the case of Fig. 3.

Quantitatively, there is no significant difference. For a better comparison, we show in Fig 7
the potential differences V+ − V and V+ − V b for the cases of Figs. 2 and 3. Notice that
V b is a monotonous function which varies between V+ and V−, while V has oscillations.
In our decomposition, these oscillations are assigned to the wall energy. The difference is
most important for thinner walls, where the potential barrier is higher and its energy is
concentrated at the bubble wall.

3.3 Wall energy

The metric components in the Gaussian normal coordinates are ḡnn = −1, ḡna = 0, and
ḡab = (ρ/ρw)

2γab, with γab = diag
(
ρ2wr

−2
w ,−r2w,−r2w sin2 θ

)
and ρ = ρw+n, r2w = ρ2w+(ξ0)2,

θ = ξ1. Thus, Eq. (36) gives S̄ab = γab
∫∞
0

dρ(ρ/ρw)
7/2(∂ρϕ)

2, and the replacement γab →

8To see this, notice that ϕ̃(τ) does damped oscillations around ϕ−, initially with amplitude ϕ− − ϕi

but decaying with τ [17], so we have ϕ̃ → ϕ− for τ → ∞. The value V− is only reached asymptotically,
so we will not have exactly V = V− at the bubble center.
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Figure 6: Alternative decompositions of the energy density for the case of Fig. 3 at two
different times. The vertical line indicates the point r = t.
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Figure 7: The differences V+ − V and V+ − V b. Left: the case of Fig. 5. Right: the case
of Fig. 6. The vertical lines indicate the points r = t and r = rw.

hµν gives the complete surface stress-energy tensor Sµν . The tensor hµν is given by Eq. (62)
at r = rw, ρ = ρw. For a very thin wall, we have ρ ≃ ρw and Sµν ≃ σhµν .

While Sµν is given by an integral over n with ξa constant, the surface energy density
εw is given by an integral over m with t and ζA constant (hence, S00 and εw are different
quantities). As shown in the right panel of Fig. 4, the former is a line integral along a
path that remains outside the lightcone, while the latter is a line integral along a path
which enters the lightcone. In the present case, the wall energy density Tw

00 = (∂rϕ)
2 is

well defined everywhere, and we can use Eq. (52) for εw. Since we have two different
numerical solutions ϕ = ϕ̄, ϕ = ϕ̃ in different regions, we need to separate the integral.
We have dr = ρdρ/r for r > t and dr = −τdτ/r for r < t, and we obtain Ew = Ein

w +Eout
w ,

where

Ein
w = 4π

∫ t

0

dτ
(t2 − τ 2)

3/2

τ
ϕ̃′(τ)2, Eout

w = 4π

∫ ∞

0

dρ
(ρ2 + t2)3/2

ρ
ϕ̄′(ρ)2. (66)

If we use the convention that the wall region only extends as far as the Gaussian normal
coordinates for Σ are well defined, we must consider only Eout

w . For an energy density such
as that in Fig. 5, Ein

w will be negligible. whereas it will make a significant contribution to
Ew for for a case such as that in Fig. 6.

The alternative definition of the wall energy density as 1
2
(∂tϕ)

2 + 1
2
(∂rϕ)

2 was consid-
ered, for instance, in Ref. [22], where ϕ is assumed to depend on ρ, with dϕ/dρ vanishing
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Figure 8: The various energy components for the case of Figs. 2 and 5 (left) and for
the case of Figs. 3 and 6 (right). Quantities which are equal due to energy conservation
are represented by a single curve. The energy is scaled with the thin-wall initial value
E0 =

4π
3
ρ3w∆V .

for r < t. This gives an expression for Ew similar to Eout
w (cf. Eq.(9) of Ref. [22]). Due to

energy conservation, the total kinetic and gradient energy of the bubble can be computed
through the total potential energy. This fact was exploited, for example, in Ref. [23].

We compare the various approaches in Fig. 8. The O(3,1)-invariant solution describes
a bubble nucleated at t = 0 in a vacuum phase transition with vanishing total energy
(see Sec. 5). Therefore, the integral of V+ − V (dashed-dotted lines in Fig. 8) coincides
with the integral of 1

2
(∂tϕ)

2 + 1
2
(∂rϕ)

2. Similarly, the integral of V+ −V b (solid blue lines)
coincides with Ew. This equality can be interpreted as the energy released going into the
wall. The case shown in the left panel of Fig. 8 is that of Figs. 2 and 5, where we have a
significant potential barrier. Since our definition of the wall energy takes into account this
contribution, it gives a higher value than considering only the gradient and kinetic energy.
As anticipated, in this case we have Ew ≃ Eout

w . We have included in the comparison the
rough thin-wall approximation ∆V × 4πr3w/3. We see that it essentially coincides with
the integral of V+ − V b. This coincidence is also apparent in the left panel of Fig. 7.

The plot on the right of Fig. 8 corresponds to the case of Figs. 3 and 6, where the
definition of the bubble wall region is less evident. The difference between the two alter-
native definitions of the wall energy is small in this case since the potential barrier is very
small. The integral of V+ − V is a little higher than that of V+ − V b, which can also be
appreciated in the right panel of Fig. 7. In this case, the approximation ∆V × 4πr3w/3
overestimates both integrals because the wall position rw (indicated by a vertical line in
Fig. 7) is inside the outer profile ϕ̄. On the other hand, if we consider the wall to be the
part of the profile at r > t, then its energy is given by Eout

w , which is much smaller than
the energy released. The rest of the energy goes into oscillations of the field inside the
bubble.

It is worth emphasizing that, although a decomposition of Tµν may be irrelevant for
a fully numerical computation such as a lattice simulation, it is relevant for analytic
approximations. Moreover, even in the case of a numerical calculation, it is often of
interest to have a proper identification of the wall in order to analyze the results in terms
of wall dynamics. For instance, in Refs. [15] and [19], the γ factor of the wall is defined
through the lorentz contraction between two points corresponding to fixed values of ϕ
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in the bubble profile. In Ref. [19], both reference points are taken outside the lightcone
(in the wall region). However, in Ref. [15] one of the points lies inside the lightcone (it
corresponds to the value ϕ = ϕ−). We remark that the “trajectory” of such a point is
superluminal (lowest spacelike hyperbola in the left panel of Fig. 4). The central point of
the energy distribution 1

2
(∂tϕ)

2+ 1
2
(∂rϕ)

2 also has a non-physical trajectory that eventually
becomes superluminal.

4 The thin-wall approximation

The O(3,1)-symmetric example considered in the previous section is extremely simple
because the field depends on a single variable. The thin-wall approximation also achieves
such a simplification by assuming that ϕ depends only on the distance n orthogonal to
the wall [24]. The standard procedure uses a few other approximations to solve for the
field profile ϕ(n) and then obtain an equation for the wall as a surface. This method can
be generalized to higher orders in the wall width [18].

4.1 Leading-order approximation

Assuming that ϕ only depends on n, Eq. (25) becomes

∂2
nϕ−K∂nϕ = V ′(ϕ). (67)

It is also a common assumption that ϕ reaches asymptotically the values ϕ±. This as-
sumption avoids the problem of considering field dynamics away from the wall, such as
field oscillations at the center of the bubble. Note that the mean curvature of the wall
hypersurface, K, depends on the solution ϕ, so Eq. (67) is still not trivial. The usual ap-
proach is to assume that the term containing this quantity is negligible, which is a valid
approximation as long as the wall width l is much smaller than the curvature radius K−1.
The latter assumption requires V+ = V− for consistency [27] (see [17] for a discussion of
these approximations).

To approximate V by a degenerate potential, we write

V (ϕ) = V0(ϕ) + cϕ, (68)

and demand that V0 is degenerate. Therefore, we have V0 = V −cϕ, whose minima a± are
given by the condition V ′

0(a±) = 0, while the condition V0(a+) = V0(a−) determines the
parameter c (see [17] for a generalization of this method). Thus, we have the equations

V ′(a±) = c, V (a+)− V (a−) = c(a+ − a−). (69)

For the specific potential (58), we obtain

a± =
e

3λ

(
1∓

√
3− 9λm2/e2

)
, c =

e3

27λ2

(
9λm2/e2 − 2

)
, (70)

and

V0(ϕ) =
λ

4
(ϕ− a+)

2 (ϕ− a−)
2 + V0+, (71)
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where the constant V0+ = V+−9λc2/4e2 is irrelevant for the calculation of the field profile.
For 9λm2/e2 = 2, we have c = 0, a+ = ϕ+ = 0, and a− = ϕ− = 2e/3λ.

We obtain the basic thin-wall approximation for the field profile, ϕ0(n), by neglecting
the second term in Eq. (67) and replacing V by V0,

ϕ′′
0(n) = V ′

0(ϕ0(n)). (72)

The appropriate boundary conditions are ϕ0(±∞) = a±. The first integral is

ϕ′
0(n) = −

√
2[V0(ϕ)− V0+] ≡ −ϕh(ϕ) (73)

(the sign corresponds to a profile which decreases in n from a− to a+), and we have the
implicit solution

n = −
∫ ϕ0

ϕ∗

dϕ

ϕh(ϕ)
+ n∗. (74)

The relation between the integration constants ϕ∗ and n∗ depends on the definition of the
wall position within the field profile. We will use the condition (39). For the potential
(71), we have ϕh =

√
λ/2(ϕ− a+)(a− − ϕ) and we obtain

ϕ0(n) = ϕ∗ − a tanh
(√

λ/2 a n
)
, (75)

with ϕ∗ = (a+ + a−)/2 and a = (a− − a+)/2.
To obtain an equation of motion for the wall, we need to go beyond the approximation

∆V = 0. Therefore, we go back to Eq. (67), this time keeping the second term but
assuming that the quantity K remains approximately constant inside the wall, i.e., K ≃
K|n=0. Thus, multiplying Eq. (67) by ∂nϕ and integrating across the wall, the first term
vanishes and we obtain K ≃ −∆V/σ. To calculate the surface tension, we can use the
approximation ϕ0(n) for the profile,

σ0 =

∫ +∞

−∞
ϕ′
0(n)

2dn =

∫ a−

a+

ϕh(ϕ)dϕ. (76)

For the potential (71), we have σ0 =
4
3

√
λ/2 a3. Thus, we have K = −∆V/σ0, and using

the first relation in Eq. (23) we obtain an equation for the normal vector Nµ, which we
call Nµ

0 in this approximation,
Nµ

0;µ = ∆V/σ0. (77)

Using Eq. (8) in Eq. (77) gives an equation for the implicit surface representation function
F . A gauge fixing is necessary to solve this equation, and we will use the explicit form
(6), F = x3 − x3

w(x
a) with a = 0, 1, 2, which is sometimes called the Monge gauge. Thus,

we have Na = ∂ax
3
w/s, N3 = −s−1, and s2 = −g33 + 2g3a∂ax

3
w − gab∂ax

3
w∂bx

3
w. Inserting

in Eq. (77), we obtain an equation for the “wall position” x3
w. The general expression for

this equation of motion can be found in [17]. Below, we consider a specific example.
The field profile ϕ0(n) obtained with the thin-wall approximation is the same for any

wall shape. On the other hand, the function n(xµ) depends on the hypersurface Σ. For a
very thin wall, Eq. (15) gives

n(xµ) = F (xµ)/s(xµ) = (x3 − x3
w0)/s0, (78)
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where the index 0 in x3
w and s indicates that these quantities are calculated using the

above thin-wall approximations. In particular, x3
w0(x

a) is a solution of Eq. (77) and the
quantity s0 is a function of its derivatives ∂ax

3
w0.

Since ∂aϕ0 = 0, Eqs. (28)-(29) give Eq. (30) in the thin-wall approximation, as already
discussed. The energy-momentum tensor of the wall is given by Eq. (31). For a very thin
wall, we have Pµν ≃ hµν , and we obtain Tw

µν = hµνϕ
′2
0 . The tensor hµν is given by Eq. (10)

and depends on the hypersurface Σ. For the surface stress-energy tensor, both Eqs. (35)
and Eq. (37) give the result Sµν = σ0hµν to this order.

For a metric with g00 = 1 and g0i = 0, the wall energy density is given by Eq. (32),
Tw
00 = q′2ϕ′2

0 , with q′2 = (∇n)2|m=0. The surface energy density is given by Eq. (34),
εw = q′2

∫
dmϕ′2

0 (n). It is convenient to change variables from m to n. Since the integral is
along the constant-time geodesic, we must use Eq. (18). For small n, we have dm = dn/q′.
Using q′2|m=0 = q2/s2, we obtain

εw = σ0q
′ = σ0q/s, (79)

with s2 = −F,µF
,µ and q2 = −F,iF

,i.
The energy density in the bulk is given by Eq. (27). In this case, we have V b(n) = V++

K0I
(0)
0 (n), where I

(0)
0 =

∫∞
n

ϕ′
0(n

′)2dn′. The total energy in the bulk, Eb =
∫
d3x(V b−V+),

is given by Eb = K0

∫
d2ζ

∫∞
int

dm
√
g̃I

(0)
0 (n), where int denotes some point in the bubble

interior. Integrating by parts, we obtain

Eb = K0

∫
d2ζ

∫ ∞

int

dm

(∫ m

int

dm′
√

g̃

)
ϕ′
0(n)

2∂mn = K0Vσ0. (80)

In the last step we have evaluated the function in parenthesis at m = 0, which is a valid
approximation for a very thin wall. The quantity V =

∫
d2ζ

∫ 0

int
dm

√
g̃ is the volume of

the bubble. Thus, we obtain the thin-wall result Eb = ∆V V .

4.2 Higher orders in the wall width

We have neglected the terms involving the quantities ∂aϕ and K in Eqs. (25)-(29), under
the assumption that these terms are much smaller than those containing ∂nϕ. All these
terms are of different order in the wall width. Let L be the length scale associated with
the curvature of the hypersurface, so that we have K ∼ L−1 and the operator ∂a is also
of order L−1, while ∂n is of order l−1. On the other hand, ϕ is quantitatively of the order
of the energy scale of the theory, while the wall width is of the order of the inverse of
this sale, so we have ϕ ∼ l−1. Besides, the term cϕ which breaks the degeneracy of the
potential in Eq. (68) can be assumed to be of order l/L with respect to V0. To obtain a
solution of the field equation at each order in the wall width, we can consider a formal
expansion ϕ = ϕ0 + ϕ1 + ϕ2 + · · · , where the leading-order (LO) solution ϕ0 is given by
Eqs. (72)-(74) and each term is of order l/L higher than the previous one [18]. Below we
briefly review the method.

We need to consider also an expansion K = K0 +K1 +K2 + · · · . This quantity can
also be expanded in powers of n, so we have

K = (K0 +K1 + · · · )n=0+(∂nK0 + ∂nK1 + · · · )n=0 n+
1

2

(
∂2
nK0 + · · ·

)
n=0

n2+· · · . (81)
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Inserting the expansions for ϕ and K in Eq. (25) or its first integral (26), we obtain, order
by order in l/L, equations for the field corrections ϕi, which are all of the form

∂nϕ0∂nϕi − ∂2
nϕ0ϕi = fi, (82)

where the LO field profile ϕ0 is given by Eq. (75) and the source term fi depends on the
previous solutions ϕ0, . . . , ϕi−1. We have, e.g.,

f1 = c(ϕ0 − a+)−K0|n=0I
(0)
0 , (83)

f2 = c(ϕ1 − ϕ1+) +
1
2

[
V ′′
0 (ϕ0)ϕ

2
1 − V ′′

0 (a+)ϕ
2
1+

]
− 1

2
(∂nϕ1)

2 −K0|n=0I
(0)
1 −K1|n=0I

(0)
0 − ∂nK0|n=0I

(1)
0 ,

(84)

f3 = c(ϕ2 − ϕ2+) + V ′′
0 (ϕ0)ϕ1ϕ2 − V ′′

0 (a+)ϕ1+ϕ2+ + 1
6
[V ′′′

0 (ϕ0)ϕ
3
1 − V ′′′

0 (a+)ϕ
3
1+] (85)

− ∂nϕ1∂nϕ2 −K0|0I(0)2 −K1|0I(0)1 −K2|0I(0)0 − ∂nK0|0I(1)1 − ∂nK1|0I(1)0 − 1
2
∂2
nK0|0I(2)0 .

The terms Ki|n=0I
(k)
j come from the expansion of the integrand in Eq. (26), where I

(k)
j

are integrals coming from the expansion of (∂nϕ)
2,

I
(k)
0 =

∫ ∞

n

(∂nϕ0)
2 n′kdn′, I

(k)
1 =

∫ ∞

n

(2∂nϕ0∂nϕ1)n
′kdn′, . . . (86)

It is convenient to define the wall surface by the condition (39), so that the integrals I
(1)
i

vanish for n → −∞. At the lowest orders, only the term K(∂nϕ)
2 in the integrand in

(26) contributes to the expansion, since the term ∂nϕDaD
aϕ has an extra factor of l/L

and, furthermore, we have ∂aϕ0 = 0 and, as we shall see, also ∂aϕ1 = 0.
The solution of Eq. (82) is

ϕi(ξ
a, n) = ϕh(n) [Ci(ξ

a, n) + ci(ξ
a)] , (87)

where

Ci(ξ
a, n) = −

∫ n

n∗

fi(n
′, ξa)

ϕh(n′)2
dn′ (88)

and ci(ξ) is determined by the condition (39). The function fi contains the quantities
from the perturbative expansion of K up to the term i − 1. These quantities can be
obtained from the condition fi|n=−∞ = 0, which follows from Eq. (82). Therefore, once
ϕi−1 is solved, we can solve for Ki−1 and then for ϕi. Also, the quantity K = K0+ · · ·+Ki

gives, through Eq. (23), the wall EOM to order i.
For i = 1, the condition f1|n=−∞ = 0 gives σ0K0|n=0 = c(a− − a+). According to

Eq. (69), the right-hand side of this equation is the potential difference −∆V to lowest
order in l/L. Therefore, we have just re-obtained the leading-order approximation that
gives the wall EOM (77). Having determined K0|n=0, we use the function f1 in Eq. (88) to
obtain ϕ1. Since f1 only depends on n, ϕ1 also depends on n alone9. For our polynomial
potential, we obtain a constant,

ϕ1 = −c/(2a2λ). (89)

9As a consequence, the term DaD
aϕ in Eq. (25) is of order (l/L)4 with respect to the term ∂2

nϕ, and
does not appear in the field equation at lower orders.
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For i = 2, the condition f2|n=−∞ = 0 gives K1|n=0 in terms of the quantities already
obtained, namely, ϕ0, ϕ1, and K0|n=0. Thus, we can calculate the next-to-leading-order
(NLO) value K = K0+K1 at n = 0. One obtains [18] K|n=0 = −∆V/σ, where σ = σ0+σ1

and σ1 =
∫ +∞
−∞ 2ϕ′

0ϕ
′
1dn. Since ϕ0 and ϕ1 only depend on n, the correction to the surface

tension is a constant. Therefore, the NLO EOM has the same form as the LO EOM,
namely, Nµ

;µ = ∆V/σ. For our quartic potential, ϕ1 is a constant and we have σ1 = 0, so
this EOM is exactly the same as the leading-order one.

The function f2 depends on the already obtained quantities K0|n=0 and K1|n=0, but
also on the derivative ∂nK0|n=0. According to Eq. (23), we have ∂nK0|n=0 = Nµ

0;νN
ν
0;µ,

which is readily obtained once the LO EOM, Eq. (77), is solved. This quantity will
generally depend on the variable ξa, so the source term in the equation for ϕ2 is of the
form f2 = f2a + f2b∂nK0|n=0, where f2a and f2b only depend on n. As a consequence,
Eq. (87) takes the form

ϕ2 = ϕ2a(n) + ϕ2b(n)∂nK0(ξ
a, 0). (90)

For the potential (71), we have [18] ϕ2a(n) = ϕh(n)C2a(n), ϕ2b(n) = ϕh(n)C2b(n), where,
defining x = (ϕ0 − ϕ∗)/a = − tanh(

√
λ/2 a n), we have ϕh =

√
λ/2a2(1− x2) and

C2a =
3
√
2c2

16λ5/2a7

[
2x

x2 − 1
− log

(
1 + x

1− x

)]
, (91)

C2b = −
√
2a−3

48λ3/2

{
4x

(1− x2)2
[
(1− 6 log 2)x2 + 10 log 2− 1

]
− 2 log(1− x)

[
x(5x+ 4)− 3

(1 + x)2
+ 3 log 2

]
+ 2 log(1 + x)

[
x(5x− 4)− 3

(1− x)2
+ 3 log 2

]
+ 3 log2(1− x)− 3 log2(1 + x) + 6Li2

(
1 + x

2

)
− 6Li2

(
1− x

2

)}
, (92)

where Li2(z) is the dilogarithm function [29].
The correction to the surface tension, σ2 =

∫ +∞
−∞ 2ϕ′

0∂nϕ2dn, is of the form σ2 =
σ̃2 − µ0∂nK0|n=0, where σ̃2 and µ0 are constants. The latter is given by the LO value of
the quantity µ defined in Eq. (40). For the potential (71), we have

σ̃2 = − 3
√
2

4λ3/2

c2

a3
, µ0 =

π2 − 6

9

√
2√
λ
a. (93)

Defining σ̃ = σ0 + σ1 + σ̃2, we have

σ = σ̃ − µ0∂nK0(ξ
a, 0), (94)

so the surface tension generally depends on the position on the hypersurface Σ.
For i = 3, the condition f3|n=−∞ = 0 gives the NNLO correction K2. The quantity

K = K0 +K1 +K2 is given by [18]

σK = −∆V − (µ0/2)∂
2
nK0|n=0. (95)

There is an extra term with respect to the relation σK = −∆V obtained at previous
orders. Besides, the surface tension is no longer a constant along the surface. Using
Eqs. (94) and (23) in Eq. (95), the NNLO EOM can be written in the form

Nµ
;µ =

∆V

σ̃
+

µ0

σ0

(
∆V

σ0

Nµ
0;νN

ν
0;µ −Nµ

0;νN
ν
0;ρN

ρ
0;µ

)
. (96)
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The parameter µ0/σ0 is of NNLO, as can be seen from Eq. (40), so the quantities Nµ
0;ν

can be replaced by Nµ
;ν if convenient, instead of using the LO solution as a source term.

Let us now consider the energy-momentum tensor, Eqs. (28)-(29). Taking into account
that ∂aϕ0 = ∂aϕ1 = 0 and that ∂aϕ2 is of order (l/L)

3 relative to ∂nϕ0, we have, at NNLO,

Tµν = (∂nϕ)
2Pµν + V bgµν , (97)

with
(∂nϕ)

2 = ϕ′2
0 + 2ϕ′

0ϕ
′
1 + ϕ′2

1 + 2ϕ′
0ϕ

′
2a + 2ϕ′

0ϕ
′
2b∂nK0|n=0, (98)

where the factors ϕ′
i are the derivatives of ϕi(n) and do not depend on the specific wall

hypersurface, while ∂nK0|n=0 = Nµ
0;νN

ν
0;µ is a function of ξa and depends on the hyper-

surface. The tensor Pµν = gµν + nµnν can be obtained as an expansion in powers of
n.10 In Sec. 5 we consider some specific cases. The expression (97) still has the form of
the thin-wall approximation (30), although the field is no longer a function of n alone.
However, at higher order there will be non-vanishing components T̄an in Eqs. (28)-(29).

If we use the covariant definition (37) for the surface stress-energy tensor, we just
have Sµν = σhµν , with σ given by Eq. (94). If we use the more precise definition (35), we
must choose a specific coordinate system. In Gaussian normal coordinates, S̄ab is given
by Eq. (36). Using the expansion (20) for ḡab, we obtain

S̄ab = (σ̃ − µ0K̄
cdK̄cd)γab + µ0[2KK̄ab + K̄c

aK̄cb +
1
2
(K2 − K̄cdK̄cd)γab]. (99)

The parameter µ0 is of order l2 relative to σ, so we only need to calculate K̄ab to LO.
The wall energy density is given by Eq. (32), Tw

00 = q′2(∂nϕ)
2, and the surface energy

density εw is given by Eq. (34). To calculate the integral in Eq. (34), we must write
the integrand as a function of m at fixed t and ζA. The quantity

√
g̃/g̃|m=0 is given by

Eq. (24) as a series expansion in powers of m with coefficients depending on t and ζA.
The quantity q′2 can be written as

q′2 = q′2|m=0 + ∂mq
′2|m=0m+

1

2
∂2
mq

′2|m=0m
2 + · · · , (100)

where the notation |m=0 ≡ |Y i(ζA) indicates that here too the coefficients are evaluated at
constant t and ζA. In principle, we should also write the functions ϕ′

i(n) appearing in the
expansion of (∂nϕ)

2 in terms of m, ζA, and t. However, due to the strong dependence of
these functions on n, it is actually convenient to change the integration variable m to n
by means of Eq. (18). Thus, Eq. (34) takes the form

εw =

∫ +∞

−∞
dn

[
A+Bn+ Cn2

]
(∂nϕ)

2, (101)

where the coefficients A,B,C are constant along the integration curve. The constant
B is irrelevant since the integral

∫
n(∂nϕ)

2 vanishes due to the condition (39). For the

10One way to obtain this expansion is using the Taylor series of gµν and nµ. From the parallel trans-
port equation nσ∇σnµ = 0, we obtain ∂nnµ|0 = Γρ

σµN
σNρ|0, and differentiating this equation we ob-

tain the successive derivatives. For the expansion of the metric, we write, e.g., ∂ngµν |0 = nλgµν,λ|0 =
Nλ(gµρΓ

ρ
νλ + gνρΓ

ρ
µλ)0, and so on. We obtain Pµν = Aµν + Bµνn + Cµνn

2 + · · · , with Aµν = hµν ,

Bµν = [Nλ(hµρΓ
ρ
λν + hνρΓ

ρ
µλ)], and Cµν = 1

2N
σNλ[hµρ(Γ

ρ
λτΓ

τ
νσ − Γρ

ντΓ
τ
σλ + ∂λΓ

ρ
νσ) + hνρ(Γ

ρ
τλΓ

τ
µσ −

Γρ
µτΓ

τ
λσ + ∂λΓ

ρ
µσ) + 2hτρΓ

τ
µλΓ

ρ
νσ].
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term quadratic in n, we can replace (∂nϕ)
2 by its LO contribution ϕ′

0(n)
2, which gives the

parameter µ0. On the other hand, the first term gives the NNLO surface tension σ. It is
straightforward to calculate the quantitites A and C, and we obtain

εw = σ̃q′ + µ0

[
∂2
mq

′

q′2
+

κ2 − κijκij

2q′
− κ∂mq

′

2q′2
− (∂mq

′)2

2q′3
− ∂3

mn

2q′2
− q′Nµ

;νN
ν
;µ

]
. (102)

All the quantities are evaluated at S and can be written in terms of the vectors Nµ and
M i and thus in terms of the covariant derivatives of the function F (see Sec. 2.2). We
could also derive an expression for Eb as we did in Eq. (80), but the result is cumbersome
and unilluminating, and this quantity is not as useful as εw.

4.3 Spherical bubbles

For a spherical surface we have F = r − rw(t) and the covariant derivatives of Nµ are
given by Eq. (44). Thus, the equation of motion for the LO solution rw0, Eq. (77), takes
the form

γ3
w0r̈w0 + 2γw0r

−1
w0 = ∆V /σ0 ≡ 3/R0. (103)

We see that the wall acceleration is determined by two forces, one due to the pressure
difference and the other due to the surface tension. The NLO EOM is also of the form
(77), with σ0 replaced by the NLO surface tension. However, for our polynomial potential,
σ does not receive corrections at this order, so we have the same EOM. The NNLO EOM,
Eq. (96), gives

γ3
wr̈w +

2γw
rw

=
∆V

σ̃
+ 2l20

γw0

rw0

[(
∆V

σ0

)2

− 3
∆V

σ0

γw0

rw0

+ 3

(
γw0

rw0

)2
]
. (104)

In the last term, we have used the LO equation (103) and the relation µ0 = σ0l
2
0. Like

in the LO equation, we identify a force due to the pressure difference and another due to
the surface tension. However, this equation includes additional terms proportional to l20.

The energy-momentum tensor of the wall is given by Eq. (51), Tw
µν = (∂nϕ)

2Pµν . In
the present case, Eq. (98) gives

(∂nϕ)
2 = ϕ′2

0 + 2ϕ′
0ϕ

′
2a + 6ϕ′

0ϕ
′
2b

[
R−2

0 + 2
(
R−1

0 − γw0/rw0

)2]
, (105)

where the functions ϕ′
i(n) are given by Eqs. (75), (89), and (90)-(92). Only the last term

between brackets depends on ξ0. Multiplying Eq. (103) by r2w0ṙw0 and integrating, we
obtain the first integral(

γw0/rw0 −R−1
0

)
r3w0 =

(
γi0/ri0 −R−1

0

)
r3i0, (106)

where ri0 = rw0(0), γi0 = γw0(0) are the initial conditions. Therefore, the last term in
Eq. (105) is proportional to r−6

w0 and quickly becomes negligible as the bubble grows.
As we have seen, for the spherical case we have P00 = (∂rn)

2. According to Eq. (78),
at leading order we have n = γw0(r − rw0), and we obtain

Tw
00|LO = γ2

w0 [ϕ
′
0 (γw0(r − rw0))]

2
. (107)
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This result is a consequence of the Lorentz contraction of the wall profile. Indeed, for an
observer which is instantly at rest with the wall at n = 0, n gives the proper distance and
the field profile ϕ0(n) has a wall width l0. For an observer at rest at the bubble center,
the wall width is given by l0/γw0. We should not expect such a simple relation beyond
the LO since the Gaussian normal coordinates are not an inertial reference frame. Either
from the general expansion (15) or from Eq. (48), we obtain, at NNLO,

n = γw(r − rw)− ṙ2w

(
3

2R0

− γw
rw

)
γ2
w(r − rw)

2 + ṙ4w
γw
rw

(
γw
rw

− 1

R0

)
γ3
w(r − rw)

3. (108)

The wall energy density Tw
00 = (∂rn)

2(∂nϕ)
2 is readily obtained from Eqs. (108) and (105).

If ϕ depends only on n, we have Tw
00 = (∂rϕ)

2. More generally, we have

Tw
00 =

[
∂rϕ− ∂rξ

0∂ξ0ϕ
]2
. (109)

The derivative ∂ξ0ϕ vanishes at LO and NLO. At NNLO we have ∂ξ0ϕ = ϕ2b∂ξ0∂nK0,
where ∂nK0 is given by Eqs. (23) and (44). We can keep the quantities that multiply
ϕ2b to the leading order. In particular, from Eq. (48) we have ∂rξ

0 = −γ2
wṙw. Using also

Eq. (106), we obtain

∂rξ
0∂ξ0ϕ = 36

(
γi0 −

ri0
R0

)2 [
ri0
R0

+

(
γi0 −

ri0
R0

)
r3i0
r3w0

]2
ṙ2w0

r2i0
r5w0

ϕ2b(n). (110)

This term is initially suppressed by the factor ṙ2w0 and decreases as r−5
w0 as the bubble

grows. As a consequence, this contribution is even smaller than the NNLO terms in
Eq. (105), and we can use the approximation Tw

00 = (∂rϕ)
2. We have checked that the

term (110) is indeed negligible for the specific examples of the next section, both in the
thin-wall approximation and in the numerical solutions of Eq. (41).

The surface energy density is given by Eq. (79) at LO and Eq. (102) at NNLO, with
q′ = ∂rn for the spherical case. Thus, at LO we obtain the well-known result

εw0 = σ0γw0, (111)

while at NNLO we have

εw = γw

{
σ̃ − σ0l

2
0

R2
0

[
9

2

(
3− 2

γ2
w

+
1

γ4
w

)
− 3

(
5− 3

γ2
w

+
2

γ4
w

)
R0γw
rw

+ 5
R2

0γ
2
w

r2w

]}
. (112)

(the solutions rw and rw0 are interchangeable in the term proportional to l20). At leading
order, the bulk energy is given by Eq. (80), Eb =

4π
3
r3w∆V . Therefore, the total energy of

the bubble is given by

Ew + Eb = σ0γw0 4πr
2
w0 −∆V

4π

3
r3w0. (113)

To check that this is a conserved quantity, notice that this expression is just the left-hand
side of Eq. (106) multiplied by 4π. As already mentioned, obtaining Eb at higher orders
is rather cumbersome. On the other hand, the first integral of Eq. (104) can be obtained
analytically [18]. Multiplying this conserved quantity by 4π, we obtain the NNLO total
energy,

Ew + Eb = σ̃γwr
2
w − ∆V

3
r3w − µ0

R3
0

r3w

[
3− 3

R0γw
rw

+ 3

(
R0γw
rw

)2

−
(
R0γw
rw

)3
]
. (114)
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5 Specific cases

Our general EOM, either the LO version (77) or the NNLO version (96), describes the
evolution of a wall surface S from a given initial condition. For example, the initial
surface may represent part of a bubble wall after a bubble collision or after undergoing
some deformation process. In order to make a comparison with the numerical solution of
the field equation, we are going to consider the simpler case of a spherical bubble.

5.1 Vacuum bubbles

For the O(3,1)-symmetric solution discussed in Sec. 3, the field equation takes the form
(53) for r > t and (54) for r < t, which give the solutions ϕ̄(ρ) and ϕ̃(τ), respectively. In
particular, for r > t we have ϕ(r, t) = ϕ̄(

√
r2 − t2), so the initial bubble configuration is

given by this solution, ϕ(r, 0) = ϕ̄(r). This is consistent with the bubble nucleation being
governed by the O(4)-invariant bounce instanton in a vacuum phase transition [27]. The
bounce configuration is the analytic continuation of the O(3,1)-symmetric solution ϕ̄ to
imaginary time. As in Sec. 3, we define the wall position ρw from ϕ̄(ρ) through Eq. (57).
The condition ρ = ρw gives the bubble radius at time t, rw(t) =

√
ρ2w + t2.

To compare the numerical solution with the thin-wall approximation, we could use
the numerical value ρw as an initial condition in the LO equation (103) or the NNLO
equation (104). However, we can also obtain thin-wall approximations for the initial
condition, so we do not need to use a numerical result in the approximation. Indeed,
using the standard thin-wall approximation directly in Eq. (53) instead of the general
field equation gives ρw = R0 = 3σ0/∆V [27]. Similarly, using our perturbative method
in Eq. (53) we can obtain the NNLO approximation [18]. We discuss this approach in
App. A. Here we simply note that the total energy of the nucleated bubble vanishes
for a vacuum phase transition, so we can obtain the nucleation radius by imposing this
condition on the approximations (113)-(114). We readily obtain the LO value R0 and the
NNLO value11 R = 3σ̃/∆V − 2l20/R0.

We will use the initial condition ri0 = R0 in Eq. (103) and ri = R in Eq. (104). In
this case, the LO solution has the same form as the exact solution, r2w0 = R2

0 + t2. We
compare the approximations for rw in App. A. Here we focus on the energy-momentum
tensor and the wall energy.

All the components of the wall energy-momentum tensor (31) are proportional to
the quantity (∂nϕ)

2. In this case, the quantity (106) vanishes and the expansion (105)
depends only on n, as the exact solution. In Fig. 9 we compare the approximations for
(∂nϕ)

2. We see that the NNLO approximation is very good if the wall is not too thick
(left panel). For a very thick wall (right panel), the approximation fails. We remark that
the field as a function of n only describes a part of the bubble profile, where the Gaussian
normal coordinates are valid (the part to the right of the crosses in Fig. 3). In contrast,
the thin-wall approximation assumes a complete profile where the field varies between the
values ϕ− and ϕ+. Writing n as a function of r and t, this approximation will give a better
description of the bubble profile at later times, once the field has reached the minimum
ϕ− inside the bubble (see below).

11The condition Ew + Eb = 0 for γw=1 gives a cubic equation for rw, but we can write this equation
in the form rw = 3σ̃/∆V + · · · and replace this expression recursively in the NNLO terms.
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Figure 9: The quantity (∂nϕ)
2 as a function of n for the two example potentials discussed

in Sec. 3. Left: the case of Fig. 2. Right: the case of Fig. 3.

Numerical

NNLO

LO

2.0 2.5 3.0 3.5 4.0

0

5

10

15

20

25 Numerical

NNLO

LO

2 3 4 5 6 7

0

2

4

6

8

10

12

Figure 10: Wall energy density at different times for the two example potentials.

The wall energy density is given by Tw
00 = (∂rn)

2(∂nϕ)
2 = (∂rϕ)

2. For the numerical
solution, the latter expression can be used beyond the limit of the normal variable n,
where the solution is given by the function ϕ̃(τ). Initially, though, we have n = r − ri
and Tw

00 = (∂nϕ)
2 = (∂ρϕ̄)

2, so the wall energy density has the profile shown in Fig. 9. At
subsequent times, this profile becomes thinner and taller due to the Lorentz contraction,
as shown in Fig. 10. In particular, at the point r = t separating the inner and outer
solutions, we have ∂rϕ = 1

4
tV ′(ϕi). This point is indicated by vertical dashed lines in

Fig. 10. We see that the approximations for the shape of the profile are generally quite
good, but there is also an error in the wall position rw(t), which decreases with time. If
the wall is not too thick, the thin wall approximation is very good even at leading order.

In Fig. 11 we show the wall energy Ew, which is given by Eq. (52) for the numerical
solution (cf. Fig. 8) and by Eqs. (111) and (112) for the approximations. We see that the
NNLO approximation can significantly improve the LO approximation.

5.2 Near-critical bubbles

If the bubble has O(3) symmetry but not O(3,1) symmetry, its evolution is given by the
more general equation (41) and we need to consider an initial condition. We will consider
a bubble nucleated by thermal activation, where our toy-model potential (58) represents
the finite-temperature effective potential at a given nucleation temperature. Neglecting
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Figure 11: Wall energy as a function of time for the two example potentials. The wall
energy is scaled with the initial value for the numerical solution.

the presence of a plasma for the subsequent evolution is a good approximation in a very
supercooled phase transition. In this case, the relevant instanton is a saddlepoint of the
three-dimensional action

S3 = 4π

∫ ∞

0

r2dr

[
1

2

(
dϕ

dr

)2

+ V

]
. (115)

Extremizing S3 we obtain the equation

d2ϕ

dr2
+

2

r

dϕ

dr
=

dV

dϕ
(116)

with the boundary conditions dϕ/dr = 0 at r = 0 and ϕ → 0 for r → ∞. This equa-
tion is very similar to Eq. (53), and its solution ϕc(r) can also be easily obtained using
the shooting method. This bubble is in unstable equilibrium between expansion and col-
lapse. Indeed, notice that Eq. (115) is also the expression for the energy of a static field
configuration.

We will consider an initial bubble profile that is slightly displaced from the unstable
configuration, ϕ(0, r) = ϕc(r − ϵrc), where we define the radius of the critical bubble as

rc =

∫∞
0

r[ϕ′
c(r)]

2dr∫∞
0
[ϕ′

c(r)]
2dr

. (117)

As an example, in Fig. 12 we consider the case ϵ = 10−2 for our two example potentials.
The field profiles are qualitatively similar to those of the O(3,1)-symmetric case. In the
left panel we have the case of a potential where the height of the barrier is of the same
order as the energy difference between the minima. Although not exactly thin, the bubble
wall is not extremely thick in this case (we have l/rc ≃ 0.14). The case on the right panel
corresponds to a potential with a very small barrier compared to the energy difference
between the minima. In this case, the wall is initially very thick (we have l/rc ≃ 0.47)
and the field inside the bubble is far from the stable minimum. As the bubble grows, the
wall becomes thin and the field inside the bubble oscillates around the minimum.

In previous sections, we used the condition (39) as the definition of the wall position.
In the present case, this condition gives rw(t) as an average similar to that of Eq. (117), but
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Figure 12: Evolution of the bubble profile of a nearly-critical bubble (ϵ = 10−2) for the
potential of Fig. 2 (left) and that of Fig. 3 (right).

with the range of integration in r limited to the range of the Gaussian normal coordinates
for the hypersurface Σ. The advantage is that this range excludes the field oscillations
in the right panel of Fig. 12. However, this is a recursive definition of rw(t) since the
Gaussian normal coordinates depend on the hypersurface generated by the evolution of
rw(t). This is highly impractical to apply to the numerically obtained ϕ(t, r). Therefore,
we will use a slightly different definition. Once the critical radius rc is calculated, we take
the value ϕw = ϕc(rc) and define the bubble radius by ϕ(t, rw(t)) = ϕw. The result is
indicated by a dot on each curve in Fig. 12. For cases where (∂rϕ)

2 falls virtually to zero
within the range of the Gaussian normal coordinates, we have verified that this definition
numerically coincides with the average of r weighted with this quantity.

The construction of the Gaussian normal coordinates is shown in the right panel of
Fig. 1 for the potential of Fig. 2 and the initial condition with ε = 0.1. The hypersurface Σ
is represented by the curve of rw(t). The hypersurfaces Σ1 and Σ2 correspond to n = ±5rc
and are obtained by varying ξ0 in Eq. (47). The normal geodesics are obtained by varying
n in Eq. (47) for ξ0/rc = 0.8, 1.6, 2.4, 3.2. The dotted line indicates the lightcone that is the
boundary of these coordinates. Its position is determined numerically as the asymptote
of the curve of rw(t).

Like in the previous case, we can obtain the thin-wall approximation for the nucleated
bubble by applying our perturbative method to the ordinary differential equation (116).
We can also obtain the critical radius from the thin-wall bubble energy, by maximizing
the LO expression (113) or the NNLO expression (114). Since this bubble is in unstable
equilibrium between expansion and collapse, it is even more straightforward to obtain
its critical radius by imposing the conditions r̈w = 0, ṙw = 0 in the LO EOM (103) or
the NNLO EOM (104). We compare these approaches in App. A. We obtain the LO
value Rc0 = 2σ0/∆V and the NNLO value Rc = 2 (∆V/σ̃ + 2l20/R

3
c0)

−1
. We will use the

near-critical initial condition ri0 = (1 + ϵ)Rc0 for the LO EOM and ri = (1 + ϵ)Rc for the
NNLO EOM. In App. A we compare these approximations with the numerical evolution.

The energy density of the wall is given by Eq. (51), Tw
00 = (∂rn)

2(∂nϕ)
2. For the thin-

wall approximation, this quantity can be readily calculated from Eqs. (105) and (108) as
a function of r and t. For the numerical solution ϕ(t, r), the calculation of this quantity
is rather cumbersome, as explained below Eq. (51). As a consequence, Tw

00 is difficult to
obtain with good numerical precision. Nevertheless, we can use the approximation Tw

00 =
(∂rϕ)

2, since the difference between these quantities is beyond the NNLO, as discussed
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Figure 13: Wall energy density at different times for the two example potentials, for the
initial condition ϵ = 10−2.
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Figure 14: Wall energy as a function of time for the two example potentials and, from top
to bottom, for the cases ϵ = 10−1, 10−2, and 10−3. The numerical value for the critical
configuration is used as the reference scale.

below Eq. (109). Furthermore, this expression can be easily extended inside the lightcone.
In Fig. 13 we compare the different approximations. When the wall is not very thick (left
panel), the LO approximation is quite good and the NNLO approximation is much better.
The second example shows how the thin-wall approximation breaks down if the wall is
too thick. In this case, the NNLO approximation is worse than the LO one. However, the
LO approximation is not bad. In particular, the approximation for the profile is actually
quite good. Furthermore, the relative error in the position becomes insignificant at higher
times.

In Fig. 14 we show the wall energy for the numerical solution and the approximations.
As expected, the NNLO approximation is very good for the first example potential. For
the second example, the perturbative expansion breaks down, but the LO approximation
is not bad, as might be expected from the profiles of Fig. 13. Actually, in this case the
thin-wall approximation fails at the beginning of the bubble evolution. In Fig. 15 we show
the same curves in logarithmic scale, which shows in more detail the initial values of the
wall energy. For the case on the right, the approximation departs from the numerical
curve for t ≲ 5rc. This is the time it takes the field inside the bubble to reach the value
ϕ− (see Figs. 12 and 17). At high t, all the log curves approach the asymptote given by
Ew = ∆V 4π

3
t3, as the bubble radius approaches the behavior rw = t.

32



Numerical

NNLO

LO

0.5 1 5 10

1

5

10

50

100

500
Numerical

NNLO

LO

0.5 1 5 10 50

1

10

100

1000

104

105

106

Figure 15: Like Fig. 14, for a wider time range and in log scale.

The log-log curves in Fig. 15 are similar to those plotted in Fig. 2 of Ref. [23]. In that
work, a hybrid approximation was proposed for the wall energy. In this approximation, the
LO thin-wall approximation is used to calculate rw(t), but using as initial condition the
value ri0 = [3E0,V /4π∆V ]1/3, where E0,V is the potential energy of the actual initial bubble
(obtained numerically). Then, the wall energy is calculated as Ew = E0+

4π
3
rw(t)

3∆V (t),
where E0 is the total energy of the initial bubble and ∆V (t) = V+ − V (ϕ(t, r = 0)). To
obtain ϕ as a function of time at the center of the bubble, the partial differential equation
must be solved numerically, since there is currently no general analytical approximation
for the evolution of the field inside the bubble12. Our perturbative thin-wall approximation
does not require such a numerical input, although it breaks down when ϕ departs from ϕ−
at r = 0. Comparing Fig. 15 with Fig. 2 of Ref. [23], it is apparent that our approximation
is much better beyond t ∼ rc. Indeed, the approximation of Ref. [23] seems to work well
only at the very beginning of the wall evolution.

6 Conclusions

This work is the third of a series where we study the dynamics of a bubble wall beyond
the usual approximations of an infinitely-thin wall and a spherical bubble [17, 18]. Here,
we have focused on the energy-momentum tensor of the wall beyond the thin-wall ap-
proximation. We neglected the presence of fluid in the evolution of the bubble wall, but
the generalization of our method is straightforward and we will consider the plasma in a
forthcoming paper.

Ambiguities in the definition of the wall position and width are inevitable for a wall
that is not infinitely thin, and the wall energy may inherit these ambiguities. We have
proposed a decomposition of the energy-momentum tensor in which the wall contribution
is unambiguously identified and does not depend on an arbitrary definition of the wall
boundaries. In contrast to a decomposition often used in the literature, where the kinetic
and gradient energies are assigned to the wall and the potential energy to the bubble, our
decomposition includes the potential barrier in the wall component. Furthermore, our
treatment is based on the Gaussian normal coordinates, so that the energy density profile
is a function of the proper distance along the normal geodesics to the wall hypersurface.

12For the O(3,1)-symmetric solution, where we have a function of a single variable, ϕ̃(τ), approximating
the potential near ϕ− by a parabola gives the damped oscillations around the minimum analytically [17].
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These coordinates are valid on a neighborhood of the surface where the geodesics do not
cross, which is a natural boundary if the width of the wall is of the same order as its
radius of curvature.

We remark that the definition of the wall component of Tµν is not just a matter of
terminology, since some approximations rely on this decomposition. In particular, the
energy stored in the bubble walls is relevant to the generation of a gravitational wave
background by bubble collisions. In the bubble collision mechanism, the walls are treated
as infinitely thin shells. Our decomposition is suitable for the thin-wall approximation,
where it gives a clearer separation of the energy into volume and surface contributions. We
have calculated the energy-momentum tensor of the wall and the surface energy density
at next-to-next-to-leading-order in the wall width. We have found analytical expressions
for an arbitrary wall shape.

We have considered the specific case of a spherical bubble to compare the approxima-
tions with a numerical calculation. It is well known that the thin-wall approximation is
valid for a potential that is nearly degenerate, i.e., where the potential difference between
minima, ∆V , is much smaller than the height of the potential barrier, Vmax. To test
our approximations, we have considered two example potentials that deviate from this
condition, one with ∆V ≳ Vmax and one with ∆V ≫ Vmax. In the first case, the NNLO
approximation is a significant improvement over the LO approximation. In the second
case, the perturbative expansion is no longer reliable (for a vacuum bubble it improves
the LO approximation, but for a near-critical bubble the LO approximation is better).
However, the LO thin-wall approximation is still better than other approaches considered
in the literature.
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A Initial bubble profile and bubble radius

The initial bubble after nucleation is given by the O(3)-symmetric equation (116) for
thermal nucleation and by the O(4)-symmetric equation (53) for vacuum nucleation. Both
equations are of the form

ϕ′′(ρ) + (j − 1)ρ−1ϕ′(ρ) = V ′(ϕ), (118)

where j = 4 for the O(4)-symmetric case and j = 3 for the O(3)-symmetric case (with
ρ = r in this case). The boundary conditions are the same, so we can study the two cases
together. In Ref. [18] we used our perturbative method to obtain the bubble profile and
radius at NNLO in the wall width for the case j = 4. The generalization is straightforward
and we only need to make the replacement 4 → j in the results. Below, we briefly describe
the derivation.

We define the wall position as ρw = σ−1
∫ +∞
−∞ ϕ′2(ρ)ρ dρ, with σ =

∫ +∞
−∞ ϕ′2(ρ)dρ. If

we shift the variable ρ to n = ρ − ρw, the definition of ρw is equivalent to the condition∫ +∞
−∞ ϕ′2(n)ndn = 0. Physically, the variable n is the Gaussian normal coordinate to
the (j − 1)-dimensional surface. In the three-dimensional case, ρw and n represent the
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quantities rw and m = r − rw, respectively. In terms of the variable n, the first integral
of Eq. (118) gives

1

2
ϕ′2(n) +

∫ n

∞

(j − 1)

ρw + n′ϕ
′2(n′)dn′ = V (ϕ)− V+. (119)

In particular, at n = −∞, we have∫ +∞

−∞

(j − 1)

ρw + n
ϕ′2(n)dn = ∆V. (120)

The quantity K = −(j − 1)(ρw + n)−1 is the mean curvature of the surface.
The basic thin-wall approximation consists in neglecting K in Eq. (119) and, for

consistency, approximating V by a degenerate potential V0. This leads to the solution
ϕ0(n) already obtained in Sec. 4. Inserting this solution in Eq. (120), we obtain the LO
approximation for ρw,

ρ0 = (j − 1)σ0/∆V. (121)

To obtain the wall profile ϕ and the radius ρw to higher order, we expand K in powers of
n and assume the expansions ρw = ρ0 + ρ1 + · · · , ϕ = ϕ0 + ϕ1 + · · · .

Inserting these expansions in Eq. (119), we obtain the equation (82) for ϕi, whose
solution is given by Eqs. (87)-(88). The source terms fi are given by Eqs. (83)-(85) but,
in this case, the parameters from the expansion of K are given by

K0|0 = −(j − 1)/ρ0, K1|0 = (j − 1)ρ1/ρ
2
0, K2|0 = (j − 1)ρ2/ρ

2
0 − (j − 1)ρ21/ρ

3
0,

∂nK0|0 = (j − 1)/ρ20, ∂nK1|0 = −2(j − 1)ρ1/ρ
3
0, ∂2

nK0|0 = −2(j − 1)/ρ30. (122)

For our specific potential (58), the ϕi are given by Eqs. (89)-(92). The essential difference
with the general method of Sec. 4 is that the quantities (122) are constant in this case.

Expanding Eq. (120) in a similar way, we obtain equations for ρi,

σ0

ρ0
=

∆V1

(j − 1)
,

σ1

ρ0
− ρ1

ρ20
σ0 =

∆V2

(j − 1)
,

σ2

ρ0
− ρ1σ1

ρ20
− ρ2σ0

ρ20
+

ρ21σ0

ρ30
+

µ0

ρ30
=

∆V3

(j − 1)
, (123)

where ∆Vi are the terms of the expansion of ∆V . Adding the first two of these equations,
we obtain the NLO radius ρw = (j − 1)σ/∆V . For our potential, the NLO correction to
σ vanishes and we have ρw = ρ0. Adding the three equations, we obtain the NNLO value
ρw = (j− 1)(σ+µ0/ρ

2
0)/∆V . The NNLO correction to σ is given by σ2 = σ̃2 −µ0∂nK0|0,

with σ̃2 and µ0 given by Eq. (93). Therefore, we obtain

ρw =
(j − 1)

∆V

[
σ̃ − (j − 2)

µ0

ρ20

]
=

(j − 1)

∆V
σ̃ − (j − 2)

l20
ρ0

. (124)

For j = 4, Eq. (121) gives ρ0 = 3σ0/∆V ≡ R0, which is the well known value for
the instanton radius in the thin-wall approximation. On the other hand, Eq. (124) gives
ρw = 3σ̃/∆V − 2l20/R0 ≡ R, which coincides with the value obtained in Sec. 5.1 from
the requirement that the total bubble energy (114) vanishes. In Ref. [18] we discussed in
detail these analytic approximations for ρw and the field profile. In Fig. 16 we compare the
evolution of rw using the LO EOM with the LO nucleation radius and the NNLO EOM
with the NNLO nucleation radius. We see that the approximation improves significantly
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Figure 16: The bubble radius of the O(3,1)-symmetric bubble as a function of time for
the potential of Fig. 2 (left) that of Fig. 3 (right).

at the NNLO. For the case on the left, the LO approximation gives R0 ≃ 1.05ρw, while the
NNLO approximation gives R ≃ 1.002ρw. For the case on the right, we have R0 ≃ 1.4ρw
and R ≃ 1.06ρw. At high t, the difference between the approximation for rw and the
numerical result approaches a constant value, which is of the same order for the LO and
the NNLO approximation.

For j = 3, Eq. (121) gives ρ0 = 2σ0/∆V ≡ Rc0. This is the well-known value for
the thermal instanton radius in the thin-wall approximation. It coincides with the value
obtained in Sec. 5.2 with the unstable equilibrium condition r̈w0 = 0, and it maximizes
the LO bubble energy (113) for γw = 1. On the other hand, Eq. (124) gives the NNLO
value ρw = Rc, where

Rc = 2σ̃/∆V − l20/Rc0. (125)

We obtain the same result by maximizing the NNLO bubble energy (114). It is also easy
to check that the value of Rc obtained with the unstable equilibrium condition r̈w = 0 is
in agreement with Eq. (125). Indeed, we obtain

Rc = 2
(
∆V/σ̃ + 2l20/R

3
c0

)−1
= 2σ̃/∆V − l20/Rc0 +O(l30). (126)

Since near-critical bubbles are very sensitive to the initial conditions, the small difference
between these estimates can be relevant. For calculating the initial condition to use in the
equation of motion (104), the first expression in (126) is more consistent, since it implies
exactly r̈w = 0 for rw = Rc for this EOM.

In Fig. 17 we compare the approximations for the critical bubble with the numerical
solution for the two example potentials considered in this article. The figure also shows
the profile at a later time. For the approximations, the field profile does not approach the
asymptotic values ϕ± but the minima of the corresponding approximation for V (ϕ). In
particular, the LO field approaches the minima of the degenerate potential V0(ϕ). For the
case on the left, where the bubble wall is not very thin but not extremely thick, we see
that the NNLO approximation significantly improves the LO approximation. For the case
on the right, it is apparent that the thin-wall approximation breaks down. In particular,
the NNLO value for the radius does not improve the LO value. The NNLO profile does
improve on the interpolation between the values ϕ±. However, this is not relevant for the
energy density since the shape of the LO profile already gives a reasonable approximation.

In Fig. 18 we show the bubble radius as a function of time. We consider the same two
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Figure 17: The profile of the critical bubble and the bubble profile at t = 6rc for the case
ε = 10−2 for the two example potentials.
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Figure 18: The bubble radius as a function of time for the two example potentials and for
three different initial conditions. From top to bottom we have ϵ = 10−1, 10−2, and 10−3.

potentials and different initial bubbles. For the case on the left, the NNLO approximation
is again very good. The LO approximation becomes worse as the initial bubble gets too
close to the critical one and the evolution becomes too sensitive to the initial condition.
For the case on the right, we see that both approximations give a reasonable description
of the evolution of the bubble radius at later times. Although the NNLO approximation
appears to be better in some regions, these curves are somewhat misleading in the present
case because the wall position rw represents points that are not equivalent in the numerical
and thin-wall profiles (see Fig. 17).
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