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The decay of metastable ‘false vacuum’ states via bubble nucleation plays a crucial role in many
cosmological scenarios. Cold-atom analog experiments will soon provide the first empirical probes of
this process, with potentially far-reaching implications for early-Universe cosmology and high-energy
physics. However, an inevitable difference between these analog systems and the early Universe
is that the former have a boundary. We show, using a combination of Euclidean calculations and
real-time lattice simulations, that these boundaries generically cause rapid bubble nucleation on the
edge of the experiment, obscuring the bulk nucleation that is relevant for cosmology. We demonstrate
that implementing a high-density ‘trench’ region at the boundary completely eliminates this problem,
and recovers the desired cosmological behavior. Our findings are relevant for ongoing efforts to probe
vacuum decay in the laboratory, providing a practical solution to a key experimental obstacle.

I. INTRODUCTION

One of the fundamental challenges of cosmology is that
it is an observational science, not an experimental one:
one has no control over the system in question (the Uni-
verse), and can only access a single realization of it, which
is drawn from an inherently stochastic quantum process.
The task of reconstructing the underlying physical laws
from within this one realization, without any freedom
to vary parameters or conduct controlled experiments, is
a daunting one. This problem is particularly acute for
the very early Universe, for which observational data are
scarce and the underlying physics is poorly understood.
These challenges have driven a recent surge of interest
in simulating early-Universe theories using quantum ana-
log experiments [1–35]. By emulating the behavior of
relativistic fields, these analogs enable controllable and re-
producible cosmological experiments, with transformative
potential for our understanding of fundamental physics.

Vacuum decay is an emblematic use case for such
analogs. This process, in which a relativistic scalar field de-
cays from a metastable ‘false vacuum’ state by nucleating
bubbles of true vacuum [36, 37], is both nonperturba-
tive and inherently quantum, such that any analytical
description or numerical simulation must resort to approx-
imations and assumptions. Analog simulations of vacuum
decay promise to provide the first empirical tests of these
descriptions, potentially revealing interesting new phe-
nomenology (including bubble clustering [38, 39], dynam-
ical precursors [40], and time-dependent decay rates [41–
43]), with implications for inflation [44–48], baryogene-
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sis [49–51], gravitational waves [52–54], and Higgs vacuum
stability [55–57].

Recent years have seen significant progress toward simu-
lating vacuum decay using ultra-cold atomic condensates,
including theoretical developments in modeling these sys-
tems and understanding the regimes in which they behave
relativistically [1–13], as well as successful experimental
realization of nonrelativistic vacuum decay in inhomo-
geneous condensates [14, 15]. The ultimate goal is to
simulate vacuum decay in a system that (i) has a well-
defined relativistic regime, and (ii) is as homogeneous as
possible, in order to recreate the conditions relevant to
early-Universe theories. Efforts toward this goal are cur-
rently ongoing at the Cavendish Laboratory in Cambridge
as part of the QSimFP Consortium,1 using an optical box
trap [58, 59] to ensure homogeneity across the bulk of the
condensate.

However, any cold-atom experiment will inevitably be
inhomogeneous at its boundary, where the walls of the
optical box force the atomic density to zero. As we demon-
strate below, this is a potentially serious problem for ef-
forts to simulate vacuum decay, as these inhomogeneities
generically catalyze rapid nucleation of bubbles on the
boundary of the experiment, obscuring the bulk nucleation
that is of cosmological interest. This accelerated decay
due to boundary effects was previously observed numeri-
cally in Ref. [11], and is closely related to the phenomenon
of seeded decay [5, 60–62].

In this paper, we show that this issue of edge nucle-
ation can be eliminated by appropriately engineering the
trapping potential to create a ‘trench’ of high atomic den-
sity at the boundary. We demonstrate this analytically

1 https://qsimfp.org/
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in Sec. II using Euclidean calculations in the thin-wall
regime, and verify it beyond this regime in Sec. III using
real-time semiclassical lattice simulations with realistic
experimental parameters. Our focus is on quantum nu-
cleation in the Rabi-coupled analog system described in,
e.g., Refs. [12, 13]; a companion paper [63] uses alter-
native numerical techniques to investigate thermal nu-
cleation in three different analog systems, with identical
conclusions—in all cases, engineering the potential allows
one to completely eliminate edge nucleation.

II. EDGES IN THE ANALOG FALSE VACUUM

We begin by briefly reviewing the cold-atom analog
system studied in Refs. [12, 13], as well as the Euclidean
description of bulk bubble nucleation in the thin-wall
limit [36, 37]. We then consider edge nucleation in this
limit, showing that this is exponentially enhanced in the
case of a standard box trap, before demonstrating how a
high-density boundary layer eliminates this problem. Our
treatment in this section is inspired by the approach in
Ref. [62], where similar thin-wall calculations were used
to study the seeding of bubbles by impurities in the bulk.

A. The relativistic analog

Our system is a dilute gas of two internal states of a
bosonic isotope, which we label |↓⟩ and |↑⟩. At sufficiently
low temperature, each species forms a Bose-Einstein con-
densate described by a many-body wavefunction with
number density n and phase ϕ,

ψ↓ =
√
n↓ exp(iϕ↓), ψ↑ =

√
n↑ exp(iϕ↑). (1)

As well as nonlinear interactions due to two-body scatter-
ing, the two condensates interact via a Rabi coupling (i.e.,
a coherent electromagnetic beam with frequency corre-
sponding to the energy splitting between the two atomic
states) whose amplitude is rapidly modulated in time. On
timescales much longer than the modulation period, this
generates an effective potential for the relative phase field
ϕ = ϕ↓ − ϕ↑. Under suitable experimental conditions, the
equation of motion for ϕ becomes that of a relativistic
scalar field,

(−c−2
ϕ ∂2t +∇2)ϕ = U ′(ϕ), (2)

with a periodic potential,

U(ϕ) = ϵ
m2

ϕc
2
ϕ

ℏ2

(
1− cosϕ+

λ2

2
sin2 ϕ

)
. (3)

Here cϕ is the sound speed of the relative phase phonons,
which plays the role of the speed of light in the effec-
tive relativistic theory, while mϕ is an associated mass
scale, which is comparable to the atomic mass m. The
dimensionless constants ϵ and λ are associated with the
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Figure 1. Illustration of edge nucleation in the thin-wall limit.
The balance of surface tensions determines the contact angle
θ between the bubble wall and the boundary. Here we show
a simple ‘bucket’ trap, where the density goes to zero at the
boundary. In this case we find θ = π/2, so that edge nucleation
forms half a bubble. For traps with a high-density ‘trench’
region that remains trapped in the false vacuum, we instead
find θ = π. Edge nucleation is then disfavored, and it is only
possible to form whole bubbles in the bulk.

mean amplitude and modulation amplitude of the Rabi
coupling, respectively, with ϵ≪ 1 required to obtain the
effective relativistic equation of motion (2). For λ > 1, the
potential (3) contains metastable local minima at ϕ = π

(mod 2π), so that a system initialized in one of these states
can undergo vacuum decay, spontaneously nucleating bub-
bles of ‘true vacuum’ in which ϕ = 0 (mod 2π).

These nucleation events can be described in terms of a
‘bounce’ solution ϕb(τ,x) to the equation of motion (2)
in Euclidean time τ = it. Here the crucial quantity is the
Euclidean action of this solution,

S =

∫
dτ

∫
ddx

[
1

2c2ϕ
(∂τϕb)

2
+

1

2
|∇ϕb|2

+U(ϕb)− U(ϕfv)

]
,

(4)

which sets the nucleation rate, Γ ∼ exp(−S/ℏ). In the
limit where the bubble wall (i.e., the region over which
the field interpolates between the true and false vacua)
has thickness much smaller than the radius of the bubble,
the action can be written as

S = Aσb − V∆U, (5)

where A and V are the surface area and volume of the
bubble in the (d + 1)-dimensional Euclidean space, σb
is the surface tension of the bubble wall, and ∆U =
U(ϕfv)− U(ϕtv) = 2ϵ(mϕcϕ/ℏ)2 is the excess energy den-
sity associated with the false vacuum. This thin-wall
approximation is valid when the potential barrier separat-
ing the vacua is large, λ≫ 1, while still keeping ϵλ2 ≪ 1
to ensure the relativistic analogy holds. This implies a
hierarchy of scales between the critical bubble radius R,
the bubble wall thickness ℓ, and the scale associated with
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Figure 2. The two trapping potentials we use in our 2D
simulations in units of the chemical potential µ = ℏ2/(2mξ2)
(solid curves), along with their corresponding ground-state
profiles for the mean density n = (n↓ + n↑)/2 (dashed curves
and shaded regions). Both are circularly symmetric, depending
only on the radial coordinate r (measured here in units of the
healing length ξ). Shown in blue is a bucket trap, with a sharp
wall at r ≈ 50 ξ. Shown in red is a trap with a trench layer,
in which the density reaches double its bulk value.

density gradients in the condensate (known as the healing
length) ξ,

R ∼ λℓ≫ ℓ, ℓ ∼ ξ/ϵ1/2 ≫ ξ. (6)

In practice the analog experiments will most likely have λ
not much larger than unity, as this enhances the decay rate,
and therefore increases the probability of seeing bubbles in
a given experimental run. However, the analytical results
we obtain below using the thin-wall approximation still
give useful insights into edge nucleation. We confirm these
insights numerically in the thick-wall regime in Sec. III.

B. Edge nucleation

The discussion above describes homogeneous bulk nu-
cleation in the interior region far from the walls of the
box trap; we now consider nucleation on the boundary,
assuming a simple ‘bucket’ potential of the kind shown
in Fig. 2, which transitions sharply from zero potential in
the bulk to a large value at the edge of the system. The
atomic number densities n↓, n↑ are forced to zero at this
edge, and ‘heal’ back to their bulk values over a length-
scale ξ. The resulting density profile is sensitive to the
relative phase ϕ, due to the associated energy density (3).
There are thus three different interfaces to consider, each
with its own surface tension: the false vacuum–boundary
interface, with tension σfv; the true vacuum–boundary in-
terface, with tension σtv; and the bulk false vacuum–true
vacuum interface (i.e., the bubble wall), with tension σb.
These are illustrated in Fig. 1. By resolving forces at the
point where these three surfaces meet, we find that the
contact angle θ between the bubble wall and the boundary

is set by

cos θ =
σfv − σtv

σb
. (7)

This is a well-known result in fluid mechanics, where it is
called the Young equation [62, 64, 65].

Since we have a microphysical description of the system,
one can calculate each of the three surface tensions in
Eq. (7) to determine the contact angle analytically. We
describe this calculation in App. A. The key finding is
that

σfv − σtv = O(ϵ), σb = O(ϵ1/2). (8)

Heuristically, this is because the energy densities involved
are O(ϵ) in each case, but the bubble wall is thicker than
the healing length by a factor ∼ ϵ−1/2, cf. Eq. (6). Since
we require ϵ ≪ 1 to obtain a relativistic analog, Eq. (7)
implies

θ ≃ π/2, (9)

i.e., the bubble wall must be perpendicular to the bound-
ary at the point of contact. For a planar boundary, this
means that edge nucleation forms exactly half a bubble.

This is potentially a serious problem for cold-atom vac-
uum decay analogs, as can be appreciated by considering
the Euclidean action (5). Since the volume and surface
area of an edge bubble are halved compared to a bubble
in the bulk, so is its action,

Sedge ≃
1

2
Sbulk. (10)

Edge nucleation is therefore much faster than bulk nucle-
ation, due to the exponential sensitivity of the decay rate
to the Euclidean action, Γ ∼ exp(−S/ℏ). In principle one
should include an additional term in the action to account
for the excess tension at the true vacuum–boundary in-
terface, σtv − σfv, but since this is suppressed by a factor
∼ ϵ1/2 compared to σb it has negligible effect on the decay
rate.

An immediate consequence of this perpendicular con-
tact angle is that any corners in the box trap will give
rise to even faster edge nucleation, as these will form an
even smaller fraction of a bulk bubble (e.g., a quarter of a
bubble in the case of a right-angled corner in a 2D system);
this effect can be seen in the results of Ref. [11]. This is
why we consider a circular trap geometry in our simula-
tions in Sec. III. Circular symmetry is also convenient for
numerical reasons, as discussed in App. B.

C. Eliminating edge nucleation

The solution to the problem identified above is to mod-
ify the contact angle θ by engineering the trapping poten-
tial, adding further structure beyond a bucket trap. This
could be implemented in practice using, e.g., a digital
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Figure 3. Representative results from our 2D lattice simulations. The top row shows a bucket potential, while the bottom
row shows a trench potential. White dotted circles in the bottom row show the inner edge of the trench. In the bucket, the
initial false vacuum state (blue) decays by nucleating edge bubbles (red), which meet the boundary at an angle of approximately
θ ≃ π/2. In the trench, edge nucleation is prevented, and the decay occurs instead via homogeneous nucleation in the bulk. The
resulting bubbles are more noticeably aspherical due to the different physical parameters being simulated, which correspond to a
shallower effective potential around the false vacuum.

micromirror device to sculpt an optical potential with
the desired profile [66, 67]. In particular, if one can set
θ = π, then the edge nucleation problem is immediately
solved; it is then only possible to form an entire bubble,
which can graze the boundary but not intersect it. The
bulk nucleation of spherical bubbles then becomes the
minimum-action Euclidean solution, and is therefore ex-
pected to be the dominant decay channel, as it is in the
early-Universe scenarios we wish to probe.

This can be achieved by creating a ‘trench’ layer in-
side the walls of the box, in which the potential is lower
than in the bulk region and the mean atomic density
n = (n↓ + n↑)/2 is therefore higher (see Fig. 2). The Eu-
clidean action (5) is directly proportional to n due to the
increased self-interaction energy of a higher-density con-
densate, so all bubble nucleation processes in the trench
are exponentially suppressed compared to those in the
bulk. As a result, we can treat the trench as being trapped
in the false vacuum on the timescales relevant to bulk nu-
cleation. Crucially, this means that the interface between
a true vacuum bubble in the bulk and the high-density
false vacuum in the trench consists of both a phase profile
(i.e., a bubble wall) and a density profile. As we show in
detail in App. A, this means that the associated surface
tension is just the sum of the bubble wall tension and the
false vacuum bulk–trench interface tension,

σtv = σfv + σb. (11)

Comparing with Eq. (7), we see that the contact angle is
θ = π as desired; the energy cost of forming an interface
with the trench repels any bubbles, and homogeneous
nucleation of spherical bubbles in the bulk is preferred,
solving the edge nucleation problem.

III. LATTICE SIMULATIONS

The arguments in Sec. II provide analytical evidence
for the edge nucleation problem, and for a solution to
this problem in the form of a trench potential. Here we
verify these predictions using real-time lattice simulations.
There are two reasons for doing this. First, the analytical
predictions rely on a thin-wall description of the system,
valid in the limit λ≫ 1, whereas much of the experimental
parameter space of interest is in the thick-wall regime, λ ≈
1. Second, these predictions describe both bulk and edge
nucleation in terms of the Euclidean instanton formalism,
whereas one of the core goals of the analog vacuum decay
program is to test this formalism. In particular, our goal is
to test whether these idealized imaginary-time predictions
are borne out in the dynamical real-time evolution of the
system.

We use semiclassical real-time lattice simulations, in
which the initial state contains a random draw of the vac-
uum fluctuations in the ψ↓, ψ↑ fields, which is then evolved
forward in real time using the classical equations of mo-
tion [68]. By running a large ensemble of such simulations,
one can then approximate quantum expectation values of
observables by computing averages across the ensemble.
This approach underpins many numerical simulations of
early-Universe phenomena [69–73], and is also widely used
in atomic physics and quantum optics, where it is known
as the truncated Wigner approximation [68, 74]. In the
context of vacuum decay, these simulations complement
the Euclidean formalism by providing an alternative de-
scription that is formally valid to the same semiclassical
order, but which gives much richer real-time dynamical
information about the system. While many of the predic-
tions of the Euclidean formalism have been reproduced
using these simulations, they tend to predict significantly
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faster nucleation rates [12, 68] (although accounting for
renormalization effects could potentially resolve this dis-
crepancy [75]). Analog experiments will eventually shed
light on the relationship between these two approaches
and how well they approximate the full quantum dynamics.
For our purposes here, the lattice simulations are simply
a cross-check of the Euclidean predictions in Sec. II. We
find that the two approaches are in complete agreement
on the question of edge nucleation.

A. Physical parameters

We simulate a quasi-2D analog system, in which the
atoms are tightly confined along the vertical direction by
a harmonic potential V⊥(z) = 1

2mω
2
⊥z

2. This setup is
experimentally preferred over a 3D system as it allows
the entire field to be directly imaged (rather than be-
ing reconstructed from line-of-sight-integrated images),
and also avoids challenges associated with levitating both
atomic species equally against gravity. Our states |↓⟩
and |↑⟩ correspond to the |F,mF ⟩ = |1, 0⟩ and |1,−1⟩
hyperfine states of 39K, respectively. In a uniform mag-
netic field B ≈ 57.5G the nonlinear two-body interac-
tions between these states are such that the effective
relativistic equation of motion (2) for the relative phase
field ϕ is achieved by setting the population imbalance
(n↓ − n↑)/(n↓ + n↑) ≈ 0.298 [13, 63, 76].

The nucleation rate for both bulk and edge bubbles is
set by the dimensionless number density Nξ2/A, where
N is the total number of atoms, A is the 2D volume of
the system, and ξ is the healing length. One can vary this
dimensionless density while keeping the healing length
fixed by varying the transverse trapping frequency as
ω⊥ ∝ N−1/2 [12]. We consider two points along this
curve: a ‘high density’ setup with N = 4.80 × 105 and
ω⊥ = 32.9× 2π kHz, and a ‘low density’ setup with N =
2.40 × 105 and ω⊥ = 132 × 2π kHz. In both cases we
consider a circular trap in the 2D plane with radius r ≈
50 ξ. The overall scale of the system is not fixed by
the above parameters; here we set ξ = 1 µm, which is
typical of quasi-2D cold-atom experiments [29, 77]. For
the Rabi coupling that generates the effective potential (3)
we take ϵ = 4.11× 10−3, corresponding to a mean Rabi
frequency Ω0 = 18.8× 2πHz, and λ = 1.1, corresponding
to a modulation amplitude ∆Ω = 9.97× 10−2 ν, with ν
the modulation frequency. The latter is assumed to be
much faster than all other frequencies in the system (e.g.,
ν ≳ MHz).

We simulate this setup using a Fourier pseudospectral
lattice code with an eighth-order symplectic time-stepping
scheme—see Refs. [12, 13] for details, including numer-
ical convergence tests. We use a 1024 × 1024 periodic
square lattice with spacing δx = 0.190 ξ and timestep
δt = 0.0362 ℏ/(mϕc

2
ϕ); this allows a gap of ≈ 42.5 ξ be-

tween the walls of the box trap and each end of the lattice,
which is large enough that the system is completely in-
sensitive to the periodicity. We run each simulation up to

a maximum time of t = 1180 ℏ/(mϕc
2
ϕ), which is roughly

double the sound-crossing time across the condensate.
We simulate two circularly-symmetric trapping poten-

tials: a ‘bucket’ potential of the form

V (r) =
1

2
Vmax

[
1 + tanh

(
r − r0
ξ

)]
, (12)

and a ‘trench’ potential of the form

V (r) =
1

2
Vmax

[
1 + tanh

(
r − r0 − w

ξ

)]
+

1

2
Vtrench

[
tanh

(
r − r0 − w

ξ

)
− tanh

(
r − r0
ξ

)]
,

(13)

where Vmax = 841 ℏ2/(mξ2) is the height of the poten-
tial barrier (which we make very large to prevent high-
momentum modes from escaping), r0 = 55.0 ξ is the
approximate radial size of the bulk region, Vtrench =
ℏ2/(2mξ2) is the depth of the trench, and w = 9.75 ξ
is the width of the trench. These potentials are shown in
Fig. 2, along with the corresponding ground-state density
profiles for the condensate, which we compute numeri-
cally by evolving the equations of motion for ψ↓, ψ↑ in
imaginary time from homogeneous initial conditions [78].

B. Results

We investigate bubble nucleation in each of these two
potentials by running ensembles of 512 simulations. Each
simulation has an independent random realization of the
vacuum fluctuations around the mean condensate profile,
which is generated by populating the tower of energy eigen-
modes above the false vacuum; see App. B for details on
how we compute these modes for each trapping potential.
In order to test the thin-wall Euclidean predictions of
Sec. II, we carry out two comparisons between ensembles.

First, we compare nucleation in the bucket trap and in
the trench trap for the ‘high density’ parameters described
above, for which Nξ2/A = 3. We choose these parameters
such that the bulk nucleation timescale is much longer
than the simulation time, so that no bubbles are expected
to form in the absence of boundary effects. However, the
bucket trap causes the system to decay well within the
simulation time, as shown in panel (a) of Fig. 4. We visu-
ally confirm that, as predicted in Sec. II, every simulation
in the bucket-trap ensemble decays by nucleating one or
more edge bubbles, which meet the boundary at an angle
of approximately θ ≃ π/2 (see top row of Fig. 3). Mod-
ifying the trapping potential completely eliminates this
decay channel, with every simulation in the trench-trap
ensemble surviving to the end of the simulation time.

Second, we compare nucleation in the trench trap and
in a periodic system with no trap for the ‘low density’
parameters described above, for which Nξ2/A = 3/2. The
periodic simulations are carried out on a 512× 512 lattice
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Figure 4. Time evolution of the volume-averaged cosine of the relative phase field for each of our ensembles of lattice simulations.
This quantity serves as a diagnostic of vacuum decay, starting near to the false vacuum value cosϕfv = −1, and transitioning
toward the true vacuum value cosϕtv = +1 in cases where bubble nucleation occurs (whether on the edge or in the bulk). Solid
curves show the median value as a function of time for each ensemble, while shaded regions contain 95.5% of the probability
(equivalent to ±2σ if the distribution were Gaussian).

with the same physical lattice spacing δx, such that the
volume of the periodic box is approximately equal to that
of the interior of the trap. We choose the ‘low density’
parameters so that the Euclidean action (5) associated
with bulk nucleation is approximately half of that in the
‘high density’ case; our expectation is therefore that bulk
nucleation in the low-density setup should occur at a
comparable rate to edge nucleation in the high-density
setup above. As shown in panel (b) of Fig. 4, this is
indeed the case: both the trench-trap ensemble and the
periodic ensemble decay within the simulation time at
essentially the same rate. This confirms that the decay
rate is insensitive to the presence of a boundary once
the trench trap has been implemented. We also confirm
visually that every simulation in this low-density trench-
trap ensemble decays via homogeneous nucleation in the
bulk (see bottom row of Fig. 3).

The bubbles that form in the low-density simulations
are noticeably more distorted and aspherical than the
edge bubbles in the high-density simulations; this is an
expected consequence of having higher-amplitude vacuum
fluctuations, which renormalize the effective potential (3)
and result in a shallower false vacuum barrier [75]. A
shallower false vacuum also corresponds to thicker bubble
walls and faster decay rates. In the extreme limit where
the barrier vanishes, the system would undergo global spin-
odal decomposition, rather than forming localized bubbles.
Here we are still in the regime of having well-defined bub-
ble nucleation events, but can nonetheless see significant
deviations from the standard paradigm of extremely rare
and highly spherical thin-wall bubbles [36, 37]. This high-
lights one of the advantages of the analog experiments and
of the real-time lattice simulations: that both allow one
to study relativistic bubble nucleation in regimes where
the Euclidean description starts to break down. In fact,
practical limitations on experimental coherence times and

numerical runtimes mean that thick-wall bubbles are the
easiest regime to access with these methods; the very long
decay times associated with spherical thin-wall bubbles
make them more challenging to access in 2D simulations,
and potentially also in the experimental context. This
issue can always be circumvented using a 1D setup, as
the decay rate is parametrically faster in lower dimen-
sions [12, 13]. Future experiments will therefore be able
to probe relativistic bubble nucleation across these dif-
ferent regimes, yielding insights into a broad range of
cosmological scenarios.

IV. SUMMARY AND OUTLOOK

Cold-atom analog experiments will soon enable empiri-
cal tests of relativistic false vacuum decay in the labora-
tory, giving new insights into the physics of the very early
Universe. A key challenge for this program is ensuring
the faithfulness of the early-Universe analogy in these
experiments by characterizing and mitigating any non-
cosmological behavior. In this paper we have identified
the presence of boundaries in the system as potentially
problematic for analog vacuum decay, showing that they
generically lead to rapid decay via nucleation of ‘edge bub-
bles’, which have no cosmological counterpart. However,
we have shown that this failure mode can be straight-
forwardly eliminated by suitably engineering the optical
potential used to trap the atoms: creating a high-density
‘trench’ layer prohibits edge nucleation, and allows one to
observe the bulk nucleation that is relevant for cosmology.
Identical conclusions are found in a companion paper [63],
which investigates thermal nucleation in a broader range
of analog systems. This trench solution demonstrates
how current experimental capabilities—e.g., the ability
to imprint highly customizable optical traps using digi-
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tal micromirror devices [66, 67]—enable faithful analog
simulations of early-Universe theories.

Our results bring us a step closer to simulating vacuum
decay with cold atoms. There remain further experimental
complications that we plan to investigate in future work.
These include characterizing the effects of various noise
sources (including magnetic field noise and fluctuations
in the optical potential), as well as developing a better
understanding of the small-scale behavior of the system,
particularly regarding the damping of Floquet instabilities
associated with the modulated Rabi coupling [6]. There
are also important open questions regarding how the ef-
fective scalar field potential (3) is renormalized by the
small-scale modes, and how these renormalization correc-
tions differ from the pure Klein Gordon case studied in
Ref. [75]. Understanding these issues will afford us greater
control over our theoretical predictions, allowing us to
extract the maximum possible insight into cosmological
physics from upcoming analog experiments.
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Appendix A: Surface tension calculations

In this Appendix we calculate the surface tensions as-
sociated with each of the interfaces shown in Fig. 1, with
the goal of deriving Eqs. (8) and (11) in the case of the
bucket and trench traps, respectively.

The cold-atom analog system is described by the time-
averaged Hamiltonian density [13]

H = −ψ†
↓
ℏ2∇2

2m
ψ↓ − ψ†

↑
ℏ2∇2

2m
ψ↑ + (V −µ)(ψ†

↓ψ↓ + ψ†
↑ψ↑)

− ϵn̄fv
√
κ2 −∆2(ψ†

↓ψ↑ + ψ†
↑ψ↓) + ϵ∆n̄fv(ψ

†
↓ψ↓ − ψ†

↑ψ↑)

+
1

2

(
g −∆− ϵλ2

2
(κ−∆)

)
ψ†
↓ψ

†
↓ψ↓ψ↓

+
1

2

(
g +∆− ϵλ2

2
(κ+∆)

)
ψ†
↑ψ

†
↑ψ↑ψ↑

+ (g − κ(1− ϵλ2))ψ†
↓ψ↓ψ

†
↑ψ↑

− ϵλ2

4
κ(ψ†

↓ψ
†
↓ψ↑ψ↑ + ψ†

↑ψ
†
↑ψ↓ψ↓) +O

(
ϵ2
)
,

(A1)

where the terms proportional to λ2 are generated by in-
tegrating out the rapid modulation of the Rabi coupling.
This is done perturbatively in the small parameter ϵ as-
sociated with the mean value of the Rabi coupling; from
now on we implicitly neglect all terms of order ϵ2. In
Eq. (A1) we have defined

g =
g↓↓ + g↑↑

2
, ∆ =

g↑↑ − g↓↓
2

, κ =
g↓↓ + g↑↑ − 2g↓↑

2
,

(A2)
where gij is the effective 2D two-body interaction between
atomic states |i⟩ and |j⟩. We also have V (x) the trapping
potential, µ the chemical potential, and n̄fv the uniform
bulk number density in the false vacuum.

We look for static solutions to the equations of motion
generated by this Hamiltonian, allowing us to describe the
various interfaces at rest, as appropriate at the moment
of bubble nucleation. We therefore set

iℏ∂tψ↓ =
∂H
∂ψ†

↓
= 0, iℏ∂tψ↑ =

∂H
∂ψ†

↑
= 0. (A3)

It is convenient to write the atomic fields as

ψ↓ =
√
n(1 + z) exp

(
ϵz

2(1 + z)
χ+

1− z

2
iϕ

)
,

ψ↑ =
√
n(1− z) exp

(
− ϵz

2(1− z)
χ− 1 + z

2
iϕ

)
,

(A4)



8

where n(x) is the mean number density per species and
ϕ(x) is the relative phase, which admits an effective rel-
ativistic description on large scales. We have neglected
the total phase field, setting it to zero everywhere. The
background population imbalance z = (1 + ϵλ2/2)∆/κ is
treated as constant everywhere, and is chosen such that
the relative and total phase fields decouple from each
other [13]. Finally, the field χ(x) corresponds to small
perturbations in the population imbalance (associated
with variations in ϕ) which leave n unchanged. With
this parameterization, Eq. (A3) implies the coupled set
of equations,

ℏ2

4m
∇ · (n∇ϕ) = ϵκn

(
n̄fv sinϕ+

λ2

2
n sin 2ϕ

)
,

ℏ2

4m
|∇ϕ|2 = ϵκ

[
n̄fv(1 + cosϕ) + n(χ− λ2 sin2 ϕ)

]
,

ℏ2

2m

∇2
√
n√
n

= V +

(
2g − κ2 +∆2

κ

)
(n− n̄fv)

− ϵ

2

κ2 −∆2

κ

[
n̄fv(1 + cosϕ)− n(χ+ λ2 sin2 ϕ)

]
.

(A5)

By solving these equations, we can evaluate the Hamilto-
nian density and thereby calculate the surface tension of
each interface,

σi =

∫
dℓ (Hi − H̄fv), (A6)

where dℓ is a line element running perpendicular to the
interface, and H̄fv is the background energy density asso-
ciated with the homogeneous false vacuum.

For a bubble wall in the bulk, we set V = 0 and solve for
the small density perturbations n− n̄fv and χ as functions
of ϕ. We find

σb =

√
4ϵ

ℏ2κn̄3fv
m

(1− z2)I(λ), (A7)

where I(λ) is a dimensionless integral depending only on
the barrier height λ, which approaches I(λ) → λ in the
thin-wall limit λ≫ 1. Crucially, we see that σb = O

(
ϵ1/2

)
;

as discussed in Sec. II, this is because the excess energy
density in the bubble wall is O(ϵ), but the thickness of
the wall is ℓ = O

(
ϵ−1/2

)
.

For interfaces with the walls of the bucket trap, we
treat the potential as an infinite planar hard wall,

V (x) =

{
0 if x > 0,

∞ if x < 0,
(bucket). (A8)

This approximation allows us to derive closed-form ana-
lytical expressions for the surface tensions; however, we
expect our key findings to be insensitive to this choice,
so long as the potential ‘switches on’ over a lengthscale
comparable to the healing length ξ = ℏ/

√
2mµ. The

false vacuum density profile at a hard wall corresponds

to half of the well-known ‘dark soliton’ solution to the
Gross-Pitaevskii equation [82], joined continuously to the
region of zero density beyond the wall,

n(x) =

{
n̄fv tanh

2
(

x√
2ξ

)
if x > 0,

0 if x < 0.
(A9)

The situation is the same at the true-vacuum–boundary
interface, except that the bulk number density that the
condensate ‘heals’ to away from the wall is enhanced by
an O(ϵ) correction to offset the lower potential energy
density U(ϕ). This translates into an O(ϵ) difference
between the two surface tensions,

σtv = σfv

(
n̄tv
n̄fv

)2

= σfv

(
1 + 4ϵ

κ2 −∆2

2gκ− κ2 −∆2

)
. (A10)

Putting all this together, we find that the contact angle (7)
between the bubble wall and the bucket trap in the thin-
wall limit is given by

cos θ ≃ −4ξ/(3λℓ) (bucket). (A11)

Since the healing length ξ is much smaller than the bubble
wall thickness ℓ in the relativistic regime, this yields θ ≃
π/2 as claimed in Sec. II.

In the trench case, we instead write the potential as

V (x) =

{
0 if x > 0,

−µv if x < 0,
(trench), (A12)

where µ = (2g−(κ2+∆2)/κ) n̄fv is the chemical potential,
and v > 0 is a dimensionless constant that parametrizes
the depth of the trench. Solving Eq. (A3) deep inside
the trench then gives n = (1 + v) n̄fv in the false vacuum.
Near the trench boundary we once again find a solution
which connects part of a dark soliton to a constant density
solution on the other side of the interface,

n(x) =

{
n̄fv if x > 0,

(1 + v) n̄fv tanh
2
(
(1 + v)x0−x√

2ξ

)
if x < 0,

(A13)
where x0 is chosen to ensure continuity at x = 0. Cru-
cially, the healing of the density occurs entirely inside
the trench, i.e., in the x < 0 region. This is true of both
the false-vacuum–trench interface and the true-vacuum–
trench interface. At the latter there is also a phase profile,
with ϕ interpolating between false vacuum in the trench
and true vacuum in the bulk. The energy cost of this
phase profile scales with the local number density (cf.
Eq. (A7)), so the lowest-energy configuration is to have
it occur entirely in the x > 0 region, where it becomes
identical to a bulk bubble wall. The total surface tension
at the true-vacuum–trench interface therefore separates
cleanly into a density contribution from the x < 0 region,
which is equal to the false-vacuum–trench tension σfv,
and a phase contribution from the x > 0 region, which is
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equal to the bubble wall tension σb. We therefore obtain
σtv = σfv + σb, so that

cos θ = −1 (trench), (A14)

yielding θ = π as claimed in Sec. II.
Note that in deriving this result we have placed no

requirements on the depth v or width w of the trench,
demonstrating the flexibility and generality of this ap-
proach to preventing edge nucleation. Our only implicit
assumptions are that v is large enough to ensure that
nucleation in the trench is strongly suppressed, and that
w is large enough that the condensate can reach the en-
hanced density (1 + v) n̄fv before tapering to zero. These
conditions are met so long as v is not much smaller than
unity, and w is at least a few times larger than the heal-
ing length. Our simulations in Sec. III use v = 1 and
w = 9.75 ξ.

Appendix B: Trapped initial conditions

In this Appendix we describe our procedure for generat-
ing initial conditions for our truncated Wigner simulations,
which approximate the initial false vacuum state of the sys-
tem. It is crucial that this is done accurately, as previous
work has shown that misspecifying the initial conditions
can dramatically alter the nucleation rate [12].

We consider small quantum fluctuations in the atomic
fields,

ψ̂↓(x) =
√
n(r)(1 + z) + δψ̂↓(x),

ψ̂↑(x) = −
[√

n(r)(1− z) + δψ̂↑(x)
]
,

(B1)

where the minus sign is due to the π relative phase as-
sociated with the false vacuum. We set the population
imbalance z = (1 + ϵλ2/2)∆/κ so that the total and rela-
tive phase fields decouple [13], and numerically solve for
the circularly-symmetric background number density n(r)
by evolving the equations of motion in imaginary time to
find the ground state [78].

The total and relative fluctuations are given by the
unitary transformation,

δψ̂θ =

√
1 + z

2
δψ̂↓ +

√
1− z

2
δψ̂↑,

δψ̂ϕ =

√
1− z

2
δψ̂↓ −

√
1 + z

2
δψ̂↑.

(B2)

For each sector we carry out a Bogoliubov transformation,

δψ̂(x) =
∑
i

[
ui(x)âi − vi(x)â

†
i

]
, (B3)

where i labels normal modes of the system, and the mode
functions ui, vi are chosen such that they diagonalize the
Hamiltonian (A1),

Ĥ =

∫
dx Ĥ ≃ E0 +

∑
i

[
ℏωθ,iâ

†
θ,iâθ,i + ℏωϕ,iâ

†
ϕ,iâϕ,i

]
,

(B4)

n = 0

m
=

0

n = 1 n = 2 n = 3

m
=

1
m

=
2

m
=

3
Figure 5. The first few eigenmodes for relative phase fluctua-
tions in the trench potential. We show umn(x) with arbitrary
normalization, for illustrative purposes; the corresponding
vmn(x) are qualitatively very similar. Blue and red corre-
spond to positive and negative values, respectively.

where we have expanded up to quadratic order in the
fluctuations δψ̂. Neglecting higher-order terms here cor-
responds to approximating the modes as non-interacting,
leading to Gaussian fluctuation statistics. The operators
â†, â are then the standard creation and annihilation
operators for each mode, and are treated as i.i.d. clas-
sical random variables drawn from a complex Gaussian
distribution with zero mean and variance 1/2, following
the usual truncated Wigner prescription.

Combining Eqs. (B3) and (B4), we find the Bogoliubov
equations that determine the mode functions for each
fluctuation sector, which are of the form

ℏωiui = Aui − Bvi,
−ℏωivi = Avi − Bui,

(B5)

where A, B are linear differential operators. The solutions
to this system are normalized according to∫

dx (uiu
∗
j − viv

∗
j ) = δij (B6)

to ensure the ladder operators obey the usual commutation
relations.

The coupled system (B5) is somewhat awkward to solve
directly. Instead, it is convenient to take the odd and
even combinations,

ℏωiu+,i = L+u−,i,

ℏωiu−,i = L−u+,i,
(B7)
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Figure 6. Initial power spectrum of the relative phase field
in our simulations (shaded region, which shows ±1σ around
the estimated spectrum), as estimated from the bulk region
of our high-density trench ensemble at time zero. We find
excellent agreement with the expected spectrum for a periodic
analog system (dashed blue curve), including the UV cutoff at
k ≈ 8.25/ξ and the slight excess UV power compared to the
corresponding relativistic theory (solid red curve).

where we define u±,i = ui±vi and L± = A±B. Chaining
these equations together yields

(ℏωi)
2
u+,i = L+L−u+,i,

(ℏωi)
2
u−,i = L−L+u−,i,

(B8)

each of which is a self-contained eigenvalue problem that
is amenable to solution via standard numerical methods.
Our procedure is therefore: (1) find the eigenvalues (ℏωi)

2

and eigenfunctions u+,i of the operator L+L−; (2) for each
u+,i, apply the operator L− and divide by ℏωi to find the
corresponding u−,i; (3) take odd and even combinations
and enforce the normalization (B6) to find the mode
functions ui, vi.

Since we are working on the lattice, step (1) above in-
volves approximating the operators L± as matrices acting
on vectors that specify u± at each lattice site. Naively,
for a 2D lattice with N2 sites, this means diagonalizing
a matrix of size N2 × N2 and storing the resulting N2

eigenvectors. This is infeasible for N = 1024. Instead, we
exploit the circular symmetry of the system and work in
polar coordinates (r, θ). The mode functions can then be

written as

ui(x) = umn(x) = Umn(r)e
imθ,

vi(x) = vmn(x) = Vmn(r)e
imθ,

(B9)

where m = 0,±1,±2, . . . (not to be confused with the
atomic mass) labels modes of different angular momenta,
and n = 0, 1, 2, . . . (not to be confused with the number
density) labels energy levels for eachm. The problem then
reduces to solving a radial eigenvalue equation for each m,
described in terms of an N×N matrix. We generate these
matrices using a pseudospectral representation for the
differential operators L±, and use the same pseudospectral
scheme to interpolate the resulting radial mode functions
on the Cartesian lattice used in the simulations. This
procedure is carried out separately for each of the two
trapping potentials described in Sec. III; Fig. 5 shows the
first few modes in the trench case.

We perform two tests to confirm that the resulting
Bogoliubov modes accurately describe the vacuum fluc-
tuations of the system. First, we carry out a truncated
Wigner simulation with extremely small initial fluctuation
amplitudes, corresponding to Nξ2/A = 108. Interactions
between modes should be negligible in this regime, so that
each mode simply oscillates at its natural frequency,

âmn(t) ≃ âmn(0) e
−iωmnt. (B10)

We extract the mode amplitudes from the simulation and
find that they each obey (B10) with relative accuracy
of 10−3 or better over many oscillation periods. This
confirms that the modes diagonalize the Hamiltonian to
high accuracy in the linear regime, and that the energy
eigenvalues ℏωmn are accurate.

Our second test is to compute the initial power spectrum
of the relative phase field,

Pϕ(k) =

∫
dx

V
eik·(x

′−x) ⟨ϕ(x)ϕ(x′)⟩ . (B11)

We do this by averaging over the 512 simulations in our
high-density trench ensemble, focusing on a square subre-
gion of side length ≈ 80 ξ that is contained entirely within
the bulk, and using a Slepian window to suppress spectral
leakage. As shown in Fig. 6, we find excellent agreement
with the expected spectrum. This demonstrates that our
numerical framework accurately reproduces the fluctua-
tion statistics of the corresponding periodic system in the
bulk region of the trap.
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