
An inflationary cosmology from anti-de Sitter wormholes

Panos Betzios1, ∗ and Olga Papadoulaki2, †

1Department of Physics and Astronomy, University of British Columbia,
6224 Agricultural Road, Vancouver, B.C. V6T 1Z1, Canada
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We propose a new type of wavefunction for the universe computed from the Euclidean path
integral, with asymptotically AdS boundary conditions. In the semiclassical limit, it describes a
Euclidean (half)-wormhole geometry, exhibiting a local maximum of the scale factor at the surface of
reflection symmetry, giving rise to an expanding universe upon analytic continuation to Lorentzian
signature. We find that these Euclidean wormholes set natural initial conditions for inflation and
that the semi-classical Wheeler-DeWitt wavefunction can favor a long lasting inflationary epoch,
resolving a well known issue of the no-boundary proposal. Due to the asymptotic AdS conditions in
the Euclidean past they raise the possibility of describing the physics of inflating cosmologies and
their perturbations within the context of holography.

I. INTRODUCTION

Research in cosmology has become extraordinarily
lively in the last fifty years. Observations by instruments
both ground-based and on the sky, and eventually by the
Wilkinson Microwave Anisotropy Probe [1], have shown
a remarkable agreement with the predictions of the in-
flationary theory [2–4]. One of the main advantages of
the inflationary paradigm is that whilst solving the tradi-
tional horizon, flatness and monopole cosmological prob-
lems, it also explains quite naturally the existence of the
primordial cosmological perturbations generated as the
result of the enhancement of the inflaton vacuum quan-
tum fluctuations due to the accelerated cosmological ex-
pansion [5–8].

However within the inflationary scenario, the question
of initial conditions that drive inflation itself is not deter-
mined. As one traces the cosmic evolution back in time,
the curvatures and matter densities seem to approach
the Planck scale, where one expects quantum gravita-
tional effects to come into play. Such manifestly singu-
lar loci of spacetime —spacelike singularities— seem to
suggest that one might need a UV complete theory of
quantum gravity to tackle the question of initial condi-
tions. Yet again, one may hope that there exist some
(perhaps effective) description of the physics of the very
early universe, that evades this UV issue, bringing back
such questions within our scientific grasp. Related to
this, the quantum state of a spatially closed universe (a
three hyperfurface Σ), is expected to be described by a
wave function ΨΣ(gij(x⃗),Φ(x⃗)) which is a functional de-
pending on the geometry and on the values of the mat-
ter fields on Σ. This wave function should obey the
Wheeler-DeWitt (WDW) constraint equation [9] —the
quantum analogue of the Hamiltonian constraint of gen-
eral relativity. On the other hand, the WDW equation
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admits many solutions, so that further input is needed on
how to select a subset of them, using appropriate bound-
ary conditions. The no-boundary proposal introduced by
Hartle and Hawking [10, 11], and the tunneling proposal
by Vilenkin [12, 13], posit that the universe could have
a quantum beginning corresponding, at least semiclas-
sically, to a compact Euclidean geometry. Observations
suggest that the early universe was simpler than it is now
—more homogeneous and isotropic— a characteristic of
ground states in physical systems. A natural idea is that
the universe should begin in a cosmological analogue of
a ground state. If we assume positivity of the inflaton
potential for all the field range, the no-boundary pro-
posal seems to be our best candidate consistent with this
idea, whilst at the same time predicting a correct (nearly
Gaussian) spectrum of primordial perturbations [14–16].
At the same time, it also gives rise to a great puzzle: it
predicts an empty universe with the least possible num-
ber of inflationary e-folds [14–16].
After the advent of the AdS/CFT correspondence, we

now know that theories of quantum gravity are better
defined and behaved in the presence of a negative cos-
mological constant [17–19]. The negatively curved anti-
de Sitter (AdS) spacetime corresponds precisely to the
bulk ground state that is dual to the ground state of a
dual CFT. In this setting, it is possible to recover a cos-
mological FRW spacetime upon analytic continuation of
Euclidean AdS wormhole geometries [20–25], but the re-
sulting cosmologies inevitably crunch in the future and do
not seem to allow for a sufficient period of inflation [26].
In this Letter, we propose that the initial state of in-

flation is set forth by a certain kind of Euclidean AdS
“wineglass” wormholes depicted in Fig. 1 and that the
issues afflicting the Hartle-Hawking and Vilenkin propos-
als can be naturally solved in this setting. Our proposal
rests upon the following assumption: The effective infla-
ton potential should admit at least a stable AdS min-
imum, as well as a metastable dS minimum. From an
AdS/CFT point of view, it is natural to consider a model
where there is an additional local unstable AdS maxi-
mum, which in the language of holography leads to a
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renormalization group flow driven by a relevant opera-
tor, see Fig. 2. We should emphasize that it is a pro-
posal for the pre-inflationary epoch, that sets natural ini-
tial conditions and a reasonable probability weight for a
long-lasting inflationary period. The precise subsequent
Lorentzian evolution is determined from detailed prop-
erties of the inflaton potential, and our construction can
accommodate various possibilities, consistent with cur-
rent experimental data [27].

II. A MODEL

Our proposal can be incorporated in a large class of
models as long as they satisfy the general properties put
forward in the introduction. For concreteness we focus
in a specific simple model of Einstein gravity, minimally
coupled to a scalar (inflaton) field, with a potential V (ϕ).
We shall also consider the presence of an axion field. Ax-
ionic fields do appear in string theory and supergrav-
ity, as well as in the Peccei-Quinn proposal to deal with
the strong-CP problem and are dark matter candidates.
Analogous models have been discussed in the literature,
see [28–30] for EAdS axion wormholes and [31, 32] for
more similar “wineglass” shaped wormholes, albeit in
asymptotically flat space. In view of phenomenological
applications, we focus in the case of four spacetime di-
mensions, but our model is easily generalisable to an ar-
bitrary number of dimensions. The Euclidean Einstein-
scalar action is (κ ≡ M−2

Pl = 8πGN )

SE =

∫
d4x

√
gE

(
− 1

2κ
R+

1

2
∇µϕ∇µϕ+ V (ϕ)

)
, (1)

Ψ
NB>| Ψ

EW>|

EAdS

Ψ
CW>|

EAdS

FIG. 1. Three types of wavefunctions computed from the
Euclidean path integral and their subsequent Lorentzian evo-
lution. The first is an example of the no boundary (NB)
proposal —a half-S4 evolves into a Lorentzian dS4 spacetime.
The last one corresponds to a contracting Euclidean AdS half-
wormhole, giving rise to a crunching cosmology. In the middle
we depict the type of “wineglass” half-wormholes we are in-
terested in this work —they combine features of the other
two cases by approaching the EAdS vacuum in the far past
and expanding near the τ = 0 slice, giving rise to an inflating
Lorentzian cosmology upon analytic continuation.

to which we add an additional axionic contribution (fα
is the axion coupling constant and Hµνρ its three-form
field strength)

Saxion
E =

∫
d4x

√
gE

1

12f2
α

HµνρH
µνρ . (2)

Assuming the simplest spherically symmetric and homo-
geneous ansatze (q is a constant axion charge)

ds2 = dτ2 + a2(τ)dΩ2
3 , ϕ(τ) , Hijk = qϵijk , (3)

we find the set of equations of motion (the axionic one is
trivially satisfied), where the prime denotes a τ derivative

2a′′

a
+

a′2

a2
− 1

a2
+ κ

(
V (ϕ) +

ϕ′2

2

)
− κQ2

a6
= 0 ,

a′2

a2
− 1

a2
+

κ

3

(
V (ϕ)− ϕ′2

2

)
+

κQ2

3a6
= 0 ,

ϕ′′ + 3
a′ϕ′

a
− dV

dϕ
= 0 , (4)

where Q2 ≡ q2/2f2
α. As is well known the Euclidean

ODE for ϕ(τ), describes a particle moving in an effective
inverted potential UE(ϕ) = −V (ϕ), with a friction term
3a′ϕ′/a (this can be anti-friction if a′/a < 0), see Fig. 3.

A. Euclidean AdS “wineglass” wormholes

The Euclidean “wineglass” wormhole solutions that we
are interested in, have the property that they asymptote
to a EAdS space —a(τ) ∼ exp(HAdS |τ |) at τ → ±∞.
Moreover we demand that they satisfy the following con-
ditions at τ = 0

a′′(0) < 0 , a′(0) = 0 , a(0) = amax , ϕ′(0) = 0 ,
(5)

inflation

V(φ)

φ

φ(t)

δφ

Euclidean  preparation reheating

φ(τ)

FIG. 2. A typical form for the scalar potential. The verti-
cal dashed line indicates the initial state prepared under Eu-
clidean evolution with asymptotically EAdS boundary con-
ditions (see Figs. 1 and 3 for details). This state then evolves
and inflates in Lorentzian time t (we depict a typical form of
a slow roll potential, with a subsequent reheating phase).
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so that amax is a local maximum of the scale factor. From
the second equation in (4), we also find that x ≡ a2max

obeys a cubic equation [33] with its value bounded by

2

κV (ϕ0)
< a2max ≤ 3

κV (ϕ0)
. (6)

The equality is saturated when the throat acquires the
largest possible (Hubble radius) size for vanishing axion
charge (Q = 0). In addition there exists another point
in Euclidean time for which the scale factor acquires a
local minimum a′′(τmin) > 0, a′(τmin) = 0. This local
minimum, signals a change in the sign of the friction
term in the scalar equation of (4), see also Fig. 3. In
our models for concreteness we consider a potential V (ϕ)
that has a local maximum at ϕ = 0, where the geometry
becomes that of EAdS (i.e. V (ϕ) ∼ −1 + m2ϕ2/2, in
AdS units). In the context of holography (AdS/CFT),
this means that there is a renormalization group flow
driven by a relevant operator with conformal dimension
∆ = 3/2 +

√
9/4 +m2 < 3 (there is also a Unitar-

ity or Breitenlohner-Freedman bound constraint so that
−9/4 ≤ m2). The potential drawn in Fig. 3 can support
other types of wormhole solutions such as the ones stud-
ied in [22, 24, 25, 29, 30], but the resulting cosmologies
eventually crunch instead of inflate, hence they are not so
interesting for phenomenological purposes. One can also
envisage interesting wormhole solutions driven by irrele-
vant operators, with a minimum of V (ϕ) at ϕ = 0, but
then the potential/initial conditions should be fine-tuned
so that the Euclidean motion in −V does not over/under-
shoot what is now a local maximum.

B. Subsequent Lorentzian evolution

The analytic continuation to Lorentzian signature, is
performed by rotating t = −iτ . We denote the real time
derivatives by a dot i.e. ȧ. We first observe that the
conditions (5) set forth from the Euclidean evolution are
consistent with an initially expanding universe (ä(0) > 0)
of Hubble radius size (a2(0) ≃ 3/κV (ϕ(0))), with vanish-

ing initial kinetic energy for the scalar field (ϕ̇(0) = 0)
—these serve as perfect initial conditions for inflation.
The field then evolves in a slow roll potential such as the
one drawn in Fig. 2, where we draw a typical “Hilltop”
slow roll model [34] supporting a subsequent reheating
phase. The validity of the slow roll approximation rests
upon assuming small slow roll parameters

ϵV ≡ M2
P

16π

(
Vϕ

V

)2

≪ 1 , ηV ≡ M2
P

8π

Vϕϕ

V
≪ 1 , (7)

for the (light green) region in the potential V (ϕ) on the
right of the vertical dashed line in Fig. 2. The number
of inflationary e-folds N∗ is found from integrating dN ≃
dϕ/MP

√
ϵV from horizon exit to the end of inflation [35].

Satisfactory inflation requires an N∗ ∼ O(50) − O(60)
number of e-folds and this can be achieved in various

models, albeit with some amount of fine-tuning of the
potential. It is important to note that we can implement
any inflationary “Hilltop” model in our construction.

C. Cosmological correlators

It is also possible to compute cosmological correla-
tors within our proposal, using the AdS/CFT corre-
spondence. Given a specific Euclidean geometry (i.e.
a “wineglass” wormhole), the first step of the com-
putation corresponds to evaluating the corresponding
Feynman-Witten diagrams [18, 19], the correlator points
placed on the τ = 0 slice and being connected with
all possible bulk propagators and interaction vertices.
One can equivalently use the wavefunction at τ = 0
and determine the correlators via the schematic for-
mula

∫
Dϕ |Ψτ=0|2 ϕ(0, x⃗1)...ϕ(0, x⃗n). The subsequent

Lorentzian evolution of these correlators is governed by
the precise form of the scalar potential on the right of
the dashed line in Fig. 2. Due to the inherent time de-
pendence of the cosmological background they are most
appropriately computed using an in-in formalism [36]
(the Euclidean evolution determines the in-state). An-
other option is to evolve the τ = 0 wavefunction into the
Lorentzian future and use the evolved wavefunction Ψt

to compute the correlators at any later time.

III. WAVEFUNCTIONS AND THE
PROBABILITY MEASURE

A. Issues with the no-boundary and Vilenkin
proposals

In the context of quantum cosmology, there have
been several interesting proposals put forward on how
to compute the wavefunction of the universe in the
minisuperspace approximation (see eqn. (3)), when the
Wheeler-DeWitt wavefunction obeying the Hamiltonian
constraint[

∂2

∂A2
− ∂2

∂ϕ̃2
+

(
12π2

κ

)2 (
e6AṼ (ϕ̃)− e4A + Q̃2

)]
Ψ = 0

(8)
is well defined (we use the variable A = log a to avoid nor-

mal ordering ambiguities [14] and define ϕ̃ = ϕ/MPl, Ṽ =

κV/3 , Q̃2 = κQ2/3). One needs to supplement this equa-
tion with boundary conditions, the two main proposals
being Hartle-Hawking’s (No Boundary - NB) [10, 11] and
Vilenkin’s (Tunneling - T) [12, 13] proposals. The NB
proposal consists in extending the time evolution into the
Euclidean regime in the far past and performing a sum
over compact Euclidean geometries, thus avoiding the
Lorentzian Big-Bang singularity. At the classical level
this means that the Euclidean geometry smoothly caps
off at some τinitial (so that a(τinitial) = 0 = ϕ′(τinitial)),
see Fig. 1 for an example. In the tunneling proposal
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τ = 0 τ = 0

a(τ) φ(τ) -V(φ)

φ

φ
0

φ
0

amax

amin

frictionanti-friction

anti-friction friction

anti-friction friction

a' < 0 a' 0>
EAdS

τmin τmin

τminφ(   )

-V0

-Vmin

FIG. 3. The Euclidean evolution of the scale factor and the scalar field for a EAdS “wineglass” half-wormhole. The two
boundary wormhole is found by extending the solution to positive τ (upon time reflection one has to interchange friction with
anti-friction). In the right figure we depict the mechanical analogue of a particle moving in the inverted potential −V (ϕ). The
dashed line and ϕ(τ) are drawn for the special case where the friction regime starts at the maximum of the inverted potential.

one demands a regular-bounded wavefunction consisting
of outgoing modes at the boundary of superspace (this
injects probability flux). Both proposals seem to suffer
from some issues that are complementary in nature. In
the semi-classical (WKB) approximation, the wavefunc-
tions are found to behave in the oscillatory (Lorentzian)

region e2AṼ (ϕ̃) ≫ 1 , Q̃ = 0 as follows [14–16, 37]

ΨNB(A, ϕ̃) ≃ P
1/2
NB Re

(
eiSL(A,ϕ̃)

)
, PNB = e−SE(ϕ̃) ,

ΨT (A, ϕ̃) ≃ P
1/2
T

(
e−iSL(A,ϕ̃)

)
, PT = e+SE(ϕ̃) ,

SE(ϕ̃) = − 8π2

κṼ (ϕ̃)
, SL(A, ϕ̃) ≃ 8π2(e2AṼ (ϕ̃)− 1)3/2

κṼ (ϕ̃)
.

(9)

These formulae are valid assuming a slowly varying scalar
potential i.e. when the slow roll approximation given by
eqn. (7) holds. One observes that the oscillating part
is related to the Lorentzian on-shell action SL and that
the no-boundary wavefunction is real (stemming from the
CPT symmetry of the Hartle-Hawking state). The pref-
actor P 1/2 is determined by a WKB matching procedure
and depends exponentially on the Euclidean on-shell ac-
tion SE(ϕ̃) of the De-Sitter instanton with an S4 topol-
ogy. The sign in the exponent in the two cases is oppo-
site though, due to the different boundary conditions in
the space of three geometries in the Euclidean past. The
probability measure is then computed from P = |Ψ|2 and
one observes from eqns. (9) that the Hartle-Hawking pro-
posal exponentially peaks at the smallest (positive) value
of the potential [38]. This leads to the smallest possible
number of inflationary e-folds, in clash with observations.
On the other hand the Vilenkin proposal fares well in this
respect, allowing a large period of inflation due to the op-
posite sign in the exponent, making the wavefunction to
peak at high values of the potential. This sign though,
is also crucial in determining the properties of fluctua-
tions around these homogeneous and isotropic saddles.
One then discovers an opposite troublesome behaviour
—that is the saddle points with the (+)SE sign are asso-
ciated with enhanced fluctuations, and vice versa. This

means that the Hartle-Hawking wavefunction defines the
correct Euclidean or “Bunch-Davies” vacuum and pre-
dicts the correct spectrum of primordial perturbations
with a Gaussian suppression factor [14–16]. On the other
hand Vilenkin’s proposal is problematic in this regard,
since fluctuations seem to grow and perturbation theory
to break down [39].

B. Properties of our AdS wormhole proposal

In our proposal the WDW wavefunction also obeys
eqn. (8). In the semi-classical WKB region a2Ṽ (ϕ̃) ≫ 1,
it admits the same slow-roll approximation for the po-
tential and hence the oscillatory part of the wavefunction
behaves as in the no-boundary proposal (compare them
in Fig. 1). The difference concerns the real/Euclidean
part of the wavefunction, now determined by the EAdS
boundary conditions and the resulting Euclidean on-shell
action at the semi-classical level, that reads

Son-shell
E = 4π2

∫ 0

UV

dτ

(
2Q2

a3
− a3V

)
+ SUV

GH + SUV
c.t. ,

(10)

where the UV boundary (τ → −∞) contribution con-
tains the Gibbons-Hawking SUV

GH as well as boundary
counterterms SUV

c.t. that one needs to add in order to per-
form holographic renormalization and render it finite for
spaces containing an asymptotic EAdS boundary (this
is the “UV-region” of the geometry). The particular
four dimensional EAdS example with an S3 boundary
was treated in detail in [40–42]. The renormalised on-
shell action for a solution at the minimum of the po-
tential is positive Son-shell

EAdS = −8π2/κṼmin (the unitary
holographic dual CFT obeys the F -theorem). We then
split the integral for the action of “wineglass” EAdS
wormholes in two pieces, see Fig. 3. The first concerns
the anti-friction region and is bounded from below by
the positive action of EAdS at Ṽmin (EAdS is the most
symmetric configuration within our ansatze (3)). This
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piece to first approximation does not depend on Ṽ0, but
on the shape of the potential in the anti-friction region.
The second piece concerns the friction region and can
be evaluated analytically in the two complementary lim-
its amin ≪ amax and amin ≃ amax [43]. The first limit

tends to the no-boundary proposal result for Q̃ = 0 as ex-
pected. For small non zero Q̃, the action SE(Ṽ0) exhibits

a local maximum as a function of Ṽ0 and the probability
P (Ṽ0) = |Ψ|2 ≃ e−SE maximises towards either increas-

ing or decreasing Ṽ0 as long as it obeys the bounds set by
the potential Ṽms ≤ Ṽ0 ≤ Ṽmax (Ṽms is the local positive

minimum at the end of inflation and Ṽmax is the positive
maximum of the potential). In the second complemen-
tary limit we again find a similar behaviour. Depending
on the precise details of the potential in our model, the
largest possible inflationary period can be favored.

IV. DISCUSSION

In this work we proposed a new type of wavefunction
of the universe and its semiclassical limit corresponding
to a “wineglass” shaped EAdS half-wormhole, that sets
appropriate initial conditions for inflation. Our proposal
can evade the issues afflicting other well known propos-
als, leading to a well behaved probability favoring a long
lasting inflationary period due to the EAdS boundary
conditions in the far past, and a reasonable spectrum of
fluctuations due to its similarity with the no-boundary
proposal in the transition region into Lorentzian signa-
ture, see Fig. 1.

It would be interesting to perform a thorough analy-
sis of cosmological perturbations in our setup and find

whether or not it leads to any deviations from the usual
inflationary paradigm. An analysis of the WDW equa-
tion using Picard-Lefschetz theory could also elucidate
further the properties of our proposal, see [44–46] for
some works in this direction. It is also straightforward
to add additional matter and radiation densities to the
Friedmann equations (4), that are important to describe
the evolution of a more realistic model of the universe.
We would also like to estimate the probability of the
metastable dS vacuum to decay back to AdS —we ex-
pect this to be extremely small for a slow roll potential,
such as the one drawn in Fig. 2 (coupled to the fact that
gravitation has the tendency to stabilise false vacua [47]).
Finally, it is natural to ponder whether potentials with
characteristics as depicted in Fig. 2 can arise in a top-
down string theory construction.
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In this supplemental material, we provide some further details on the general properties of the solutions and the
evaluation of the on-shell action for our model of “wineglass” EAdS (half)-wormholes described in the main text.

In order not to clutter the formulae, we rescale to Planck units ϕ̃ ≡ ϕ/MPl, Ṽ ≡ κV/3, Q̃2 ≡ κQ2/3 = κq2/6f2
α.

According to Fig. 2, we also assume a scalar potential with a negative maximum Ṽτ=−∞ = Ṽ (ϕ̃ = 0), a global negative

minimum Ṽmin, a positive maximum Ṽmax and a positive metastable minimum Ṽms. These are all parameters that
are fixed in a specific model. The Euclidean motion in τ ∈ (−∞, 0) is performed in the inverted potential −Ṽ (ϕ̃).

The potential at τ = 0 is Ṽ0, which is bounded by Ṽmax > Ṽ0 ≥ Ṽms > 0.

We first integrate the scalar inflaton equation in (4)
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dτ̃

a′ϕ̃′2

a
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where Wfriction(τ) is the work done by the friction up to time τ for the motion in the effective potential −Ṽ (ϕ̃). We
then split the motion and the Euclidean time integral in eqn. (10) in two regions as seen in Fig. 3. The first is for τ ∈
(−∞, τmin), where a(τmin) = amin (region of anti-friction) and the second is the region τ ∈ (τmin, 0) (region of friction).
The total work of the friction also splits into a positive and a negative contribution W total

friction = W+
anti-friction+W−

friction,
in the two corresponding regions.

Next we analyze the second (constraint) equation of (4), at τ = 0, when a′ = ϕ̃′ = 0. We find the cubic equation

Ṽ0x
3 − x2 + Q̃2 = 0 , ∆ = Q̃2(4− 27Q̃2Ṽ 2

0 ) , x = a20 . (12)

For ∆ > 0 (this is the phenomenologically viable case of relatively small axion charge), this equation has three roots,

since Ṽ0 > 0 two of them are positive and one negative. They are explicitly given by

cos θ = 1− 27

2
Q̃2Ṽ 2

0 , θ ∈ (0, π] , xn =
1

3Ṽ0

(
1 + 2 cos

(
θ − 2πn

3

))
, n = 0, 1, 2 . (13)

Using these solutions in the first equation of (4), we find that only the largest root (n = 0) satisfies the condition
a′′(0) < 0 so that a0 = amax. We also observe that amax satisfies the condition in eqn. (6), so that it is directly

related to the inverse of Ṽ0.
The third step involves repeating this analysis for a(τmin) = amin, a

′(τmin) = 0. In this case, ϕ′(τmin) ̸= 0, but we

can borrow the results in eqns. (12) and (13) by simply substituting Ṽ0 → Ṽτmin
− ϕ′2

τmin
/6 = Ṽ0 + W−

friction. Now
depending on the details of the shape of the potential and where the anti-friction transitions into friction, this could
either be a positive or negative number. Since we wish to analyse the cases where the friction regime starts early for
small ϕ̃ (that is for Ṽτmin

< 0), we have to pick the x2 solution in (13) that is now positive. This then determines
x2 = a2min as a function of the parameters of the model. In fact the earliest that the friction regime can start, is such

that the particle’s kinetic energy when it reaches Ṽmin is almost zero.
We finally discuss the evaluation of the on-shell action. The part of the integral (10) in the anti-friction region

is manifestly positive (and bounded from below by the action of EAdS at Ṽmin) —in the context of holography it
describes a renormalization group flow driven by a relevant deformation that is skipping the EAdS fixed point at the
minimum of the potential. The second piece concerns the friction region and contains both a positive and a negative
contribution depending on the sign of the potential Ṽ (ϕ̃). This can be evaluated analytically in the following two
complementary limiting cases:

• The first limit describes wormholes with amin ≪ amax, so that the contracting EAdS region is attached with
a thin neck to the expanding (almost Euclidean De-Sitter) region, see Fig. 1. This approximation is valid in

the case that |W−
friction| ≫ Ṽ0. In this limit, near τmin, there is a very narrow region where a′ ≃ 0 (where the

friction term can be neglected to first order). This is a “thin wall” (small ∆τ) transition region, similar to the

one studied in [47], where the scalar field changes abruptly its value from ϕ̃τmin
to a value close to ϕ̃0 and where

the scale factor is approximately a constant very close to amin. This transitions abruptly to an outer “thick”
(large ∆τ) region where a′ cannot be neglected, but for which the potential becomes approximately constant
(a“slow roll” region). In this “thick” region, the evolution of the scale factor approximates that of Euclidean
De-Sitter. The end of this region is when the scale factor reaches amax. In the “thin-wall” region, the on-shell
action has a contribution

Sthin-wall
E ≃ 12π2

κ

∫
thin

dτ

(
2Q̃2

a3min

− a3minṼ (ϕ̃)

)
≃ 24π2Q̃2

κa3min

∆τthin , (14)

that is manifestly positive and independent of Ṽ0 to first approximation. One can also evaluate the on-shell
action (10) in the outer “thick” region, where a′ ̸= 0, by solving the second equation in (4) with an approximately

constant ϕ ≃ ϕ̃0, Ṽ ≃ Ṽ0 ∼ 1/a2max and small Q̃, to find

Souter-thick
E ≃ 12π2Q̃2

κ


√

1− a2minṼ0

a2min

+ Ṽ0 tanh
−1(

√
1− a2minṼ0)

− 4π2

κṼ0

(
1− a2minṼ0

)3/2
=

=
12π2Q̃2

κ

(
1

a2min

− Ṽ0 log
amin

√
Ṽ0

2

)
− 4π2

κṼ0

+ O(a2minṼ0) . (15)

As a check we observe that for Q̃ = 0 and as amin/amax → 0, the action tends to the one given in the no-boundary
proposal [10, 14] (half the De-Sitter instanton) as we intuitively expect, since then the Euclidean space would
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correspond to a smooth half S4 and the EAdS asymptotic region would completely detach. Considering then the
action as a function of Ṽ0, it gets attracted to the smallest possible value of Ṽ0 (the positive metastable minimum

Ṽms) —this is the known issue of the no-boundary proposal. On the other hand, if we keep Q̃, amin small but

non-zero and consider again the action as a function of Ṽ0, we find that there is an unstable maximum of the

action for Ṽ0 = Ṽ∗. This means that the probability P = |Ψ|2 = e−SE(Ṽ0) is attracted and maximises either for

the smallest or largest possible values of Ṽ0, as long as the bound Ṽms ≤ Ṽ0 ≤ Ṽmax is satisfied. Of course if the
unstable maximum of the action Ṽ∗ is smaller than Ṽms, the only possibility left is a runaway behaviour towards
the largest possible value Ṽmax —the wanted feature giving rise to the biggest possible number of inflationary
e-folds. On the other hand, since at large values of Ṽ0 our assumption amin ≪ amax or |W−

friction| ≫ Ṽ0 could
potentially break down, we also need to understand the opposite limit, where amin is comparable to amax.

• We now study the opposite case where amin is comparable to amax. We can treat analytically the limiting case
when a′/a ≃ 0 in an inner “thick” region, while the previous outer region where a′ ̸= 0 has now shrunk and is
very “thin”. We now find that most of the action integral of eqn.(10) is concentrated in the inner “thick” region

Sinner-thick
E ≃ 12π2

κ

∫
thick

dτ

(
2Q̃2

a3
− a3Ṽ (ϕ̃)

)
≃

≃ 12π2

κ

∫ ϕ̃0

ϕ̃τmin

dϕ̃

2Q̃2/a3 − a3Ṽ (ϕ̃)√
6(Ṽ (ϕ̃)− C)

 , (16)

where we used eqn. (11), in the case of small a′/a (a can be taken to be the average of amin and amax). Moreover
C is a constant for which Vmin < C < Vτmin

(since the motion under friction starts with some non zero kinetic
energy picked up during anti-friction). On the other hand the integral in the outer “thin” region, where the
scalar potential is approximately constant is given again by the first line of eqn. (15), but vanishes in the limit
amin ≃ amax and we can therefore neglect it to first approximation.

The integral in eqn. 16 depends on Ṽ0 through its end-point at ϕ̃0. Expanding the potential near that point as
Ṽ (ϕ̃) = Ṽ0(1− ϵṼ ϕ̃), with ϵṼ ≪ 1 a positive slow-roll parameter we find

Sinner-thick
E (Ṽ0) ≃

√
2

3

4π2
√

Ṽ0 − C

κa3ϵṼ Ṽ0

(
−6Q̃2 + a6(2C + Ṽ0)

)
. (17)

We then replace a = r/
√
Ṽ0 with r and O(1) number and minimise Sinner-thick

E (Ṽ0). As for the opposite case

amin ≪ amax, we find again an unstable maximum. Once more if this maximum of the action is below Ṽms,
the only possibility is the runaway towards the largest allowed number of Ṽ0 that is Ṽmax, giving rise to the
maximum possible inflationary period.
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