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We address a quantization mechanism that can allow us to understand why the cosmological con-
stant is not large under the quantum corrections from studying the circle compactification solution
of the Standard Model coupled to Einstein gravity which is subject to the constraint of the Swamp-
land conjectures. A novel result in the present work compared to the previous investigations in the
literature is that the radius of the compactified dimension and the 4D cosmological constant Λ4

must in fact be quantized. The quantization rule of the cosmological constant is given by Λ4 ∝ n2

with n = 1, 2, 3, 4, . . ., which means that the values of Λ4 are not arbitrary but only its specific
values are allowed. In general, the quantum corrections as well as other effects would break this
quantization rule. Hence, it could prevent the quantum fluctuations from generating zero-point
energy contributions to the cosmological constant.

The current cosmological and astrophysical observa-
tions [1] have implied a positive cosmological constant

of the value around ∼ 10−120M4
Pl '

(
2.4× 10−3eV

)4
[2] (responsible for the late accelerating expansion of the
universe) which is a very small number compared to the
electroweak scale around ∼ 102 GeV and the Planck en-
ergy scale MPl ∼ 1019 GeV. There is no problem at all
with respect to having such a tiny value for the cosmolog-
ical constant at the classical level. However, the problem
arises when the quantum corrections (and other correc-
tions such as non-perturbative effects coming from the
QCD instantons) for the cosmological constant are in-
cluded, which would make the value of the cosmological
constant much bigger, and hence its small value is not
stable to the large quantum corrections [3, 4]. For in-
stance, with the cutoff at the Planck energy scale, the
quantum fluctuations would additionally contribute to
the cosmological constant with a quantity around ∼M4

Pl.
In order to yield the correct physical result, a cancellation
between the bare cosmological constant and the quantum
corrections must be fine-tuned to an unimaginable preci-
sion which is around ∼ 120 orders of magnitude in order.
Therefore, the cosmological constant problem has been
regarded as one of the most important problems in mod-
ern physics [5, 6].

The traditional approach to understanding why the
cosmological constant is not large under quantum correc-
tions is based on a certain symmetry (either continuous
or discrete), which provides a mechanism to cancel the
quantum contributions precisely. The most promising
symmetry is perhaps supersymmetry which if unbroken
would lead to a very precise cancellation between boson
and fermions contributing to the vacuum energy since
their contributions are opposite signs. Unfortunately, the
superpartners of the Standard Model (SM) particles have
not been observed so far since supersymmetry must be
spontaneously broken down at least at the TeV scale. It
was also suggested that the one-loop contribution to the

cosmological constant might vanish in certain string mod-
els with broken supersymmetry [7, 8]. However, it was
argued that the higher-order quantum corrections would
spoil this vanishing [9, 10]. In addition, these string mod-
els need to have the supersymmetric non-Abelian sector
[11–13]. Another promising symmetry to solve the cos-
mological constant problem is scale invariance or confor-
mal symmetry which forbids the quantities or the terms
in Lagrangian with the length scale dimension and hence
the cosmological constant has to be zero. However, the
observed world simply is not invariant under the scale
transformation. For other ideas which have been pro-
posed in the literature, see [14, 15] for reviews. Although
there have been attempts which have been made to solve
the cosmological constant problem there is indeed no
known solution to this problem at present.

The Swampland program aims [16–18] to seek the uni-
versal features of quantum gravity and the consistency
criteria which distinguish effective field theories UV-
completed consistent with quantum gravity from those
which cannot or are in the Swampland. In particular,
this program leads to interesting implications for infla-
tionary cosmology (corresponding to the early accelerat-
ing expansion of the universe) which is constrained by
the Swampland criterion for de Sitter [19, 20] and trans-
Planckian censorship conjecture [21, 22]. In this paper,
based on the Swampland program we will point to a novel
and simple mechanism which could forbid quantum fluc-
tuations (as well as other effects) to generate zero-point
energy contributions to the cosmological constant. Al-
though this mechanism is far from a solution to the cos-
mological constant problem, we hope that it could give a
step toward a complete solution.

If a theory satisfies the Swampland constraints and is
completed into quantum gravity in UV, then a lower-
dimensional theory that is obtained from its compact-
ification to lower dimensions must do as well. On the
contrary, if the theory upon compactification is incon-
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sistent with quantum gravity then its parent higher di-
mensional theory itself is pathological. Because the SM
coupled to General Relativity (GR) is a good effective
low energy theory and thus cannot be in the Swamp-
land, its compactification solution down to lower dimen-
sions [23–25] must be consistent with quantum gravity.
In this sense, the Swampland conjectures impose the con-
straints not only on the SM coupled to GR itself but also
on its compactification solution. This has motivated the
intensive investigations in the literature with the signifi-
cant implications between the cosmological constant and
the neutrino masses [26–30] arising when applying the
non-SUSY AdS conjecture [31] (motivated by the weak
gravity conjecture [32]) and the AdS distance conjecture
[33] (realized in string theory and also supported by the
evidence of bottom-up physics [34–36]).

In the present work, in this direction, we study the
compactification of the SM coupled to GR on a circle S1.
However, a new point here is that we consider the com-
pactified coordinate dependence of the 3D tensor compo-
nent of the 4D metric in a natural way which is usually
ignored in the literature. Interestingly, from investigat-
ing the wavefunction profile of the 3D tensor component
along the compactified dimension we find a novel aspect
that the radius of the compactified dimension and the 4D
cosmological constant are in fact quantized. Here, we ob-
tain a quantization rule of the 4D cosmological constant
Λ4 as Λ4 ∝ n2 with n = 1, 2, 3, 4, . . .. In this way, the val-
ues of the 4D cosmological constant are not arbitrary but
only its specific values are allowed. This quantization or
this discrete spectrum could prevent the quantum fluc-
tuations from generating zero-point energy contributions
to the 4D cosmological constant because in general, the
additional contribution from the quantum fluctuations
would not respect the quantization rule. This is in anal-
ogy to that the hydrogen atom would be unable to absorb
the energy which is not equal to the energy difference be-
tween two initial and final states due to the quantization
of its energy levels.

The action of the SM coupled to GR in the presence
of the observed cosmological constant Λ4 is given as

S =

∫
d4x
√
−g
[
M2

Pl

2

(
R(4) − 2Λ4

)
+ LSM

]
, (1)

where R(4) and LSM refer to the scalar curvature of 4D
spacetime and Lagrangian of the SM, respectively. We
consider the above system compactified on a circle S1

where one of three spatial dimensions of 4D spacetime
is periodic with the period of 2π, which means that the
points x3 and x3 + 2π are identified. The 4D metric is
generally parametrized in terms of the 3D fields as follows

ds24 = gijdx
idxi +R2

[
dx3 + g

A
Aidx

i
]2
, (2)

where gij is the 3D metric component, Ai the gravipho-
ton, R is the radion field which determines the radius of

S1, g
A

is a coupling constant, and i, j = 0, 1, 2.1 Using
this ansatz of the 4D metric, we can expand explicitly
the 4D scalar curvature R(4) given in the action (1) as

R(4) = R+
1

4R2

(
∂3g

ij∂3gij + gijgkl∂3gij∂3gkl
)

−
g2
A
R2

4
FijF

ij , (3)

where R ≡ gij
(
∂̂kΓ̂kji − ∂̂jΓ̂kki + Γ̂kjiΓ̂

l
lk − Γ̂kliΓ̂

l
jk

)
with

Γ̂kij ≡
gkl

2 (∂̂igjl + ∂̂jgil − ∂̂lgij), ∂̂i ≡ ∂i − gA
Ai∂3, and

Fij = ∂iAj−∂jAi. It is important to emphasize here that
the previous investigations about the compactification of
the SM coupled with GR on S1 [23–30] have not consid-
ered the compactified dimension dependence of the 3D
metric gij and hence the second term in the right-hand
side of Eq. (3) was absent. But, in the present work, we
will point out that the presence of this term would lead to
the quantization of the 4D cosmological constant which
could provide a mechanism to prevent the vacuum fluc-
tuations as well as other effects contributing additionally
to the cosmological constant.

Let us find the wavefunction profile of the 3D metric
gij . In order to do this, first we obtain the equation of
motion for gij in the vacuum R = constant, Ai = 0, and
the vanishing matter fields by varying the action (1) in
the 3D tensor component of the 4D metric as follows

R̄ij −
1

2
gijR̄+ Λ4gij +

1

4R2

[
gikgjl∂

2
3g
kl

−∂23gij + gkl∂3gkl∂3gij + 2∂3
(
gijg

kl∂3gkl
)

−1

2
gij

{
∂3g

kl∂3gkl −
(
gkl∂3gkl

)2}]
= 0, (4)

where R̄ij ≡ (∂kΓ̄kji − ∂jΓ̄
k
ki + Γ̄ljiΓ̄

k
kl − Γ̄lkiΓ̄

k
jl) with

Γ̄kij ≡
gkl

2 (∂iglj +∂jgki−∂lgij) and R̄ ≡ gijR̄ij . One can

solve Eq. (4) by separating the variables as gij(x
i, x3) =

χ(x3)g
(3)
ij (xi) where g

(3)
ij (xi) is identified as the metric

of the 3D effective theory and χ(x3) is its wavefunction
profile along the compactified dimension. Then, substi-
tuting this variable separation into Eq. (4), we obtain
the 3D Einstein field equations determining the 3D ef-
fective geometry of spacetime and the equation for the
wavefunction profile of the 3D metric as follows

R(3)
ij −

1

2
g
(3)
ij R

(3) + Λ3g
(3)
ij = 0, (5)

χ′′ +
11

4

χ′2

χ
+ κ2χ =

Λ3

R−2
, (6)

where R(3)
ij (R(3)) is the Ricci (scalar) curvature of 3D

effective spacetime, κ ≡
√

Λ4/R
−1, and Λ3 is a constant

1 We use the metric sign as (−,+,+,+).
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which characterizes the dynamics of the 3D metric gij
along the compactified dimension and from Eq. (5) we
see that it plays the role of a 3D cosmological constant.

It is difficult to find an analytical solution for χ(x3) in
the general case. However, in the situation of Λ3/R

−2 �
1 (which can be seen from Table. 1 in Ref. [37]), we
can perturbatively solve Eq. (6) in the order of Λ3/R

−2.
The solution of χ(θ) at the leading order is easily found
as follows

χ(x3) =

[
1

2

{
1 + cos

(√
15κx3

)}]2/15
. (7)

Due to the topology of S1, the wavefunction profile χ(x3)
must be periodic with the period of 2π, i.e. χ(x3) =
χ(x3 + 2π), which implies

√
15κ = n with n = 1, 2, 3, . . . .

This thus leads to the quantization of the radius R of the
compactified dimension and 4D cosmological constant Λ4

as

Λ4R
2 =

n2

15
. (8)

Equation (8) means that the radius of the compactified
dimension and the 4D cosmological constant are not arbi-
trary but must obtain the discrete values according to the
quantization relation (8). On the other hand, the radius
of the compactified dimension and the 4D cosmological
constant have no continuous spectrum but a discrete one.
This is a novel point of the circle compactification solu-
tion of the SM coupled to GR which is pointed to the
first time.

The quantization relation (8) results from the nontriv-
ial dynamics of the 3D metric along the compact direc-
tion in the presence of the cosmological constant. From
Eq. (6) that describes the dynamic propagation of the 3D
metric along the compact direction, we see that the 4D
cosmological constant Λ4 plays the role of a force propor-
tional linearly to the profile χ because its presence curves
the spacetime geometry, whereas the inverse radius R−1

of the compactified dimension plays the role of a mass for
the 3D metric because its propagation is confined along
the compact direction. (Note that, the term 11χ′2/(4χ)
in Eq. (6) comes from the nonlinear property of the grav-
itational field which means that gravity is itself a source
creating the curvature of the spacetime geometry.) As
a result, it leads to the oscillation behavior of the 3D
metric along the compactified dimension with the corre-
sponding period depending on the ratio of

√
Λ4 to R−1.

In addition, the dynamic propagation of the 3D metric
is constrained by the periodic property of the compact-
ified dimension. Hence, both of these aspects result in
the quantization of the radius R of the compactified di-
mension and 4D cosmological constant Λ4.

In fact, the size of the compactified dimension can be
physically determined by the 3D effective potential of
the radion field which is generated by the dynamics of

3D tensor component along the compactified dimension
and the one-loop quantum corrections with the Casimir
energy density calculated in Ref. [23] (see Appendix D
for detailed computation). Taking into account the sta-
bilization mechanism and from Eq. (8), we can find a
general quantization rule of the 4D cosmological constant
in terms of the mass of the light particles in the spectrum
and the parameter Λ3 as follows

Λ4 = f(mi, ni,Λ3)n2 ∝ n2, (9)

where f(mi, ni,Λ3) is a function of mi (the mass of the
ith light particle), ni (the number of degrees of freedom
corresponding to the ith light particle), and Λ3. Note
that, the function f(mi, ni,Λ3) can be completely deter-
mined from the minimum of the radion potential. The
quantization rule (9) implies that the ratio of the 4D
cosmological constant to a specific combination of the
3D cosmological constant and the masses of the particles
contributing to the radion potential must lead to 1, 4, 9,
16, 25, . . .. In general, under the quantum corrections
this ratio would not lead to 1, 4, 9, 16, 25, . . . which are
only the allowed values. Hence, we expect that the quan-
tization rule (9) can provide a mechanism to prevent the
quantum fluctuations from generating additional contri-
butions to the 4D cosmological constant.

It is important to emphasize that Eq. (8) can be re-
alized as a quantum gravity sign that arises at the low-
energy regime. Hence, one expects that the quantization
rule for the radius of the compactified dimension and the
cosmological constant could provide a step toward solv-
ing not only the cosmological constant problem but also
other important problems (which require a complete the-
ory of quantum gravity) such as a microscopic description
of the black hole entropy. By considering the compacti-
fication of dS5 on a circle S1 to obtain 4D effective field
theory, we can find a quantization relation for the size of
the extra dimension as R−1 ∝

√
Λ5/n where Λ5 is the

bulk cosmological constant and n = 1, 2, 3, . . ., in anal-
ogy to what we have done for the S1 compactification of
the SM. Each value of the positive integer n correspond-
ing to a possible value of the size of the extra dimension
implies a possible configuration of 4D effective field the-
ory. Hence, we can calculate the black hole entropy by
summing over all relevant configurations. We leave an
exploration of this proposal to future work.

Appendix A: The expansion of R(4) in terms of 3D
components

Because Eq. (3) is the main technical starting point,
in this appendix we present detailed computations of
how to obtain it. It is easy to do the calculations in
the frame {∂̂i, ∂̂3} ≡ {∂̂µ} where ∂̂i ≡ ∂i − gA

Ai∂3 and

∂̂3 ≡ ∂3 which transform as a 3D vector and a 1D vec-
tor, respectively. The corresponding coframe is given by
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{dxi, dx3 +g
A
Aidx

i} which dual to {∂̂i, ∂̂3}, respectively.
The components of 4D metric and its dual are given in
these bases as

ĝµν = diag
(
gij , R

2
)
,

ĝµν = diag
(
gij , R−2

)
. (10)

Then, we can determine the Christoffel connection Γ̂ρµν
and the Riemann curvature tensor R̂λµρν in these bases
as follows

Γ̂ρµν =
ĝρλ

2

(
∂̂µĝνλ + ∂̂ν ĝµλ − ∂̂λĝµν

)
+
ĝρλ

2

(
Cσλµĝνσ + Cσλν ĝµσ

)
+
Cρµν

2
,

R̂λµρν = ∂̂ρΓ̂
λ
νµ − ∂̂ν Γ̂λρµ + Γ̂σνµΓ̂λρσ − Γ̂σρµΓ̂λνσ

−Cσρν Γ̂λσµ, (11)

where Cρµν defines the commutation of two frame fields
as [

∂̂µ, ∂̂ν

]
= Cρµν ∂̂ρ. (12)

The 4D scalar curvature R(4) reads

R(4) = ĝµνR̂ρµρν = gijR̂ρiρj + g33R̂ρ3ρ3. (13)

The first and second terms are explicitly expanded as
follows

gijR̂ρiρj = gij
(
∂̂ρΓ̂

ρ
ji − ∂̂jΓ̂

ρ
ρi + Γ̂ρjiΓ̂

λ
λρ − Γ̂ρλiΓ̂

λ
jρ

−CρλjΓ̂
λ
ρi

)
= gij

[(
∂̂kΓ̂kji − ∂̂jΓ̂kki + Γ̂kjiΓ̂

l
lk − Γ̂kliΓ̂

l
jk

)
+
(
∂̂3Γ̂3

ji + Γ̂3
jiΓ̂

k
k3 + Γ̂kjiΓ̂

3
3k + Γ̂3

jiΓ̂
3
33

)
−
(
∂̂jΓ̂

3
3i + Γ̂k3iΓ̂

3
jk + Γ̂3

kiΓ̂
k
j3 + Γ̂3

3iΓ̂
3
j3

)
−
(
C3
kjΓ̂

k
3i + C3

3jΓ̂
3
3i

)]
, (14)

g33R̂ρ3ρ3 = g33
(
∂̂ρΓ̂

ρ
33 − ∂̂3Γ̂ρρ3 + Γ̂ρ33Γ̂λλρ − Γ̂ρλ3Γ̂λ3ρ

−Cρλ3Γ̂λρ3

)
= g33

(
∂̂iΓ̂

i
33 − ∂̂3Γ̂ii3 + Γ̂i33Γ̂jji + Γ̂3

33Γ̂ii3

−Γ̂ji3Γ̂i3j − Γ̂3
i3Γ̂i33 − C3

i3Γ̂i33

)
. (15)

In (14) and (15), we find the following combinations

gij
(
∂̂3Γ̂3

ji + Γ̂3
jiΓ̂

k
k3 + Γ̂3

jiΓ̂
3
33

)
≡ ∇µY µ1

+
g33

2
∂̂3g

ij ∂̂3gij , (16)

gij
(
∂̂jΓ̂

3
3i − Γ̂kjiΓ̂

3
3k

)
− g33Γ̂i33Γ̂3

3i ≡ ∇µY
µ
2 , (17)

g33
(
∂̂iΓ̂

i
33 + Γ̂i33Γ̂jji + Γ̂i33Γ̂3

3i

)
≡ ∇µY µ3

+
gij

2
∂̂ig

33∂̂jg33 + g
A
gij ∂̂3Aig

33∂̂jg33, (18)

g33
(
∂̂3Γ̂ii3 − Γ̂3

33Γ̂ii3

)
− gijΓ̂3

ijΓ̂
k
k3 ≡ ∇µY

µ
4 , (19)

where

Y µ1 ≡
(

0, gijΓ̂3
ji

)
,

Y µ2 ≡
(
gijΓ̂3

3j , 0
)
,

Y µ2 ≡
(
g33Γ̂i33, 0

)
,

Y µ4 ≡
(

0, g33Γ̂ii3

)
. (20)

The terms ∇µY µa with a = 1, 2, 3, 4 are divergences cor-
responding to the boundary terms and as a result, they
vanish at infinity. Then, R(4) is a sum of the remaining
terms as

R(4) = R− gij
(

Γ̂k3iΓ̂
3
jk + Γ̂3

kiΓ̂
k
j3 + Γ̂3

3iΓ̂
3
j3 + Γ̂3

ijΓ̂
k
k3

+C3
kjΓ̂

k
3i + C3

3jΓ̂
3
3i

)
− g33

(
Γ̂ji3Γ̂i3j + Γ̂3

i3Γ̂i33

+2Γ̂3
3iΓ̂

i
33 + C3

i3Γ̂i33

)
+
g33

2
∂̂3g

ij ∂̂3gij

+
gij

2
∂̂ig

33∂̂jg33 + g
A
gij ∂̂3Aig

33∂̂jg33

= R+
1

4R2

(
∂3g

ij∂3gij + gijgkl∂3gij∂3gkl
)

−
g2
A
R2

4
FijF

ij , (21)

where R ≡ gij
(
∂̂kΓ̂kji − ∂̂jΓ̂kki + Γ̂kjiΓ̂

l
lk − Γ̂kliΓ̂

l
jk

)
≡

gijRij and Fij = ∂iAj − ∂jAi. Note that, in the cal-
culation of the scalar curvature R(4), we have considered
the components gij , Ai, and R to be the general functions
of (xi, x3). However, we observe that first the terms re-

lating to ∂̂3Ai automatically cancel together and hence
they do not contribute toR(4). This is because the space-
time curvature which is caused by the non-triviality of
the U(1) principal bundle is measured by the curvature
of the connection Ai, i.e. Fij . Second, the first-order
derivative terms of R associated with its kinetic terms
do not appear in R(4) because the curvature of the S1

fiber is zero. But, the kinetic terms of R would appear
in Einstein frame derived by rescaling the 3D metric as
gij → Ω−2gij with Ω = R/r where r is introduced to
keep the rescaled 3D metric dimensionless and would be
fixed equal to the vacuum expectation value of the radion
field.
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Appendix B: Equations of motion for the 3D
components of the bulk metric

First, let us obtain equations of motion for the 3D
tensor component gij from the following variation

δg3SEH = δg3

∫
d4x
√
−gM

2
Pl

2

(
R(4) − 2Λ4

)
=

M2
Pl

2

∫
d4x

[(
R(4) − 2Λ4

)
δg3
√
−g

+
√
−gδg3R(4)

]
= 0, (22)

where δg3 refers to the variation in terms of gij and the
expansion ofR(4) is given in Eq. (21). We find δg3

√
−g =

− 1
2

√
−ggijδgij and

δg3R(4) = δgijRij + gijδg3Rij

+
1

4
δg3
(
∂3g

ij∂3gij + gijgkl∂3gij∂
3gkl

)
−
g2
A
R2

4
δg3
(
FijF

ij
)
. (23)

The second variation term in (23) is calculated as

gijδg3Rij = ∇k
(
gij∇kδgij −∇lδgkl

)
= ∇µXµ

1 − Γ̂3
3k

(
gij∇kδgij −∇lδgkl

)
= ∇µXµ

1 +∇µXµ
2 +∇µXµ

3 + Γ̂3
3kΓ̂3

3lg
klgijδg

ij

+∇k
(
gklΓ̂3

3lgij

)
δgij − Γ̂3

3iΓ̂
3
3jδg

ij

−∇i
(

Γ̂3
3j

)
δgij , (24)

where

Xµ
1 =

(
gij∇kδgij −∇lδgkl, 0

)
,

Xµ
2 =

(
−gklΓ̂3

3lgijδg
ij , 0

)
, (25)

Xµ
3 =

(
Γ̂3
3lδg

lk, 0
)
.

The variation of the third term in (23) reads

δg3
(
∂3g

ij∂3gij + gijgkl∂3gij∂
3gkl

)
= ∇µXµ

4 +∇µXµ
5

+gikgjl∂3∂
3gkl − ∂3∂3gij + gkl∂3gkl∂

3gijδg
ij

+2∂3
(
gijg

kl∂3gkl
)

+
(
gkl∂3gkl

)2
gijδg

ij

−2Γ̂3
33

(
∂3gij + gijgkl∂

3gkl
)
δgij , (26)

where

Xµ
4 =

(
0, 2∂3gijδg

ij
)
,

Xµ
5 =

(
0, 2gijgkl∂

3gklδgij
)
. (27)

The last variation term is

δg3
(
FijF

ij
)

= 2Fi
kFjk. (28)

Finally, we find the equations of motion for gij as follows

Rij −
1

2
gijR+ Λ4gij +

1

4R2

[
gikgjl∂

2
3g
kl

−∂23gij + gkl∂3gkl∂3gij + 2∂3
(
gijg

kl∂3gkl
)

−1

2
gij

{
∂3g

kl∂3gkl −
(
gkl∂3gkl

)2}]
−
g2
A
R2

2

(
Fi
kFjk −

1

4
FklF

klgij

)
+ f1

(
Γ̂3
3k, Γ̂

3
33

)
= 0,

(29)

where f1

(
Γ̂kk3, Γ̂

3
33

)
refers to the terms which are propor-

tional to Γ̂3
3k, (Γ̂3

3k)2, ∇k(Γ̂3
3l), and Γ̂3

33 which are zero

with ∂̂iR = 0, ∂̂3R = 0, and ∂3Ai = 0.

Equations of motion for the 3D vector component Ai
are derived from the following variation

δASEH =
M2

Pl

2

∫
d4x
√
−g
[
δAR−

g2
A
R2

4
δA
(
FijF

ij
)]

= 0 (30)

This variation leads to the equations of motion for Ai as

∇iF ij +R−2f2

(
Aj , ∂̂jgkl, ∂̂3gkl

)
= 0. (31)

Note that, the second term in Eq. (31) is negligible be-
cause it is strongly suppressed by R−2 which is in the
order of Λ4 (≈ 5.06 × 10−84 GeV2 [2]) as indicated in
Appendix D. Thus, Eq. (31) can be approximated as
∇iF ij = 0.

Because the radion field R would get an effective po-
tential (generated from the cosmological constant term
and one-loop quantum corrections) by which the size of
the compactified dimension is physically fixed, we write
the equation of motion for the radion field R including
this radion potential, corresponding to the variation of
the 3D action (given in Appendix D) as follows

�R =
1

R
(∂iR)2 +

R2

2M3

∂V

∂R
+ f3(Ai, Fij), (32)

where f3(Ai, Fij) is a functional of Ai and Fij which van-
ishes for Ai = 0.

Appendix C: A derivation of Eqs. (5) and (6)

In order to solve Eq. (4), we use the method of the

variable separation as gij(x
i, x3) = χ(x3)g

(3)
ij (xi) where

g
(3)
ij (xi) is the metric of the 3D effective theory whose

wavefunction profile along the compactified dimension is

χ(x3). First, by substituting gij(x
i, x3) = χ(x3)g

(3)
ij (xi)
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into Eq. (4), we find

R(3)
ij −

1

2
g
(3)
ij R

(3) + Λ4χg
(3)
ij +

1

4R2

[(
1

χ

)′′

χ2 − χ′′

+
3χ′2

χ
+ 6χ′′ − 3χ

2

{(
1

χ

)′

χ′ − 3

(
χ′

χ

)2
}]

g
(3)
ij ,(33)

where R(3)
ij ≡ (∂kΓkji−∂jΓkki+ΓljiΓ

k
kl−ΓlkiΓ

k
jl) with Γkij ≡

g(3)kl(∂ig
(3)
lj + ∂jg

(3)
ki − ∂lg

(3)
ij )/2 and R(3) ≡ g(3)ijR(3)

ij ,
and ′ denotes the derivative with respect to the coordi-
nate x3. After simplification, we obtain

R(3)
ij −

1

2
g
(3)
ij R

(3) +

[
1

R2

(
χ′′ +

11

4

χ′2

χ

)
+ Λ4χ

]
g
(3)
ij = 0.

(34)

This equation can be written in the following way

R(3)

6
=

1

R2

(
χ′′ +

11

4

χ′2

χ

)
+ Λ4χ. (35)

It is clear that the left-handed and right-handed sides of
Eq. (35) depend on the variables xi and x3, respectively.
This implies that these sides are equal to a constant de-
noted by Λ3, which leads to

R(3) = 6Λ3, (36)

χ′′ +
11

4

χ′2

χ
+ κ2χ =

Λ3

R−2
, (37)

κ ≡
√

Λ4/R
−1. Note that, Eq. (36) is equivalent to Eq.

(5) in the paper.

Appendix D: The radion potential

The dimensional reduction of the 4D Einstein gravity
on S1 given in the Einstein frame reads

S3D ⊃
∫
d3x
√
−g3

[
M3

2

{
R(3) − 2

(
∂iR

R

)2
}

−M3

( r
R

)2
Λ3

]
, (38)

where g3 ≡ det
[
g
(3)
ij

]
and the 3D Planck energy scale is

identified as

M3 ≡ rM2
Pl

∫ π

−π
dx3χ1/2

=
2
√
πΓ(17/30)

Γ(16/15)
rM2

Pl. (39)

The last term in the action (38) is the tree-level poten-
tial of the radion field generated by the dynamics of 3D
tensor component along the compactified dimension. In

addition, the one-loop quantum corrections would con-
tribute to the radion potential as

V1L(R) =
∑
i

(−1)siniR
( r
R

)3
ρi(R)

∫ π

−π
dx3χ

3
2 .(40)

Here si is equal to 0(1) for the fermions(bosons), ni is
the number of degrees of freedom corresponding to the
ith particle, and the Casimir energy density with respect
to the ith particle is given by [23]

ρi(R) =

∞∑
n=1

2m4
i

(2π)2
K2(2πnmiR)

(2πnmiR)2
, (41)

where mi and K2(z) are the mass of the ith particle and
the modified Bessel function, respectively. It should be
noted here that due to the function K2(z) suppressed for
z � 1 the particles with their mass which is much larger
than R−1 do not contribute significantly to the one-loop
term of the radion potential and hence we can ignore their
contribution. On the other hand, only the light degrees
of freedom contribute significantly to V1L(R).

The radion potential V (R) thus is a sum of the tree
and loop level contributions, which is expanded in terms
of miR for miR� 1 as

V (R)

2
√
πr3

'
[

Γ(17/30)

Γ(16/15)

M2
PΛ3

R2
+

1

16π2

Γ(7/10)

Γ(6/5)

1

R6

×
∑
i

(−1)sini

{
1

90
− (miR)2

6
+

(miR)4

48

}]
.

(42)

The behavior of the radion potential is depicted in Fig. 1.
Here, the bosonic contributions come from graviton and
photon, whereas the fermionic contributions come from
the lightest neutrino and an additional massless Dirac
fermion.

mΝ

L4

=1.7

mΝ

L4

=1.63

mΝ

L4

=1.6

mΝ

L4

=1.5

0.0 0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8 1.0

-0.4

-0.2

0.0

0.2

0.4

0.6

0.8

1.0

R L4

V-

HRL

FIG. 1: The scaled radion potential V̄ (R) ≡
V (R)/(2

√
πr3Λ3

4) versus the scaled S1 radius R
√

Λ4 for
various values of mν/

√
Λ4 with M2

PlΛ3/Λ
2
4 = 0.1. The red

and orange curves correspond to the AdS vacuum and no
vacuum, respectively, whereas the blue and purple curves
lead to the dS vacuum.
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