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A bstract

W e study on the Jattice the 3d SU (2)+ H iggs m odel, which is an e ective theory ofa
large class of 4d high tem perature gauge theories. U sing the exact constant physics
curve, continuum V ! 1 ;a ! 0) resuls for the properties of the phase transition
(critical tem perature, Jatent heat, Interface tension) are given. T he 3-loop correction to
the e ective potential ofthe scalar eld isdetem ined. Them asses of scalar and vector
excitations are determm ned and found to be Jarger In the sym m etric than in the broken
phase. The vector m ass is considerably larger than the scalar one, which suggests a
further sin pli cation to a scalar e ective theory at hrgem y . The use of consistent
1-loop relations between 3d param eters and 4d physics pem its one to convert the 3d
sim ulation resuls to quantitatively accurate numbers for di erent physical theories,
such as the Standard M odel { excluding possible nonperturbative e ects of the U (1)
subgroup { for Higgsm asses up to about 70 G &V . T he applications of our resuls to
cosn ology are discussed.
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1 Introduction

The 3d SU (2) U (1)+Higgs m odel is a universal theory for the description of the
electrow eak phase transition in the standard electroweak theory and m any extensions
thereof, Including the M SSM [L{5] (for a m otivation of the study of the electroweak
phase transition, see [1{4]). In the present paper, we study with lattice smulations
the dom lnant SU )+ H iggs part of the theory, de ned by the Lagrangian

1
L= JF5F5+ @) 0u)+ms Y + 5(Y ) (1.1)

T he proocedure of din ensional reduction -Q], 6{13] allow s one to com pute perturba—
tively the relationship between the tem perature T and the physical param eters of the
underlying 4d electroweak theory or its extensions, and the param eters of the 3d the-
ory. Concrete form ulae forthe SU (2)+ Higgsm odeland M SM can be found .n H] (see
also below ).

The ain of the present paper is to study the 3d SU )+ H iggsm odel, especially its
phase diagram , on the Jattice. W e con ne ourselves to a am allratio 3:g§ < 1=8,which
In 4d tem s corresoonds to the case of sanallH iggsmasses, my < my 80GeV .This
case seam s to be the m ost Interesting one for coan ological applications, because the
phase transition at least In this region is of xst order.

First M onte Carlo results on the electroweak phase transition using a 3d e ective
theory have already been given i fl, 3], see also {4, 15]. In com parison with fI, 3]
we considerably extend num erical calculations. This m akes it possible to detem ine
for the rst time or m ore accurately than previously a number of nite T quantities
such as latent heat, correlation lengths, interface tension, m agnitude of the higher
order perturbative tem s, etc. A n essential ingredient In the increased accuracy is that
the continuum -lattice m apping formulae, which are exact in 3d, are now known {4,
14]. Thus the continuum lm iV ! 1 ;a ! 0 can be carried out under controlled
conditions. P relin inary results ofthe sim ulations described here were published in {17].

Lattice M onte C arlo studies ofthe 4d SU (2)+ H iggsm odelhave been reported in [18{
23]. W henever com parison can bem ade, the results are In agreem ent w ithin errorbars.
H owever, the 3d approach used In thispaper givesm uch am aller errors than the 4d one.
M onte C arlo sin ulations ofthe O (4) pure scalar theory In 3d w ith a non-analytic cubic
term have been perform ed in [I4]. The spectrum ofexcitations in this theory, how ever,
isvery di erent from that ofthe SU (2) m odel, so that com parison is not possible.

T he paper is organized as follow s. Tn Section 2 we present the basic relations for the
3d SU (2)+ H iggsm odelin continuum and on lattice. In Section £3 we describe theM onte
C arlo update algorithm . In Section 4 we study the properties of the broken phase and
the convergence of perturbation theory there. Section & is a lattice investigation ofthe
phase transition fordi erent values of the scalar selfcoupling. In Section § wem easure
the di erent correlation lengths, and in Section 7 we study them etastability region and



the properties of the sym m etric phase. Section § contains a short account of sin ulations
with a larger H iggs m ass, and in Section 9 we discuss the probkm of studying large
H iggsm asses m ore generally. Tn Section 1{ we sum m arize the inform ation acquired on
lattice about the properties ofthe 3d SU (2)+ H iggstheory, and com pare to perturbation
theory and to som e non-perturbative approaches. In Section 11 we relate the 3d lattice
results to 4d continuum physics. Section 12 is a discussion of som e in plications of our
results to cosm ology. T he conclusions and proposals for fiture work are in Section 13.

R eaders not Interested in details of Jattice sin ulations could check tables 57, and
go directly to Section 1(, which contains a summ ary of the non-perturbative resuls.

In thispaperwe use results from @]and §]. A 1l references to speci ¢ orm ulae from
these papers are Indicated by I and IT ollowed by the num ber of the corresponding
expression.

2 3d theory in continuum and on lattice

To m ake the paper sslfcontained, we summ arize here the essential properties of the
3d theory n contihuum and on lattice. A more detailed discussion can be found
n 4,5 161

Thetwo couplingsgs and 3 ofthe theory in eq. @ 1) have the dim ensionality ofm ass.
They do not possess ultraviokt renom alization and, say, in the M S schem e are scake
() independent. The m ass squared of the scalar eld has a linear and logarithm ic
divergence on the 1-and 2-loop kvels, respectively. In the M S schem e the relation
between the scalarm ass and the renom alization-group Invariant param eter [ is

f
2 _ 2m m
m3()= 59— 1)
where, In the SU (2)+ H iggs theory,
51
fon = l—6g§+ 9 55 127%: 2)

Since all the three param eters of the 3d theory are dim ensionful, the theory is
uniquely xed by giving three param eters, the gauge coupling of dim ension m ass and
two din ensionless ratios:

m$@5) 1 6
G ox =iy —= S—=lbg—: @3)
> g’ 9 gile 27 &

R enom alization introduces an Intermm ediate m ass scale on which the physics does not
depend.



The 3d theory ofeq. {(I.1) is described on a lattice w ith the lattice constant a by the
action

X X 1
X i<
X X 1
H ETI Y®)U; (k) k+ 1)+ 24)
X 1 X 1
+ STr Yx) X)+ g [ETr Y) k) 1F:

The three din ensionless parameters ¢; 5 ; r ofeq. £.4) are in the continuum lim it
a ! 0 related to the three din ensionless param etersg%a;x;y by the ollow Ing equations:

4
da = —; 2.5)
G
1
X = — 3a¢g= RZG; (2.6)
4 H
21 2 3
y = &£ — 3 ZE @+ 4x)+
8 H G 32
1 51 3¢
+ —+9x 12¢ Ih—+ + 50+ 52x : @.7)
16 2 16 2
Eq. {2.1) depends on several constants arising from lattice perturbation theory; =
347591, = 0409 and the two numbers 5.0 and 52, speci ¢ for SU @)+ H iggs the-

ory, and computed in {l4]. This reference also gives the analogous num bers for som e
other relevant 3d theordies. N ote that the logarithm ic 2-loocp term on the second line in
eq. (2.1) is absolutely necessary w ith the accuracy which we have in our lattice sinu-
lations. For instance, changing the number 5.0 In the 2-loop part by 0.05 changes the
critical tem perature by an am ount equal to the statistical uncertainty in one of our
Jattice sinulations (13838 0.05GeV).

W hen the lattice constant a isvaried, egs. £2.5{2.7) de ne orthe xed param etersg?,
%,y ofeq. @3) a curve, the constant physics curve (CPC), in the space of ¢ 5/ & -
A llthe curves end in the point (1 ;1=3;0) fora ! O.

T he above discussion was entirely con ned to the 3d theory. A s explained in B, a
single 3d theory is the e ective theory of a Jarge classof nite T eld theories and we
shall Jater give several quantitative exam ples ofthis. Foreach 4d theory one ssparately
has to establish the transformm ation from the physical param eters of the 4d theory to
g5;%;y - For the Standard M odel these are given .n f{].

Since the use of the 3d param eters gﬁ;x;y is rather unillum inating, we shall n the
presentation of lattice results replace them by a \Higgsm ass" m ; and \tem perature"
T usihg the follow ing equations:

9 0:44015T ; 238)
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x = —= 000550+ 0:12622K; 2.9)
%
m 3 (@3)
y = — 2 (2.10)
93
2 4 my)°
= 039818+ 0:5545h*  0:00190H 2:58088W;
where
my
— 5 . @ 11)
806G &V
T hese equations ollow from the treedevel form ulae
5 S
1 5
g= 2=3; = égZ(mHZ) ; my = 80%6GeV; mp = %gT = 0:60858T; (2.12)
mW

from a form ula relatingm % ( ) to 4d quantities (I1.66), and from a subsequent integration
to a set of g%;%;y, which for a given theory can, as discussed in Sec.1l, ;n tum be
converted to a precise sst of values for the zero-tem perature polk H iggsm ass and the
physical tem perature. For the SU (2)+ H iggs theory w ithout ferm ions the di erence
between the sinpli ed parametersm ; , T and the physical param eters is relatively
an all.

In studying the phase structure of the 3d theory we search for a critical curve in
the (x;y)-plane. On the tree level this curve is the lney = 0: fory > 0 the theory
ish a symmetric, for y < 0 in a broken phase. In 1- or 2-loop perturbation theory
the line solits In three: a crtical curve y = y. (x) and upper and lowerendsy =y (X)
ofm etastability brandhes. O n the critical curve the system can exist In two di erent
phasesw ith the sam e vacuum energy .. but di erent values of various gauge invariant
condensates likeh ¥ i. Thebroken phase exists fory < vy, (X), the sym m etric phase for
y> vy &).One know s that perturbation theory can never conclisively determ Ine the
aurve y = Y. x) or the Jum ps of various gauge invariant condensates ke h ¥ i across
the curve, and the m ain purpose of the Jattice M onte Carlo study is to do this. For
Instance, one is interested In know ing whether the curve y = y. (X) continues to large
(> 1=8) values of x or whether i term nates. O ur present sim ulations do not provide
an answer to the last question.

W hen perform ing sim ulations w ith the action £.4), the procedure is som ewhat dif-
ferent depending on whether one is perform ing sinulations at some xed X;y) or
w hether one is searching for the crtical curve vy = vy, (X) .

Assume rst that one is smudying the system , eg., detem ining correlation lengths
orthevaluie ofh ¥ i, at some xed (X;y). The procedure then is as follow s. Choose
some ¢ which then gives the lJattice constant a. The value of ¢ on an N lattice
should satisfy the constraints that the an allest correlation length is lJarger than a and



the lJargest correlation length is an allerthan N a. T he form er requirem ent gives a lower

lim it or ; and the Jattera Iower lin it forN . Since (x;y) are xed, eq. €. gives the

valie of y and eq. @.6) the value of g . Simulate the system with these values for

larger and largerN and perform an extrapolation toN ! 1 .Choose then larger and

largervalues of ; (an aller and sn aller a) doing always the sam e. T he st of di erent

extrapolationstoN ! 1 can then beextrapolatedto ¢ ! 1 @ ! 0),which isthe
nalcontinuum lim it.

W hen searching for the crtical curve y. X), one can In the beginning only x the
value of x. Then one again rst chooses ¢ subct to the constraints given above,
sinulates the system forvarious y wih g = x 2= and nds the value of g ..
Extrapolting at xed ¢ toN = 1 givesavalue ;,N = 1 ) which ushg eg. €.%)
can be converted to a value of y (x) at thisa. The extrapolation to a ! 0 is carried
out as before and gives the naly = y. X).

3 The M onte C arlo update algorithm

The lattice spacing a and the linear lattice size N a are constrained by the length
scales sst by the W and Higgsmasses:a 1=my (T) < 1=my (T) N a (@ssum ing
myg (T) < my (T)). Even though this requirem ent is much m ider than the 4d one
@ 1=T) {4], n many cases i still m andates quite large lattice sizes (our largest
volum e is 502 200). Therefore, it is inportant that the update algorithm be as
e cient aspossbl.

The gauge eld update is not qualitatively di erent from the standard SU 2) pure
gauge update, in spite of the hopping temrm Tr Y X)U; X) (x + i) in the action. To
update the gauge links we use the conventional re ection overrelaxation and K ennedy—
Pendkton heat bath P4]methods. A1l the gauge eld m odes are much ‘aster’ than
the H iggsm odes, ie., they have m uch shorter autocorrelation tin es.

D ue to the atness of the H iggs potential, the low’ m odes of the system are asso—
ciated w ith the radial sectoroftheHiggs ed = RV,R 0,V 2 SU (). In what
follow s we sum m arize the m ore non-standard m ethods we use to Increase the e ciency
of the update program .

G lobal radial update. First mprovem ent com es from multiplying the radial part
ofthe Higgs eld at all locations sim ultaneously by the same factor: R ®) ! e R (x),
where is random Iy chosen from a oconstant distrbution around zero: 2 [ ;1.
U nder this update, the action @.4) changesas S ( ) = ae? + k&' a Db wherea
and b are the sum s of the temm s proportionalto R? and R* in the action. A ccounting
for the m easure factors, the update is acospted w ith the M etropolis probability p( ) =
min (1;exp BV S ()], whereV isthe volum e of the system .



Them ultiplication factore hasto be very close to unity In order orp( ) to be non—
negligble. In practice, we choose from awihdow ofwidth  0:05 { 0.001 around zero,
depending on the volum e. The w idth of the w indow is chosen so that the acosptance
is approxin ately 60{70% .

In g.l we show the autocorrelation functions oranm , = 60, ¢ = 8 system on a
143 Jattice w ith both (@) localM etropolis and (o) local+ globalupdate. Even though
the change In R x) In each globalm ultiplication is very am all, the gain over only local
M etropolis/heat bath is about a factor of 5. T he additional cost of the global update
In tem s of gou tim e is negligble, since it involves only one acoept/rect step for the
whole volum e.

H iggs eld overrelaxation. Let usparametrize the Higgs eld as = , =
0:::3, 2 R,where ; are Paulim atrices and , is the 2 2 unit m atrix. From
eq. £.4) we see that the Iocalpotential of the Higgs eld at location x is

V[ &)= ®F &)+ R &+ z RE&?* 1F 31)
where R? = and F isthe sum ofthe hopping tem s
1 X
F )= HETr [ Yk D& D+ Y&+ DU &) 32)

i=1;2;3

This form seem sto suggest ssparate update steps for the radialand SU (2)-com ponents

ofthe H iggs eld. H owever, this isnot the optin alm ethod: even though the overrelax—

ation forthe SU (2) direction can be readily perfom ed, updating the radial com ponent

becom es quite com plicated. In this case the overrelaxation step R ! R°would require
nding R ° so that

G R)=dR] ‘exp[ G R)]; where G R)=V R) IbgR; 33)

ram ains Invarant (here we use a notation where the x-dependence of the variables
is suppressed) . This can be approxin ated by nding a solution R ° to the equation
G RY = G R), and perform ing a M etropolis accept/refect step using the probabik
iy weight G R )=dR FKG R%=dR"]. This update has been used i 4d H iggs m odel
sim ulations 2§, 21]. However, the acceptance rate isonly  80% , and the algorithm
behaves dynam ically rather like a heat bath or M etropolis update.
A more e cient m ethod is to update the H iggs varables n the plane de ned by

4-din ensional vectors and F , using the Cartesian com ponents of  paralkel and
perpendicular to F

X = f; Y = X f; 34)
qd—- .-
wheref =F =F andF = F F .IntemsofX and¥Y egq. 3.l') becomes
VIil= XF+ Q+2xF? 1)X°+ g X*+Y?: 35)



Now we can update the X and Y com ponents of separately: overrelaxation n Y is
sinply there ectionYy ! Y%= Y,or °= + 2X £ (this is exactly equivalent
to the conventional SU (2) re ection overrelaxation procedure). In order to perform an
exact overrelaxation to the X -com ponent, we need to nd X 0 o that

AV X 9=dX ] 'exp[ V ®X9)]= AV X )=dX ] 'exp[ V X )I: 3.6)

To solve this equation we would have to resort to iterative num erical m ethods, which
can be costly In tem s of cpu-tim e. Instead, we used the follow Ing approxin ation to
the overrelaxation (3%6): we nd the solution to equation V X ) = V (X ) and accept
X %w ith the probability

PRY = minfoil); = o 3.7)

’ ’ 0 av (X O):dX 0" .

Sihce V X ) is a fourth order polynom ial, solving the equation V X % = V X ) boils
down to nding zeros to a third order polynom ial we already know one zero X °= X,
which can be factored out). In all realistic cases the param eters of V X ) are such
that there always is only one other real root, and it is straightforward to write a
closed expression ©r X °. This update is an aln ost perfect overrelaxation: in our
sim ulations the acosptance rate varies between 99.7% { 99.98% , depending on the ¢
used. The acosptance ishigh enough so that the \di usive" update dynam ics inherent
In the M etropolis acoeptance step does not play any role, and the evolution ofthe eld
con gurations is aln ost determm Inistic. A di erent but rwlated overrelaxation schem a
to the one descrbed here has also been used in 4d simulations P24].

W avefront update. Let us next consider the order in which the lattice variables
are traversed. In the conventional even-odd update, the Jattice is decom posed into
even and odd sectors { in our 3d cass, to two setswith x+ y+ z even and odd. The
variablsare rstupdated on allthe even pointsbefore updating the odd points. U sing
this schem a i takes L=2 whole lattice updates before any kind of signal from a given
location on the lattice can propagate through the whole volum e.

In the wavefront traversalwe pick an arbirary 2-din ensionalplane from the system,
de ned by one of the conditions x y z = oonst. modulo periodic boundary
conditions). W e select one ofthe directionsperpendicular to the plane to be the positive
direction. T he update proceeds in two stages: rst, we update the H iggsvariables on
thisplane, and second, the gaugem atrices U on the links em anating from thisplane to
the positive direction . B oth updates are perform ed w ith the overrelaxation algorithm s.
A fterthegauge eld update wem ove up to the next plane to the positive direction, and
start the updates again. W ith this m ethod, a planar wave of overrelaxation updates
propagates through the volum e In a snglke update swesp. In our in plem entation we
keep the sam e ordentation of the plane until the volum e has been swept through 4{9
tim es.
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Figure 1: The autocorrelation function of the cbservable L = VY x)U; ®X)V x + i)
calculated from anm, = 60G&V,V = 14° lattice. (@) Heat bath/M etropolis, (o) Heat
bath/M etropolisw ith globalR -update, (€) 4 (overrelaxation w ith even-odd traversal)
+ 1 (heatbath + glbalupdate), and d) 4 Wavefront overrelaxation) + 1  (heat
bath + globalupdate). In allthe cases, one update m eans going once through all the
Jattice points.

T he particular diagonal orientation of the plane is chosen in order to sim plify the
update: the soins and gauge links on the plane can be updated independently of each
other, and all the gauge links have an equal footing w ith respect to the plane | there
are no link varables w ithin the plane, as would be the case if the plane was ordented
along the principal axes.

In g.1 we com pare the autocorrelation fnctions of the standard even-odd overre-
laxation (c) and the wavefront overrelaxation (d). In both caseswe perform four overre-
laxation sweeps through the volum e, follow ed by one heat bath/M etropolis update and
one global radial update. For both cases the Individual H iggs variabl overrelaxation
step is the X Y overrelaxation described in paragraph IT above. The overrelaxation
m ethods perform much better than the pure heat bath algorithm s (@ and b). The
w avefront overrelaxation has much better initial decorrelation, as seen from the very
rapid decrease In the autocorrelation fiinction, even though it seem s to have roughly
the sam e exponential autocorrelation tin e as the conventional even-odd m ethod. H ow —
ever, this rapid initial decrease m eans that the integrated autocorrelation time 4+ is
an all, giving correspondingly sm all statistical errors for the cbservables. In our tests
the wavefront overrelaxation had typically 1.5{3 tines an aller i, than the even-odd
overrelaxation.



M ulticanonical update. M ulticanonical update R6] is essential for the interface
tension calculations w ith the histogram method (see Sec.5.3). At the transition tem —
perature the probability distrioution of som e order param eter, say R ?, hastwo distinct
peaks corresponding to the two pure phases. T he probability that the system resides
iIn am ixed state, consisting ofdom ains of the tw o phases ssparated by phase interfaces,
is suppressed by the interface tension tin es the area ofthe Interface (see, Hrexam ple,
g.9). .
To enhance the probability of the m ixed states the action eq. £.4) ismodi ed wih
the m ulticanonical weight function W :
Suc =S+ W RZ); R§=X R () 38)
The weight function W (R3) is chosen o that the resulting distrbution pR2) is ap-
proxin ately constant in the intervalR3, R,  Ri,, where R, and R}, denote
the pure phase peak locations. This is the m ain disadvantage of the m ulticanonical
m ethod: a priori, the weight fiinction is not known; an exact know ledge of the weight
function is equivalent to know ing the probability distribution of the order param eter,
which isone ofthe quantities we attem pt to calculate w ith the M onte C arlo sin ulation.
T he canonical expectation valie of an operator O can be calculated by reweighting
the Indiridualm ulticanonicalm easurem ents Oy w ith the weight fiinction:

(3.9)

where the sum s go over allm easurem ents ofO and RZ.

The choice ong for the argum ent of the weight ﬁmc%jon is by no m eans unique;
equally wellone could use, for exam ple, the hopping tem X;i%Tr Yx)U; X)) &+ 1).
T he advantage ofR é isthat in this case the weight function doesnotm odify the update
ofthe gauge eldsU and the SU (2)-direction ofthe Higgs eldd V. However, the X Y
overrelaxation described above has to bem odi ed.

W e param etrize W w ith a continuous piecew ise linear function:

2 R x 5
W Rg)=wi+ Wy wW)——,; nn R <1y (3.10)
Yir1 r
An initial guess for the param eters w; can be cbtained by nite size scaling the prob-
ability distributions obtained from simulations using sm aller lattice sizes. If deem ed
necessary, the param eters are further adjisted after prelin inary runs.

Sihcewe perform m ost ofthe sin ulationsw ith vector supercom puters, it is In portant

to vectorize the m ulticanonical update. T his is achieved w ith the ollow Ing steps:

(d) If r RZ < 1y, hitally, the weight function is xed to the lnear fom
WORE) = wit W1 w)R3 §)=@y, x) PrallRZ.

9



() A number ofH iggs variables are updated w ith the action $°= S+ W °. Sihce W °
is Iinear in R?, it is straight®rward to do this w ith a fiilly vectorized algorithm .
Weupdate In 100{200 points in one vector.

(iil) The whole vector of updates is accepted with the probabilty pune = min(d;
expW "RE) W ®RS)D.

Obviously, the acosptance in the step (iii) decreases when the number of variables
updated In a single vector increases. Here the vector length 100 is short enough so
that Rg In practice often rem ains between the 1im its ry and ry, ; after the update, and
the acoeptance is exceptionally good: In our runs the refection rate was only 10 ©!
At the sam e tin e the vector length is long enough so that increasing it does not give
any signi cant gain in com putational speed. T hus, the perform ance hit caused by the
In plam entation of the m ulticanonical algorithm is negligble.

The sinulations were performed with Cray C-90 and X-M P supercom puters and,
for the an aller volum es, with IBM R S6000 and HP 9000/735 workstations. T he total
am ount of com puting power used wasabout 5 10 op= 160M ops year.

4 P roperties of the broken phase: the 3-loop e ec-
tive potential

W e shall rst study the 3d SU )+ H iggs system when it is in the broken phase. This
w ill pem it us to show the accuracy of the m ethod and, in particular, to detem ine
the size of the so far uncom puted 3-loop tem in the e ective potential (see (1.73),
(IT151-152)), and verify that it is linear in

A though the obEct of study is the 3d theory, we use the sin plk param etrisation

param eters in di erent theories.
W e study the e ective potential In the broken phase wih the help of the scalar
condensateh ¥ i §]. Eq. (IT.139) relates the value of the scalar condensate n the M S
_t.

schem e, where
39
41
T 29 i @.1)
to the corresponding lattice quantity R 2i. The relation, in which the correction tem
vanishes In the continuum Iim it, is

hY ()i hY (p)i=

hY ()i 1 2. 3 3693 1, 1
- = R + o+ +0(—): 42
32 8GH 1 . a )21092 2 (G) 42)

10



T 110 145 155 165 167
hY (T )i=T 1.9553(13) | 0.7061 (7) | 04718 (6) | 02506 (10) | 02052 (36)

= 12m 1.9642 0.7184 04861 02707 02235
= 47m 1.9650 0.7207 0.4898 02793 02359
CW =12m~ 1.9649 0.7206 04902 02818 02397
CW =4mq 1.9660 0.7223 04922 02847 02433

Tabl 1: Measured and computed valuies of h ¥ (T )i=T form, = 80 Ge&V and
T = 110;145;155;165;167 GeV.The st row gives the lattice value in the lim it
V! 1j;a! 0,obtainedushgeqg. @2). The ollowngtwo rowswih -valiesreferto
the result n h expansion including the 2-loop tem and the known part of the 3—-loop
term @Appendix A, eq. @ 22) with () = 0), and the last two rows to a num erical
CW calculation using the RG —in proved 2-loop e ective potential.

H ere num erically +% 2 = 0:67. Thus, the extrapolation of lattice m easuram ents
ofthe quantity lR?itothelmi s ! 1 allows one to determ ne an "exact" value of
the scalar condensate which then m ay be confronted w ith the perturbative expression.
W e use the strategy appropriate for sinulations at T < T. as explined in Sec. 3.
Wetakem, = 80 GeV and select several tam peratures for which the system is in
the broken phase: T = 110;145;155;165;166;167 G&V . For each tem perature we
choose di erent valuesof ¢ (usually, 6 G 32). These num bers com pktely de ne

_____

sim ulation, the volum e ofthe system was large enough tom ake nite sizee ects an aller
than the statistical uncertainty in hR %i.

Examplsofmeasuramentsat T = 110;145G eV and 165 GeV are shown in  gs. 2{
E3, and thevaluesofh ¥ (T )i=T in the continuum lim it are collected in table 1. The
range of the tem peratures used is quite w ide, the expectation value of the Higgs eld
varies (n 4d units) from = 2to = 0:6.

T he perturbative 2-loop com putations were done w ith two m ethods, described in
Sec.5 of II.The rstm ethod isbased on a straightforward h expansion of the conden-
sate. The result isgiven in Appendix A (eq.@ 22)) and shown in g.4. Fig.4 contains
the tree, 1-loop and 2-doop tem s (egs. (II.76-78)) but also that part ofthe 3-loop term
which is known because it is related to lower order potentials. In the sscond m ethod
Whith we callthe CW { Colam an-W einberg { type of com putation), one num erically

nds the location of the broken m nimum of the 2-loop e ective potential, determ nes
the ground state energy, and then com putes the condensate w ith the help of (IT42) as
@V ( p)=@m % . To avoid Infrared divergences, the straightforward CW -m ethod has to

q
T he expansion param eter of the h expansion is g= m?$ and thus it converges
the better the desper one is in the broken phase. This also m eans that the signal for

11
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Figure 2: Data forh ¥ (T )i=T as a function of 1= ; orm,; = 80, T = 110
GeV computed from measured values of lR?i usihg eq. @2) with = T , g7 =

0:44015T (param etrisation in eg. £8)). The perturbative values corresponding to
= 0;20;40;50, calculated with the CW -m ethod at the scale = 237m; and then

@ QT*)/T*

mnto =T wih eg. @1), are shown on the vertical axis.
0.760 ‘ ‘ 0.275 | ‘
my, =80 GeV T* =145 GeV ] - my=80GeV T* =165GeV )
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Figure3: As g.Jd,but orT = 145GeV and T = 165GeV.
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1.00 ¢

0.10

Condensate at scale T

3-loop
110 120 130 140 150 160
T GeV

0.01

Figure4: Thevaluesofh ¥ (I )i=T In theh expansion asa function of tem perature
form, = 80 GeV from eg. @ 27). The 3-oop curve contains the known part thereof,
wih ()= 0. It is seen that the h-calculation becom es increasingly unreliable as one
approaches the crtical tem perature.

the 3-loop tem vanishes if one goes too desp into the broken phase. Since one cannot
be too close tom % = 0 (orT = 1735G€V mn tabl 1) either, there isan optin al region
in between. The num erical CW m ethod works also at T. and is thus m ore accurate.
W e Include the h resultsm ainly since the form ulas are very explicit.
W hen all orders of perturbation theory are satmmed, h ¥ ( )i depends on  ac-
cording to eq. (4.1). At a nite order in perturbation theory, however, there is extra

~dependence which can be used as an indication of the accuracy of the calculation.
In table 1 the param eter used in the calculation of h Y ( )i was varied within the
Iimits 05 237< =m < 2 237,thecentralvalue 237 (tablk 2 ofI) being determ ined
by the requiram ent of the "best" convergence of perturbation theory for the e ective
potential n the vicinity ofthem Inimum . Then h ¥ ( )iwasmunto = T according
to the exact unning ;n eq. @.0).

Inspection of tablk 1, shows that the CW values of the condensate are practically
independent of o that the convergence of CW type perturoation theory is better
than that of the ordinary one. The di erence between these two m ethods is due to
higher order corrections; the CW m ethod sum s a subset of them and can be used at
the phase transition, where the rstm ethod fils’. O ne can see that the CW values of
the condensate are Jarger than the corresoonding lattice values, and that the di erence

STheCW m ethod providesan autom atic sum m ation of one-particle reducble diagram s, whhereas in
ordinary perturbation theory they have to explicitly calculated to the desired order, see Appendix A .
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T 110 145 155 165 167

530(73)@2.7)] 418@21)(GJA)| 383@13)(®.7)| 351(11)12.0)| 288(2.8)(144)
cw | 58.0(74)(23)|481@23)(23) | 466(18)(3B6) | 491(13)26) | 462(3.6)25)

Table 2: The values of the 3-loop coe cient  at di erent tem peratures using the
h expansion and the num erical CW computation. The st number in brackets is
statistical uncertainty and the second is an estin ate of the system atic error associated
w ith the change of the param eter w ithin the interval in table 1.

between the two is statistically signi cant. T his proves the necessity of higher order
e ects and sihgles out their sign: the \exact" vev of the Higgs eld at some xed
tam perature is am aller than that given by 2-loop perturbation theory.

T he study of the di erence between the 2-loop and lattice values of the scalar con—
densate allow s one to determm ine the m agnitude and the structure of the 3-loop tem .
In CW perturbation theory for the scalar condensate we add to the 2-loop e ective
potential a linear tem , expected on the 3-loop kvel (see (1.73)) :f’-

V= gmoy (): @ 3)

@y
Here isa constant to be detem ined by tting the prediction to the lattice num ber
at each tem perature (or constantm 4 ):_7. . In the h expansion m ethod the procedure is
extrem ely sinple: one takesh Y ( )i from eg. & 22) of Appendix A, runs it to the
scale T ushg eq.@.0) and tsthe constant to get agreem ent w ith data. Tn other
words, is linearly proportional to the di erence of the perturbative and the lattice
valie in table. The outcom e of this procedure is in tablke 4.

W ithin the T range discussed the vev of the scalar eld vares from 0.6T to 2T .
Since the value of does not depend on T within error bars, one m ay conclude on
the basis of the Jattice data that form ; around 80 GeV there exists in the e ective
potential a 3-loop linear tem w ith positive sign and ’ 50.

W e estinated at di erent H iggs m asses also by another m ethod. W e com puted
on the lattice the continuum lm it of the critical tem perature and the value of the
condensate at T, (the m ethods are descridbed In detail in the next section). W e found
form, = 60 GeV that T, = 138:38() G&V and h ¥ (T,)i=T, = 0227(6); and for
my, = 70 GeV that T, = 154:52(10) Ge&V and h ¥ (T_.)i=T. = 0:162(12). These
num bers m ay be reproduced w ith the 3-Jloop e ective potentialwih /7 49@2) and
wih ' 46(4), respectively. The snallHiggsmassmy = 35 Ge&V is not nfom ative

® The structure of the 3-Joop e ective potential is discussed 1n m ore detail in A ppendix A .

"In Ef] a rough estin ate of the parameter wasgiven, = 15(0) wih only statistical errors
quoted. A fter the analytical com putation of the constant physics curve f_lQ'] the system atic errors can
be rem oved, while the higher statistics allow s to reduce the statistical errors considerably.

14



since higher order corrections at the critical tem perature are num erically sn alland the
extraction of wih any reasonable accuracy is not possble w ith the data we have.

Results at m,; = 60;70 GeV indicate that within errorbars, does not depend
on my, . This is what one expects: In the abelian U (1)+ H iggs m odel there is no
linear term 7], so that its coe cient should be proportionalto the non-abelian gauge
coupling.

5 The phase transition

Sihce we are m ostly interested In the properties of the phase transition, m ost of our
sim ulations are perfomm ed at and in m ediately around the transition tem perature. W e
study three di erent H ggsm assparam etersm ; = 35,60 and 70 GeV . W ehavem ostly
concentrated on 60 G &V H iggs, since it is close to the physically allowed m ass range,
but the transition is not yet too weakly rst order to be studied w ith m oderately sized
lattices.

‘mH ‘ G ‘ volum es ‘
35 | 8 6> 18 g 24 102 3G 122 3¢,
14* 42 82  8Q 102 8Q
12 12° 162 122 24, 122 48
162 32 182 34 20 4Q 222 44
20| 10° 10?30 1Z 34

16> 4§ 202 6Q, 242 72
60 | 5 122 72 162 8Q,

8 12° 16 243 323

202 140, 242 120, 302 120
12| 16 24 320 40;

26> 156, 302 15Q, 362 144
20 16> 243 322 40°

402 20Q, 502 200,

70 | 8 123 168 243 323

12| 123 16 24° 323 40° 48°

20 | 123 16> 24° 32° 40° 48°

Tabl 3: Lattice sizes used for the sin ulations at the transition tem perature for each
my , ¢ )Pair. In most of the cases, several y -values were used around the transition
point. M ulticanonical sin ulations are m arked by subscript , ).

For each of the three values of m; we use the gauge couplings ¢ = 8, 12 and
20, and ormy; = 60GeV alo ¢ = 5 (Emember that ; is directly related to the
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lattice spacing through ¢ = 4=(g%a)). Th table 3 we list the lattice sizes for each
my; ) Pair. Each lattice has several runs w ith di erent values for y in order to
accurately locate the transition; typically an aller lattices have 5{20 and larger ones
1{3valuesof y . Separate munsare then pined togetherw ith the Ferrenberg-Swendsen
m ulthistogram m ethod P§]. W hen the interface tension causes noticeable supercritical
slow Ing down, the mulicanonical algorithm is used. A1l in all, the total number of
Ssparate ‘runs' | di erent com binations of lattice sizes and coupling constants |
described In this paper is 289; this includes also runs away from the transition region.

T he Jarge num ber of Jattice volum es w ith several lattice spacings m akes it possible
to accurately extract continuum values of the physical cbservables:

(1) For xed lattice spacing a ( xed ), we extrapolate the Jattice m easurem ents
to the them odynam icallm itV ! 1 .

(2) Each oftheV = 1 valuesare n tum extrapolated to the continuum lmita ! O
(¢! 1).

N ote that In the 3d continuum theory the lowest-dim ensional gauge-invariant opera—
tor ¥ hasthe din ensionality G &V . Thism eans that the scaling violations in physical
quantities start from the rst power of the Jattice spacing a (In the 4d theory, scaling
violations are proportionalto a?).

T he transition becom es weaker | the Jatent heat and the interface tension becom e
snallr | whenm, increases. M easured in dim ensionless lattice units, the transition
also becom es weaker when the Jattice spacing a decreases for xed m ,; . This can be
observed from the probability distrdbutions of the average H iggs eld squared R? =
Vi « R ®)?>. In g. '3 we show the distributions for som e of the largest volum es for
m, = 60Gev, ¢ =5,8,12and 20. W hen ; increases, the ssparation between the
peaksbecom es am aller and them ninum between the peaksbecom es shallower. Aswe
willexplain In Secs.’54 and 5.3, these features are directly related to the latent heat
and the Interface tension, respectively.

In g.4§ the corresponding ¢ = 8 histogram s are shown form g = 35and 70 Gev.
The dram atic e ect ofthe H iggsm ass to the strength ofthe phase transition is clearly
evident. N ote that all the distrbutions in gs.§ and § correspond to di erent values
of 4 ;each ofthe histogram s hasbeen reweighted to the \equalweight" 4 value (see
Sec.5.l).

5.1 The critical tem perature

T he critical tem perature can be detem ined extram ely accurately from theM onte C arlo
data. In the SU (2)+ H iggs m odel there are no known local order param eters, which
would acquire a non—zero value only in one of the two phases of the m odel. Instead,
we use order param eter lke quantities which display a discontinuity at the transition
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Figure 5: The probability distrioution of the average Higgs length squared R? for
my, = 60and ¢ = 5,8,12 and 20.

point

where V (x) is the SU (2) direction of the H iggs varabke &) = R )V ().

wWhen V !
1 X

v .2

x;1

1 :
“TrVY ®)U; &)V (x + 1)

1 ). The quantities we use are R? and the hopping tem

c.1)

The

behaviour of HL.i as a function of y is shown in g.i?. ormy, = 606GV, ¢ = 8case
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Figure 6: R? distrboutions or ¢ = 8,m, = 35and 70 GeV .

for lattice sizes up to 323. The developm ent of the discontinuity is clearly visble. The
continuous lines are a resul of the m ultihistogram m ethod calculation.

For each individual lattice volume and (m , ; ¢ )-pair, we locate the pseudocritical
coupling g, with several di erent methods (see, or exampl, RY] and references
theremn) :

(1) maxinum ofthe L-susceptibility C (L) = h@L. ~ HLifi

@) maxinum ofC R?)= hR? HR*1)%1i

(@) m ininum ofthe 4th order Binder cumulant of L: B (L) = 1  H}'i=@hL?i?)
@) \equalweight" , -valie ofthe distrioution pR?)

(6) \equalheight" 5 -value ofthe distribbution p (L)

T he Jocations ofthe extrem a ofthe cbservablesC L),C R?) andB (L) are com puted
by reweighting the orighal m easurem ents; the error analysis is perform ed w ith the
pckknife m ethod, using independent rew eighting for each of the ackknife blocks. A's
an exam ple, we show C R?) and B (L) form, = 60GeVv, ; = 8 lattices in g.f{as
functions of y . For clarity, the errors are om itted from the gures. Again, we would
like to point out the unambiguous rst order scaling displayed by the data in these

gures.

The 4 -values for the \equalweight" and the \equal height" distributions are also
found by reweighting the histogram s independently for each ackknife block. The his—
togram s In  gs.§ and § are all equal weight R # histogram s; that is, the areas in the
sym m etric phase and broken phase peaks are equal. The calculation of the peak area
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Figure 7: The hopping term hLi as a function of y for di erent lattice sizes, for
my, =60Ge&v, 5= 8.

requires an arbitrary selection of the value of R? which is used to separate the peaks;
weusad a xed value orallthe attices In each (m ; ; ¢ )-set, de ned by them Inin um
of the distribution of the Jargest volum e.

The in nite volum e Iim it: Thevaliesof j, determ ined w ith them ethods (1) { (5)
above di er for each individual lattice, but the V. ! 1 extrapolations are very well
com patible w thin the statistical errors. It should be noted that the di erent m ethods
rdetem ning g . do not give statistically ndependent resuls, and it isnot justi ed
to com bine the values given by di erent m ethods together. However, they serve the
purpose of checking the consistency ofthe In nite volum e and continuum lim its.

In gs. §{10 we show the in nite volume linits orm , = 60 GeV and ¢ = 8, 12
and 20. A s can be observed, di erent m ethods converge extram ely well (the Intercepts
of the dashed lines at 1=V = 0 are nearly equal). The sam e holds true for H iggs
massesm, = 35 and 70 GeV, which are not shown here. In tabk 4 we show the
V | 1 extrapolationsof y ,, using the data obtained w ith the equalweight ofp R ?)
-m ethod. The corresponding values of the critical tem perature T_, calculated with
egs. @.1), ©.10), are also shown.

The continuum lim it: T g.1lLtheV = 1 valies of T_ are extrapolkted to the
continuum Imia ! O0formy; = 60 GeV. W e expect the leading deviation from the
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Figure 8: C R?), the susoeptibility of the order param eter R? (top), and the B inder
cumulant B (L) of the order param eter L. (oottom ), plotted as a function of y for

m, = 60GeV and ; = 8 runs.

my, /Gev

G

H ;c

T./Gev

35

8
12
20

0.3450806 (17)
0.3411047 (11)
0.3379421 (28)

94181 (15)
93.666 (23)
9327 (16)

60

5
8
12
20

0.358495 (5)

0.3479735 (6)
0.3426840 (6)
0.3387418 (4)

137534 (17)
137.669(5)
137.842(12
138.019 @7

70

8
12
20

0.3491523 (39)
0.3433841 (12)
0.3391279 (26)

153.620 (37
153.930 (26
154 .03 (16)

—_ ~— |~ ~

Table 4: The In nite volum e critical couplings y ,., and the critical tem peratures T, .
The values of j . are calculated from the \equalweight of pR?)" data.

continuum lim it value to be of order O (@); in this case, there are 4 values for , and
the accuracy ofthe data ishigh enough that quadratic tsare needed in order to have
good ?/do.f.values Prthe ts. The quality ofthe ts isvery good for the T. values
calculated with any of the ve crteria, and the nal extrapolations are statistically
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com patible. For concreteness, we use the equal weight of pR?) —resuls for our nal
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Figure 10: Thesameas g.9for ;= 12and ¢
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Figure 11: The continuum limit (g ! 1 ) of the crtical tem perature form, =
60 GeV .A quadratic t (dotted line) n 1= ¢ toallfour ¢ -valuesgivesgood 2/do.f,
whereas a linear t (dashed line) using only ¢ 8 does not have acceptable 2. The
extrapolations shown are for \equal weight of p R?)" data.

num bers.

In g.12 we show the corresponding extrapolations form ; = 35 and 70 GeV . Tn
these cases we use lnear ts. The nal resuks are summ arized In table 5:, together
w ith the perturbative values of T, .

m,/Gev | T, /GeV | T_Po/Gev
35 92.64(7) 933
60 138.38(5) 1403
70 154 52 (10) 1572

Tabl 5: The continuum lin it extrapolations of the critical tem peratures. Them ,; =
60 G eV point hasbeen calculated w ith a quadratic t, othersw ith linear ts.

There is a system atic di erence between the perturbative and the lattice results;
the perturbative T_ is considerably Jarger. T he values are closest to each other when
my = 35GeV,but orm, = 60 and 70 G&V the di erence ism ore than 20 standard
deviations. These resuls agree qualitatively with the results from the simulations
wih theA, eld [, 3], but the errors here are alm ost an order of m agnitude sm aller.
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Figure 12: The sameas g.1l form,; = 35GeV and 70 G&V, ushg linear ts.

They also agree qualitatively w ith 4d sim ulations P1,22] and recent 3d sin ulations by
Tgenfritz et al. [L5]. N ote, however, than in 4d case the errors are considerably larger,
and in [I5] the extrapolation to continuum lin it is not taken.

5.2
The ltent heat L | the energy released n the transition | can be caloulated from

T he latent heat and v (T,)

T d
gz = P; (52)

T dr Vvdr v dT
where the derivatives are evaluated at the critical tem perature, p is the di erence
of the pressures of the sym m etric and broken phases, and P is the di erence of the
probabilities ofthe phases in volim eV . In eq. 54), T isthephysical (4d) tem perature;
for sin plicity, in the ollow ing we substitute T ! T . I Sec.dl we discuss how the
correct physical result can be cbtained. The quantity P is directly proportional to
the di erence of the areas of the two peaks In the order param eter distribbutions near
T.,and d( P )=dT isreadily calculable by reweighting.

An altemativem ethod isto evaluate d( p)=dT  directly from the action in eq. @.1):

2
my

T 3

C

lm,?
8T, °

L . .
T h ¥ i= & u ¢ MR Zi: G3)
(e}

Both m ethods give com patble results In the V' ! 1 limi. The results shown here

have been calculated with eq. §J).
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Figure 13: Extrapolation of the Jatent heat to V !
continuum Iim it a !

1 Imi (eft gure) and to the
0 (ght gure) orm, = 60 G&V Iattices.

Fig.l3 diplaysthe imitsV ! 1 anda! 0 forthe htent heat orm, = 60 GeV
system s. The In nite volum e lin it istaken by extrapolating linearly w ith respect to the
nversearea 1I=@AT 9 = (LyaT ) 2 ofthe system , where L,a is the linear length ofthe
Jattice (one ofthe short din ensions forthe cylindricalvolum es) . T he extrapolation w ith
resoect to the nverse volum e would fail to accom m odate the cubical and cylindrical
lattices sim ulaneously w ith the sam e scaling ansatz. T he inverse area -type behaviour
of the latent heat is known to occur for the Pottsm odels in 2 dim ensions 30, 31] (the
area In this case being the lnear din ension of the lattice).

The Higgs eld expectation value in the broken phase v(T ), de ned here by

v .
VA (T ) 2h (T )1; 5.4)
T 2 T

can be calculated from hR2i using eq. @ J). Because of the close relation between the
equations 6J) and @J), the lin its are very sim ilar in both cases. In  g.14 we show
the approach of v* (T,,) to the continuum lim it.

Higgsm asses 35 and 70 G €V are analyzed In a sin ilarway; the results forv (T ) and
the latent heat are shown in tabl §.

N ote that the values for both v and L are quite close to the perturbative values,
evaluated at the perturbative critical tem perature T, P. Ifwe use the Jattice critical tem —
perature v° becom es Jarger, as can be seen from the Jast colim n in table'§. This show s
the presence of higher-loop perturbative corrections in the broken phase, discussed in
detail in the previous section.
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Figure 14: The continuum lim it of the square of the Higgs el vev v? T.).
m,/Gev | L=(.)" | LP=(T,P*|v(,)=T, | V" (T H=T, | v% (T,)=T,
35 0256 (8) 022 186(3) 1.75 187
60 0.0406 (7) 0.040 0.674 8) 0.68 0.82
70 0.0273 (16) 0.027 057@Q) 0.55 0.70

Table 6: The Jatent heat L. and the Higgs eld expectation value v(T_) in the broken
phase. Here T, P is the perturbative critical tem perature (see table'd). T he com parison
between Jattice results and perturbation theory is discussed in Sec. Q.

5.3 The interface tension

T he interface tension is one of the prim ary quantities which characterize the strength
of the phase transition. W e m easure it w ith the histogram method [B2]: at the pseud-
ocritical tem perature, a system in a nite volum e predom nantly resides In either the
broken or the sym m etric phase, but i can also exist In a m ixed state consisting of do—
m ains of the two states. T he probability of the m ixed state is suppressed by the extra
free energy associated w ith the interfaces between the phases. T his causes the typical
2-peak structure of the probability distrdbution of the order param eter at the crtical
tem perature (see gs. & and §) : them idpoint between the peaks corresponds to a state
which consists of equal volum es of the sym m etric and broken phases. Because of the
associated extra free energy, the area of the Interfaces tends to m inin ize. A ssum ing
a lattice w ith periodic boundary conditions and geom etry L2 I,, where L, L,
them ninum area is2 A = 2(.a)? | the num ber 2 appears because there are two
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Figure 15: The interface tension form ; = 60 G&V extrapolated toV ! 1 (left) and
a! 0 (dght).

separate Interfaces. The Interface tension  can be extracted from the lim it

= Iim L Em ax (5.5)
T vii 27 bngjn !
where P, .« and P, are the probability distribbution m aximum and the m ininum
between the peaks.

In practice, the in nitevolim evalieof isreached in such large volum esthat carefiil
nite size analysis of eq. 6.5) is necessary. Num erous studies exist in the literature
33,34, 35]; here we follow [B5]:

z 1 Pnax 1

a + J gL, TibgL,+ G+ t (5.6)
— — - . = <t = const: : .
T 22 9p . "1z 17 29 2

X

The function G interpolates between lattice geom etries; the lim itihg values are G =
log 3 for cubicalvolimes (L, = L) and G = 0 for long cylinders (L, Ly).

The nite size scaling ansatz $.6) assum es that the two interfaces are far enough
apart from each otherthat theirm utual interaction isnegligble. In practics, this isvery
di cukt to achieve in cubical volum es and usually requires the use of long cylindrical
lattices. T he order param eter histogram s develop a atm Ininum when this condition
is ful Iled: the atness signals a constant free energy when the volum e fractions of the
tw o phases slightly change, and the interfaces m ove w ith respect to each other.

In order to nd the at part of the histogram s we use large cylindrical volum es for
all ¢ valnes form; = 60 GeV . The volum es ncluded for the analysis are: ¢ = 5:
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122 72and 16 80; o = 8:20° 140,24 120,and 3¢ 120; o = 12:26*> 156,
302 150, and 36  144; ; = 20: 40° 200 and 5¢ 200. In g.’5 we show the
equalweight histogram s of p R ?) for these lattices.

In the interface tension analysis we use equal height histogram s of p(L) . Equal
height histogram s were chosen instead of equal weight because the determ ination of
Pnax 11 equation 56 then becom es unam biguous; and p (L) instead of p R?) since the
fom er histogram s have m ore sym m etric shapes than the latter, and the equal height
and equal weight j,. values are quite close to each other. Neverthelss, we check
the m easurem ents w ith equal weight p R ?) histogram s (using Pp .x which is a linear
interpolation of the two peak heights to the R? value of the m inin um ); the resuls are
very well com patible w ithin statistical errors.

A comm ent about extracting the extrem a from the histogram s is in order: we nd
the maximum values by tting a parabola close around the peaks of the histogram s,
and the value of the at mInimum by tting a constant. This m ethod gives m uch
an aller errors and m ore reliable results than sin ply using the absolute extrem a values,
which are very prone to statisticalnoise. The sam em ethod was used also to locate the
equalheight y ..~values.

In the keft part of g.15 we show the interface tension m easurem ents from each
lattice. The values shown here include the nite size scaling correction 1=L% € gL,

2 logLy) from eq. (6.6), so that only a factor const=L2 remains. For each ¢, the
behaviour of the data is linear .n 1=L.%2. On the right part of g.15 we extrapolate
to the continuum lim it. The results are shown in tabk 7.

m, /Gev =(T.)° P=(T >
35 00917@5) | 0.066
60 0.0023 (5) 0.0078
70 | 0.0049

Tabl 7: The Interface tension .Only them, = 60 Ge&V resul is an extrapolation to
the continuum lin it; them ; = 35 G&V value isonly from ; = 8 sinulations.

Them, = 60 GeV continuum lim it resul in table’] is obtained by a linear extrap-
olation in 1= ; . However, on closer inspection the data from 4 = 12 and 20 lattices
on the Jeft part of g.15 seem to indicate that the interface tension is already scaling
when ¢ 12, even In nie volum es. Ifwe use the nievolime ; = 8 and 12 data
and extrapolte to In nite volum e, we obtain the result =(T_)°> = 0:0042 (3), which is
not com patibl w ith the result in tabk il. Neverthekss, since the data for the latent
heat orv (T ) do not display sin ilar scaling behaviour, we use the lnear extrapolation
n 1= ¢ In allcases.

Form, = 35 Gé&V, only ; = 8 lttices are cylindrical enough so that we can
estinate theV ! 1 Im it. However, the continuum value can not be extrapolated.
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Form, = 70 GeV we did not observe good enough at parts in the order param eter
histogram s, and we do not attem pt to estin ate the nterface tension.

6 The correlation lengths formy = 60 G eV

The m easuram ent of the Higgs and W m asses around the transition tem perature is
som ew hat orthogonal to the m easuram ents of the quantities directly associated w ith
the transition itself: Instead of attem pting to enhance the tunnelling of the system
from one phase to another, In this case it is in perative that the system stays in one
hom ogenous phase throughout the m easuram ent. This is due to the sourious signal
caused by the tunnelling correBtions: M wpne; / exp(  A=T)'R9]. Even an incom —
plte tunnelling can m ake the extraction of the physicalm ass very com plicated. Since
the tunnellings are suppressed by the exponential factorexp( A=T), we perform a
separate st of sin ulations around the critical tem perature using large volum es and
m onitor the simulation tin e history of order param eters in order to ensure that the
system stays In a singl phase throughout the m easurem ent.

W e perform the measurement only orm,; = 60 GeV system s, using lattice sizes
30° 60 and 46 80 r ; = 8 and 40° 80 and 50 for ¢ = 12. Let us de ne
operators

X X
G @) = wplf[? Y®)U;K) U+ @ 1)g) &+ dey)] 61)
=12 X

wherea= 0;:::3; 2,a= 1;2;3,arethePaulimatricesand %= 1;and d= 0;:::;4

is the length of the thain’ of link m atrices between ¥ and . Usihg eq. (61) we can
de ne correlation finctions sensitive to the Higgsand W channels:

1x 0 0

hy@ = v G @)@+ 1) 62)
1 X x3

wgl) = v GG+ D: 63)

Z a=1

Themassesmy (T ) andmy (T ) are found from the exponential 2llto of hy and
Wq. The results are iIndependent of the param eter d, and it is chosen to m Inim ize the
Statistical errors. W e obtain best results wih d = 0 for hy (cg = Y)andd= 4
forwy.

The measured values of my (T ) and my (T ) are shown in g. 16. The scaling
between ; = 8 and 12 is very good, and both my and my display a discontinuity
at the transition. At the transition tem perature we are able to m aintain the system s
In either the broken or the symm etric phase throughout the m easurem ent, so that
Inm ediately around T, we have two values orthem asses. Bothmy (T )andmy (T )
are higher In the sym m etric phase than in the broken phase.
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Figure 16: The Higgsm asses (top) and the W masses (pottom ) form ;4

¢ = 8 and 12 systam s as functions of the tam perature. T he perturbative resuls are
shown formy wih solid (treelevel value), dashed (1-loop polk) and dot-dashed (som e
2-Joop corrections, see Sec.10.d) lines; ormy, with solid (treedevel) and dashed (1-
Joop) lines. Note that the mtiom y =m y ismuch larger than indicated by the treedevel

curves, since radiative correctionsm ake m y
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7 The m etastability ranges and scaling properties
of the sym m etric phase

An inportant characteristic of the phase transition is the range of m etastability of
the broken and symm etric phases. The symm etric phase is m etastablk below the
critical tem perature down to T = T , and the broken phase is m etastable above the
critical temperature up to T = T, . The ain of the present section is to estim ate
the m etastability range, and to study the dynam ics of the composite eld h ¥ i by
determ ining is e ective action. W e shall concentrate on the casem ;, = 60 GeV
(x=0.06444) and T nearT_, (¥ yJj< 0:06).

7.1 The m etastability range from the correlation lengths

Consider the behaviour of the scalar m ass near the phase transition, g.1§. W hen
the tem perature decreases, my In the symm etric phase rapidly decreases. This be-
haviour suggests that it reaches zero at som e poinnt, and the symm etric correlation
length diverges. This is the Iower soinoidal decom position point and corresponds to
the tam perature at which the sym m etric phase ceases to be m etastable, T . Sin ilar
behaviour takes place In the broken phass, when the tem perature ncreasestowards T, .
T his observation allow susto estin ate them etastability range, ie., the upper and lower
Soinoidal decom position tem peratures. In general, one would expect the follow ing de-
pendence of the H iggs correlation lengths on the tem perature:

b= =T; 13 °%; (71)

where 1= D; s labelsthe broken and sym m etric phases, and Ty, T, T, T . Thedata
we have does not allow one to determm ine the critical exponents and the tam peratures
T simultaneously w ith good accuracy, so that we have chosen ; = 1=2, follow ing the
guidance from mean eld theory. The results for the m etastability region are given in
table'§, ushg them, = 60GeV, ¢ = 8 and 12 results from g.18.

¢ | T /G&V oo |T./GeV oo
8] 1350@) 035@2) | 1401 @4) 049(@)
12 | 1355@3) 033@) | 139.6@) 045@2)

Tabl 8: The endpoints ofthem etastability tem perature ranges forthe symm etric (T )
and broken (T, ) phases, determ ned from m; = 60 GeV H iggs correlations w ith the
ansatz (7.3).
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Figure 17: Evolution of the potentialU ( ) forthee ective eld = Y , related to

the Jattice variable R ? through relation @J), in the vicinity ofthe phase transition for
m, = 60GeV and ; = 8. Dierent y values are reached by reweighting a singk
(m ulticanonical) simulation.

7.2 M etastability from rew eighting

A direct m ethod to m easure the m etastability range is to use the order param eter
distrdoutions and reweighting. Let us de ne an e ective variable o= Z—ZRZ +

const., where the last equality ©llows from egq. @J). Around the pure phase peaks,
the probability distribution p R ?) is related to an e ective potentialU ( ):

pR*) /e 70 (72)

where V is the volum e of the system . Eq. {7J) has pre-exponential corrections; how —
ever, to the accuracy we are working here the above formul is su cient [(36]. By
rew eighting the distrbution p R ?) we cbtain the tem perature dependence of the po—
tential. Tt should be noted that eq. (72) is only valid in the in m ediate neighbourhood
of the pure phases; it does not correctly describe the m ixed state between the pure
phases.

T he endpoints of the m etastability branches can be found by locating the tem per-
ature at which the barrer against the tunnelling vanishes | the m nimum of the
potential in eg. {74) tums Into an In ection point. W e present the evolution of the
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Figure 18: The m etastability range form ; = 60 G&V H iggs system s, calculated w ith
the rew eighting analysis and extrapolated toa ! 0.

potential n  g. L'} for the symm etric and the Higgs phases foran m;, = 60 GeV,
¢ = 8 system . These potentials are reweighted from the 30° 120 lattice histogram s
shown in g.5. In g.18we extrapolate the tem peraturesT and T, to the continuum
Iim it, w ith the result
T = 13737(@12) GV T, = 138:72(15) G&V: (7.3)

T he m etastability range here is an aller than the range determ ined by tting the cor-
relation lengths (tablk §). W e believe that the values in eq. (/.3) are m ore reliablk,
because the power law extrapolation of the correlation lengths is very sensitive to sta—
tistical errors and nite volum e e ects. Note also that the range of y over which
rew eighting is carried out is very an all.

7.3 The e ective theory description
M ore nform ation on the dynam ics of the com posite eld is contained in itse ective
action. W e shallw rite it ssparately for each phase 1n the fom
I O R .
Se = dx ?5(@1)+U()r (74)
w here near the m inin a corresponding to the two phases s;b:

1
U ( )=§V§( min) Vs ( min) + Va ( ) s (7.5)
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T he quantities

72 v
2 g ?2; Vsi  Vags (7.6)
3 3 3

aredin ensionless finctionsofx;y and are di erent In the broken and sym m etric phases.
Including only the quadratic temm s the correlator is

2

h &) 0)i= exp( Z¥K): (7.7)

4 K]
However, it ism ore convenient to de ne a planeaveraged eld

Z

dx dy
(z)= —— Kiy;z) (78)
Area
satisfying .
Z
h z) Q)i=———exp( Zv2z): (7.9)
A rea 2v,

D etemm ining the exponential decay and the m agnitude of planeaveraged correlator
thus gives the param eters Z and v, ofthe e ective action.

By scaling = (y=2a)R?+ const., these ©m ulas can be directly rew ritten forR?2.
FPora]attjoewiththegeomeu:yN2 L the plane H iggs variablke is de ned asR? (z) =
[ .y R%&;yiz) BN *. At large distances the planeplane correlator has the asym ptotic
form

RZ@)RZ0)i= AN @ "¢ + e ®* ™)+ const; (7.10)

wheremy = 1=y . Using eq. (7.9) this detem ines the quadratic param eters of S, ( )
as
2 1 2
my = Z2Vy; Z =§A gy e (711)

For the potentialwe w rite

U ( )a3 §) (2—HR2 + c;onst.)a3

a
V, R R+ VIR ORL)HVIRY R+ i (712)

w here the couplings are related to the previous ones by

\ lv 17 g (713)
= _—— J— a -
2 2g§ 2 H 4
1 3
V3 = w3 > H ;
1 4 1
Vs = W — — 714
4 49§ 5 H 2 ( )
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Figure19: T he wave function nom alization ofthe scalar eld nearthe phase transition
form, = 60 G&Vv and ; = 8, 12. The horizontal Iines are constant ts to the
sym m etric phase data. The dashed curves labeled v*=g3T oconnect theM C datapoints
for that quantity.

The wave function nom alization. The lattice data for the quantity Z?=g? is
shown n g.19 orm, = 60 GeV and rT near T.. One can see that Z depends
considerably on T In the broken phase, but is very accurately constant in the sym m etric
phase. The value of Z 2 in the sym m etric phase is

z2=03200)q9; (7.15)

where the resul is the average of the constant tsto the ¢ = 8 and 12 data. In the
broken phase the behaviour of Zy, can be easily understood via the tree level relation

2o _ v @),
% FET

The quantity v?=(%T ) is aloo pbtted In  g. 1Y, calculated from eq. @ 2). W e can
observe that the relation {7.16) is valid to good accuracy.

T he potential. ThepotentialpartU ( ) ofthee ective theory can be derived from
the probability distrbution p R ) using the relation (/'J) andby tting the param eters
R2, and V; n {{1d)%. Usihg again them, = 60 GeV, ; = 8 data we are abk to
determm ine the three param eters erl s V2 and Vs; the statistical accuracy does not allow

one to x V, wih reasonablk precision. The results ofthe tsare shown In g. 20.

(7.16)

8Thism ethod is known as the constrained e ective potential t_3-§].
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Figure 20: The Jattice resuls for the e ective potential coe cients, determ ined from
m, = 60Gev, g = 8 systams.

There is an i portant consistency check for the validity of the e ective theory de—
scription: using egs. (/.I1) and (7.I3) them ass of the scalar partick is

) 8V, 7?2
m?= 2 (717)
a H
Substituting z * from {.I1) this becom es
4A (g=a)V, = 1: (7.18)

Here 4 =a isthe H iggs correlator in lattice units. Eq. (7.18) establishes a non-trivial
connection between the di erent m ethods ofm ass determm ination. The nstm ethod is
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Figure 21: The lattice resuls for the test of the e ective theory description.

the direct m easurem ent via correlation functions and the second one is through the
potential curvature. T he lattice data ©r 4A (4 =a)V, ispresented I g.21. It is seen
that the prediction ofeq. {7.18) is satis ed reasonably well in both phases.
Letustum now to the discussion ofthe behaviourofthe coe cientsV , andVi;. W hen
the tem perature decreases (increases), V, in the symm etric (oroken) phase rapidly de-
creases, In fact repeating the behaviour ofthe scalarm ass from the correlation function
m easuram ents. T his gives another m ethod for the m etastability range determm nation.
W e write
v,/ ¥ T3 (7.19)

and tT;and ; ssparately for symm etric and broken phases. In the sym m etric phase,
the resuls are

¢c= 8: T =137006)Gev : = 051@14)

c=12: T =13736()GeV; o= 047(6): (720)

T hese values are quite consistent w ith the num bers in Sec.7 3. However, in the broken
phase we could not obtain acceptable ts.

It is Interesting to note that the coe cient V ;3 has a strong dependence on tem per-
ature in the symm etric phase. This suggests that the e ective potentialU ( ) has a
scale-invariant form in the vicinity of the lower spinoidal decom position point. Iffwe
Introduce the din ensionless variables

~= (0 an)=@TmR); x= xmy; (721)
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Figure 22: T he tem perature dependence of the e ective coupling constants hs and hy.

then the action can be w ritten in the fom

Z
1 1
s= dJdx 5(@~)2+ 5~2+ ha~®+ hy~'+ 1ir (7122)

w here the din ensionless couplings h; and hy are expressed via lattice observables as
h3 = V3 (ZA )3:2; h4 = 16\]2V4A3 . (7 .23)

N ow , ifh; and h; do not depend on the tem perature, then the system has scale-invariant
behaviour near the point of absolute m etastability. T he Jattice data is shown in  g.22.
Indeed, hj is reasonably tem perature lndependent, whik the quality of the data does
not allow to m ake a de nie conclusion on the higher Interactions. The values of the
coupling constants are com plktely di erent In distinct phases; they are lJarger in the
sym m etric phase, show Ing that interactions are strong there.

8 Simulationswith Ay eld,my; = 80 G eV

In 31M onte Carb studies ofthem ;, = 80 GeV system, using a lhttice action which
Inclides the adpint Higgs eld A, were reported. The Ay eld, a ramnant of the
tin elke com ponent of the gauge eld, is a heavy eld ofm ass gT , and has been
integrated out in the theory ofeq. {1.1). The lattice action is

S = SU; 1+ - ¢ [OrAa,&®U&A &+ DU; ) Tral x)]

X1
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Figure23: ThepR?) distrbutionsform , = 80GeV, ; = 12 Jattices. The histogram s
are evaluated at g = 0:34771. The doublepeak structure of the histogram s becom es
Jess pronounced when the volum e becom es larger than 323.

+ §X %TrAg(x)+ f;x %TrAg(x)]z 8.1)
1 X 1 , 1 v
5 B ) [ETIAO (X)ETI ®x) &)]
where S U; ]istheaction given in eq. (€ 4), and the lattice eld A ; isgiven in tem sof
the continuum e Aj asAg = Zgza ,Aj. Theparameters 2 and } can be written
In tem s of the 4d continuum varables (see egs. (II15{19) and (I1.97{99)).

In 3] Jattices of sizes up to 323, with ¢ = 12 and 20, were studied. C lear double—
peak histogram s were observed forboth values of , signaling a rst order transition.
H owever, since the publication of 3] we have perform ed sim ulations using lattice vol-
um es up to 48°. Surprisingly, w ith increasing volum e the doublepeak feature of the
histogram s becom es kss pronounced, in contrast to the expected behaviour In  rst
order transitions (see g.23). The most strking nite volume e ect is the shift of
the peak positions towards each other when the volum e is increased. Q ualitatively
sin ilar nite volum e behaviour occurs also in several other system s, which can exhibit
either rst or second order phase transitions in the In nite volum e lin it (for exam ple,
the 2-din ensional 7-state and 4-state Potts m odels, which have respectively rst and
second order transitions 30, 31]) . Thus we cannot yet m ake de nite conclusions about
the order of the phase transition.
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Figure24: TheHiggsand W masssofm, = 80GeV, ¢ = 12,and V = 40° lattices
around the transition tem perature.

However, a note about the com puter sin ulations is in order: the action @.1) used
in these sim ulations includes the Ay eld, and because of the A ; hopping tem in the
action i is di cult to wrte an e cient overrelaxation algorithm . The algorithm we
use here uses heat bath and M etropolis updates, and it perform sm ore than an order of
m agnitude worse than the overrelaxation descrived in Sec.3. T herefore, the statistical
accuracy ofthem, = 80 G&V resuls is not nearly com parabl to them 4 70 G&V
results, descrbed in Secs. §{§. There are also m ore system atic uncertainties than i
the sinulations In Secs. {8, sihce the relations of Jattice and M S schem es were not
fully known at the tine ofthem ; = 80 G&V simulations.

In g.24 we show the Higgsand W m asses around the transition tem perature. To
the accuracy of our data, we do not cbserve any discontinuities at the transition, as
opposed to them ;, = 60 GeV masses in  g.16. However, the errors here are about a
factor of 5 larger. In the inm ediate vicinity of the transition, the ratio ofthe W and
Higgsmasses ismy =my 4,

W e m easure the critical coupling j, for each ndividual volum e as described in
Sec.§. The In nite volum e extrapolation is done using volum es larger than 203, wih
the results y, = 0347715@) or ¢ = 12, and g, = 0:341700(10) or ¢ = 20. In
contrast to sinulations with m 70 GeV, In these sinulations m; was not kept
constant, but nnstead the coupling constant i was xed to values z = 000124
and g = 0:000712, respectively. Usihg the relation m ;*=mZ = 8 g ¢= 2, thes
correspond tom ; = 79:98 and 79.62 G €V . T he transition tam peratures and the Inear
extrapolations to the continuum lin it are given in tablk9. T he num bers are som ewhat
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di erent from those presented in B]. The discrepancy is due to an error in the 2-loop
tem of the constant physics curve in 1.

¢ |my/Gev | T /GeV
12 | 79.976(1) | 1700 @)
20 | 79614 @2) | 1698 (7)
1 | 79072() | 1694(17)

Tabl 9: Resuls from m 80 G &V sim ulations, together w ith the extrapolations to
the continuum Iim it. The perturbative critical tem perature corresponding tom ,; =
79072 GeV isabout 1715 G&V.

The continuum lin it T is som ewhat below the perturbative valie; how ever, the sta-
tistical errors are too large for the di erence to be signi cant. To resolve the situation
atm, = 80 G eV requires sim ulations perform ed w ithout the A, eld. Let usnote that
the value of x corresponding tom ; = 80 GeV is x. = 0:1188, and the physical H iggs
m ass In the Standard M odel corresponding this x. is about 81 G&V .

9 W hat happens at large H iggs m asses

T he phase transition in the 3d SU (2)+ H iggs system becom es weaker and weaker w ith
increasing scalar selfcoupling x = my %, An in portant question is whether the transi-
tion for som e value of x termm inates in a 2nd order transition or whether it continues
as a 1lst order one forall x.

Them ain di culty n resolving the order of the phase transition at large scalar self-
coupling is the presence of the two distinct physical m ass scales (inverse correlation
lengths,m (T) = 1= ). In fact, inspection of g.lf showsthat orm,; = 60 GeV near
the transition point,

myg (T) , myg (T) 1

m etri roken - (9.1)
my ()T ) e 3

Furthem ore, g.24 indicates that this ratio is even analler for largerm , , and data
for snaller m ; Indicates that it is Jarger for them . Note also that vector m asses do
not seem to go to zero at the points of absolute m etastability de ned In Sec. .

G ven the cbserved hierarchy 5 > y , the lattice spacing must be much an aller
than the vector correlation length, whik the lattice size must be much larger than
the scalar correlation length. This puts stringent constraints on the lattice size and
m akes de nite num erical conclusions m ore and m ore di cult with increasingm y (see
the discussion ofthe smulationswithm,; = 80 GeV in Sec.®8).

However, if the mtiomy (T )=my (T) continues decreasing w ith ncreashgmy, a
solution to the problem iInm ediately suggests itself: the vector degrees of freedom
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becom e relatively heavy, decouple, and should be integrated out. From the e ective 3d
SU (2)+ H iggstheory one thusat largem 5 prooceedsto an e ective 3d scalartheory w ith
Just one degree of freedom . T he transition to the scalar theory cannot be carried out
by Integrating out A ; perturbatively, and we rst have to discuss the relevant degrees
of freedom In m ore detail.

The 3d Euclidean SU (2)+ H iggs theory orighating from din ensional reduction corre—
soonds to a 2+ 1)-din ensionalM Inkow skian SU )+ H iggs theory. T his theory has an
analogy with Q CD : we have doublets of scalar \quarks" bound together by an SU (2)
tripket of \gluons". W e have chosen a M inkow skian language in order to keep the
analogy wih QCD transparent.

Then, one would expect that the lowest lying particle states in the sym m etric phase
are the spin zero scalarbound state and the three degenerate vector bound states, w ith
quantum num bers corresponding to the com posite operators

= Y3 92)

Wi=i("D; 05 ) W =i(°DsT 057 ) Wy = @g) ;0 93)

correspondingly. Here ™ = i, . Note that these operators provide also a gauge-
Invariant description ofthe H iggs particle and intermm ediate vector bosons in the broken
phase. In other words, the particle degrees of freedom are the sam e In both phases.
T his fact alone suggests that there is no distinction between the two phases, so that
in som e region In the param eter space 31,3§] there m ay be no phase transition at all.
H owever, it does not exclude the situation that going from one phase to another isonly
possbl through a phase transition.
The m ost general renom alizablk localscalar eld theory in 3d has the action

1 2
L=§(@i)+P() 94)
where P ( ) is a sixth order polynom ial which contains wve constants (@ linear tem
can alvays be ram oved by the shift of the scalar e]d).'f::

X6
P()=
=2

P10

©5)

One ofthe constants (say, ;) xes the scak, and the other four (say, c,=C; ; G=q, ; t=C;
and ¢) are din ensionless num bers com pletely xing the dynam ics of the theory. Ifthe
assum ption on the e ective theory is correct, then all the four param eters are som e
functions of the din ensionlss ratios x and y characterizing the SU (2)+ H iggs theory.
In the vicinity of the phase transition, the rst ofthe ratios (c2=cf1) is xed, and there
isam apping of the three Jast ones to the single param eter x of the gaugeH iggs system

N ote that there is no symm etry (discrete or continuous) which forbids odd pow ers of z 1!
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at T = T.. Clarly, these relations cannot be com puted in perturbation theory, since
at lJargem ,; the phase transition occurs In the strong coupling regin e. A fter they have
been found by som e nonperturbative m eans, resolving the order of the phase transition
on the lattice at Jargem y beocom es a m uch easier task, because only one essential scale
is present.

Finally, note that the action proposed here has a di erent number of degrees of
freedom , di erent symm etries, and a di erent range of validity than the scalar action
used in the sinulations of fi4].

10 W hatdid we learn from the lattice sim ulations?

The non-perturbative inform ation we aocquired by doing lattice simulations can be
confronted w ith di erent hypotheses on the nature of the phase transition existing in
literature. Tt can be used as a test of validity ofa num ber non-perturbative approaches,
such asthe -expansion i[39], the renom alization group approach (], and the D yson-
Schw inger equations [2]. T this section we provide a summ ary of our ndings and
com pare them w ih som e of the m entioned approaches.

10.1 Com parison w ith perturbation theory

Perturbation theory can be used for the com putation of di erent quantities in the
broken phase. Not m any quantities are known to high order n perturbation theory
In the 3d SU (2)+ H iggs theory, though. The whole list consists of the 2-loop e ective
potential for the scalar eld in di erent gauges P, 43, 44] (@nd the valies of di erent
condensates related to the e ective potential, see B]), and the 1-loop pole m asses of
the gauge and H iggs particles (see 2] and below ).

The e ective potential. If the tam perature is xed to som e value, the vev of the
Higgs eld, de ned by eq. (64), can be com puted w ith the use of the 2-loop e ective
potential. At the sam e tin e, the \exact" vev of the Higgs eld can be found on the
lattice (after appropriate extrapolation to the continuum Iim it). The 2-doop e ective
potential gives a reasonably good prediction for v=T . For exam ple, v=v 03% for
the vev of the Higgs eld when v=T ’ 2, and v=v 10% for v=T ’ 0:64 (thes
numbersrefertom, = 80 GeV).Here v = % 1o ¥Yxact - T he exact vev is found
to be an aller than that from 2-Jloop perturbation theory. T his proves that the 3—-oop
linear correction to the e ective potential com es w ith a positive sign. If the tem in
eq. 4.3) is added to the 2-loop e ective potentialwith = 50, then the agreem ent
between the exact and 3-loop results is within 1% even for v=T as snallas 0.6. In
other words, the tem perature dependence of the vev of the Higgs eld can now be
found analytically w ith 1% accuracy up to rather am allvalues of v. This resul is even
m ore non-trivial than a direct analytical 3—-loop com putation ofthe e ective potential,
because it Indicates that higher loop corrections are Indeed an all in this region ofvevs.
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T he determm ination of 3—-Joop corrections to the e ective potential allow s one to get
a better dea of the expansion param eter of the SU )+ H iggs theory. As we have
discussed in ] it is di cult to get a reliable estim ate of the expansion param eter for
the e ective potentialon the basis of 2-loop perturoative com putations. T he expansion
param eter (see Sec.10.1) is proportionalto g5=( m1) = 2g3=( ), but how bi is the
constant of proportionality? Indeed, the lJoop expansion m ay be reliable in the broken
phase In spite of the fact that the 1-Jloop correction is com parable w ith the tree tem ,
Just because the scalar selfcoupling constant is an all. M oreover, the m agniude ofthe
2-loop correction m ay be changed by adjisting the scale , so that the 2-loop correction
m ay even be tuned to zero by som e choice of . Hence the determ nation of the 3-loop
correction to the e ective potential is in portant.

Let us take orde nitenessm ; = 82 GeV, ie, ;=05 = 1=8 according to eq. @.9).
In addition, consider the region near T. (take m% = 0) and include only gauge eld
loops (heglect m; and m,). Then the estin ates of the di erent contributions to the
e ective potential are

1
Vo = 59? 4
Vi Vg i;
mr ()
33 g 2
V, ' V — - 101
2 o 35 me () og—; ( )
3
V3" Vo 7(9% H
32 mg ()
wherem () = g =2. Ingoection of these relations Inm ediately show s that a rea—
2

sonable estin ate of the expansion param eter is m%( ;. T his quantity is rather large

( 0:8) In the vicinity of the phase transition form,; = 70 Ge&V, and the convergence
of perturbation theory is expected to be quite bad. The m ain reason why the vev of
the H iggs eld can be found w ith a pretty high accuracy is that the e ective potential
isknown up to a high order in perturbation theory.

P erturbative correlators in the broken phase. The next two quantities char-
acterizing the broken phase are the vector and scalar correlation lengths.

Asin Sec., at a nite order in perturbation theory there are di erent m ethods of
calculating the correlators. In principle, the m ost straightforward is a strict pertur-
bative calculation In powers of h in the loop expansion. Such a calculation can be
done by shifting the Higgs eld to the classical broken m inimum where the G oldstone
boson m ass m , vanishes, and by then calculating all the 1-oop diagram s, including
the reducbl tadpoles (the caloulation in [42] is organized in thisway). Thism ethod
gives an explicitly gauge-independent results for the pole m asses. Unfortunately, such
a calculation gets increasingly unreliable as one approaches the phase transition, since
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the treedevel resultsm ;, m ¢ orthe Higgsand W correlators, respectively, go to zero.
The sam e problem wasmet in Sec.'4 In connection w ith the e ective potential. One
should therefore solve the relevant equations num erically, hoping that the higher-order
corrections Inclided are the essential ones. W ith thism ethod, a an all residual gauge—
and -dependence ram ains, and itsm agnitude can be used as an estin ate of the con—
sistency of the approxin ation. W e nd that the gauge-dependence of the nal results
for the correlators is num erically an all, at m ost of the order 0:03g§ . Below we give
results In the Landau gauge. The -dependence is also brie y discussed.

To calculate the correlators, we st solve for the radiatively corrected location of
thebroken m ininum ,, from the RG —in proved 2-loop e ective potentialV ( ) R]. The
requirem ent of RG —in provem ent used here for the renom alization scale ( ) is that
the 2-doop contridbution to the derivative ofthe e ective potential, @ V, ( ; ), vanishes.
W ith , xed, we calculate the Inverse propagator, and solve num erically for the real
part of the location ofthe pole. Since 4, is an approxin ation to the exact m lnimum of
V ( ), no reducible tadpol diagram s are needed In the calculation ofthe propagator In
contrast to the h-calculation. T he renom alization scale used in the calculation of the
propagators is chosen to be (). The dependence on  is form ally of higher order
than the accuracy of the 1-loop calculation, but is num erically visible, see below . The

The polk m ass obtained from the correlator for the W particke is shown in  g.18§.
In this gurewe also show the treedevel valuem ¢ . It is seen that in the broken phase,
1-doop perturbation theory gives excellent resuls. This is quite unexpected since the
expansion param eter is rather large at the transition point. Th g.16, we show also the
polem ass of the H iggs particle, together w ith the treedevel value. T here is also a third
curve: from the known 2-loop contrdbution V, ( ) to the e ective potential, one can
derive the m om entum —independent part of the 2-loop selfenergy: 5 (0) = Vzm( ) -
W hen this is added to the com plkte 1-Jdoop resul, one gets the dotted curve. I is
seen that the discrepancy between lattice and perturbation theory is lJarger than for
the W oorrelator. The e ect of V2OD suggests that a com plete 2-loop calculation of the
H iggs selfenergy m ight give a better estin ate. T he in portance of 2-loop corrections
for the H iggs particke is in accordance w ith experience from the e ective potential,
see P]. Fially, ket us point out that the tree-and 1-loop W m asses, as well as the the
Higgs m ass with the 2-loop contribbution inclided, are practically independent of
For the tree- and 1-dloop Higgs m asses, the -dependence in varying 1n the range
05 (p):::20 () is of the order of 0:03g3 .

A ttem pts to describe the correlation lengths in the symm etric phase can be found
n @2, 451

P aram eters of the phase transition The characteristics of the phase transition,
such as the critical tem perature, lJatent heat, bubbl nuckation rate, surface tension,
and correlation lengths in the sym m etric phase cannot be de ned in the perturbative
fram ework only, because the symm etric phase is in the strong coupling regine. The
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failire of perturoation theory is clearly ssen In orderby order com putations. Forexam —
ple, the vector 4-loop contridbution hasa logarithm ic singularity at = 0. N evertheless,
it is still interesting to com pare 2-loop and 3—loop predictions w ith the results of lattice
sim ulations. The RG —in proved 2-loop e ective potential is real In the vicinity of the
critical tem perature for the whol range of and is regular at the origin. Hence, the
com putation ofthe above-m entioned characteristics of the phase transition isnot faced
w ith form alm athem atical di culties.

T he critical tem perature of the phase transition derived by 2-loop perturbation the—
ory is presented I tabk . Tt is som ewhat larger than that derived on the lattice.
The vev ofthe scalar eld at T, form; = 60;70 Ge&V coincides w ith the Jattice value
w ithin errorbars. T hisperfect agreem ent, however, is an incident, since the com parison
of vevs is done at di erent tem peratures. The sam e is true also for the latent heat,
since it ism ainly determ ined by the value ofthe scalar condensate in the broken phase.
W e do not expect the sam e coincidence at larger H iggs m asses.

O ne of the crucial quantities for the com putation of the bubblk nuclation rate is
the surface tension. Form ,; = 60 GeV, is value on the lattice is considerably (about
3 tin es) an aller than that derived from perturbation theory as

2 paad

= . 2V ()d : (102)

N ote that this equation isvalid to lrading order only; In higher orders the w ave flinction

renom alization must be taken into acoount. H owever, the huge discrepancy w ith the

lattice resut show s that perturbation theory isnot applicabl at all for the com putation
of the surface tension, at least form ; > 60 GV .

To summ arize, the com putation of the characteristics of the phase transition from
2-loop perturbation theory (for 35 GeV< m, <70 GeV) is accurate for the crtical
tem perature within 0.8  1:6% and for the ratio v=T within 6% . Perturbation theory
fails to describe the surface tension (and, therefore, the bubble nucleation rate) at least
form, = 60Gev.

Adding to the e ective potential the 3-loop linear term determ ined in Sec. 4 does
not in prove the accuracy of perturbative predictions. W e takeasan examplem ; = 60
GeV and = 50, as follows from lattice sim ulations. T he critical tem perature rem ains
roughly as far from the lattice T as at 2-doop Jevel, being now sm aller than the lattice
value, T2™%® = 1368 G eV . The 3-loop ratio v°°% (T 2P%®)=T >*% isabout 20% larger
than the exact value!?. The 3-loop perturbative latent heat is away from the lattice
results by almost 50% . The most drastic deviation is In the surface tension. The
3-Jdoop valie of it is =(T_ )> ¥ 0018 —a factor 7 larger than the lattice number!
T he behaviour of the e ective potential in two di erent situations is illustrated in

10T he estin ate of v=T 1in the broken phase at a given tem perature of course does iIn prove, since the
3-loop part is determm ined by jast this requirem ent. T he discrepancy is due to the fact that the exact
and 3-loop critical tem peratures are di erent, and v=T is strongly tem perature dependent near T..
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Figure 25: The RG -Im proved 2-loop e ective potential (dashed line) and the 3-loop
e ective potentialwih = 50 (solid Ine) form, = 60 G&V at the non-perturbative
critical tam perature T, = 13838 GeV .Note that in this gurewe have expressed in
4dunits [ 49 = 3¢ (T )7L

gs.25, 26. It is clearly seen that perturbation theory cannot quantitatively describe
the phase transition.

102 Com parison w ith other non-perturbative approaches

W e were not abl to m ake a detailed com parison of the results of lattice smulations
w ith all the non-perturbative approaches suggested in literature. For example, in 39]
devoted to the application ofthe -expansion, the authors com pare their resuls to 1-
loop e ective potentialpredictions. A swe argued In )], 1-Joop com putations in 3d have
a considerable unphysical scale dependence, and this fact m akes a direct com parison
di culk. W e could not m ake a com parison w ith the renom alization group approach
in [4Q), either, norw ith @3]. Hence we discuss here 1] and {2,484, 47].

In [B1] it was suggested that the non-perturbative e ects m ay considerably m odify
the e ective potential of the H iggs eld near the origin. A ssum ing that perturbation
theory works in the broken phasse, a m easure of the non-perturbative energy shift at

= 0 was Introduced, .
12h i
Ap = — V (0;T.) V (xT.) : (10.3)
93
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Figure 26: The 2-loop and 3-loop e ective potentials at the corresponding perturbative
critical tem peratures, T, P= 14025 G eV and 136.82 G €V, respectively.

Here T, is the exact value of the critical tem perature. Tt was conctured in 1] that
if Ay ispositive then the phase transition is stronger than predicted by perturbation
theory. In particular, ifAr issu ciently large (say, A r = 04), then the lowerm etasta—
bility tem perature is considerably an aller than the crtical tem perature, and the vev
ofthe Higgs eld at T is substantially larger than it is at the critical tem perature.
T he Jattice sin ulations allow to check the validity of this hypothesis. Let us take for
de nitenessm,; = 60 GeV .Then, Ay isto be found from 3-doop perturbation theory
(2-Joop perturbation theory gives a result o by 20% forthe vev ofthe H iggs eld and

therefore isnot to be used). We get Ay / 008, see g.2%% . I other words, the
phase transition is weaker than predicted by 3-Joop perturbation theory. Hence the
assum ption of the dom inance of the gluonic condensate contribution to the vacuum

energy in the symm etric phase, used in K1], appears not to be satis ed .

In f2] it was suggested that a reasonable description of the symm etric phase can be
achieved w ith the 1-Jdoop Schw ingerD yson equation. From the analysis ofthisequation
it was anticipated that the sym m etric phase can be nterpreted as a H iggs phase whose
param eters are detem ined non-perturbatively. O ne ofthe predictions of this approach

'Tn @] we had another estin ate of the param eter Ay , Ay = 02. The di erence is because in []
2-loop perturbation theory wasused, the 2-loop relations of the lattice and M S schem es were not fully
available, and the proper extrapolation ofthe lattice results to the continuum lin it was not done due
to the lim ited am ount ofdata.
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is that the vector boson m ass in the symm etric phase is an aller than 0273, what is
to be confronted w ith the lattice value m y 1i1g. W e believe that the m ain reason
w hy this approach does not work is because it relies on an accurate description of the
sym m etric phase by 1-loop perturbation theory. In particular, i was estin ated in f42]
that the expansion param eter in the 3d theory is %%, while we nd i to be about 6
tin es lJarger.

In [4G,'477] it was suggested that the introduction ofa \m agneticm ass" m y g=3
In the propagator of the gauge boson will cure the nfrared problem and allow one
to estin ate the m agnitude of non-perturbative e ects. This recipe would e ectively
produce a lnear 3-loop tem w ith a negative coe cient:

Vi() i(1‘[11\24+m§)3:2= im%+§g3 mZ o+ iir; (10 4)
2 2 4
wherem: = g3 =2. This is clearly in contradiction to the existence of the positive
linear tem we ound In the sin ulations.

11 Results for di erent physical 4d theories

So far we have given resuls for the dharacteristics of the phase transition in the
SU (2)+ H iggs m odel using the sin pli ed relations of 4d and 3d param eters given in
egs. £8)-£10). Here we explain how these results can be converted into character—
istics of nitetem perature phase transitions In physical theories where the relations
between 4d and 3d are m ore com plicated. W e also give explicit results for the phase
transition in the 4d SU 2)+ H iggs theory w ithout fem ions, in the 4d SU (2)+ H iggs
theory w ith the ferm ionic content of the Standard M odel, and in the Standard M odel.
To begin wih, lt us restate the cbservables relevant for the phase transition in
term s of properties of the 3d theory alone. The param eters of the 3d theory are
g5;%;y, de ned -n egs. @.8){ @.10). From lattice m easurem ents, one can derive the
expectation value of din ensionless gauge-nvariant observablks, lkeh ¥ (gf)i=g% (one
must use eq. 4J) to change schem e from latticetoM S at = o). Let us denote this
particular expectation valueby %, 3 hY (g5)i=g%. Let Y be the value of 3 In the
broken phase at the crtical point (X.;Vve), and 3 be the di erence ofthe values of Y,
in the broken and sym m etric phases at the critical point, ‘3 = ‘2 3. The crtical
point X.;y.) is determ ned as explained in Sec.5.0. The cbservable *; is related to
the dim ensionless quantity 3 X;y) de ned by
z
exp[ gy s&iy)]= D DAexp( S[;A); (11.1)

through
@ 3 (Xc rYe )

= 112
ey, 3 ( )
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where 3 X;y) = ‘g ;) S ;y) and V3 is the volum e of the system . Fially, we
de ne the din ensionless quantity ; related to the surface tension by
l Pm ax

= lin n ; 113
3 Vi 2g§A ijn’ ( )

in analogy with eq. 65). The observabkes x., yo, 5, ‘3 and 5 are alldin ensionless
quantities de ned strictly inside the 3d theory, are Independent of the param etrization
used In egs. £.8)-@.10), and are m easurabl, in principle, to arbitrary accuracy w ith
Jattice sin ulations, since the lattice counterterm s of the 3d theory are known exactly.
N ext, one needs the relations to 4d. T he relations to 4d consist of two parts:
(@) O ne neads the expressions of the param eters gﬁ, x and y of the 3d theory in termm s
of tam perature and the physical param eters of the 4d theory. For de niteness, ket us
take as one of the physical param eters the poke mass of the Higgs eld, my . Then
the param eters of the 3d theory are of the orm g% = g ny ;T), x = xfny ;T) and

y=ymy;T).
(o) O ne neeads the relation of 3d cbservables to 4d them odynam ics. This relation is
com pletely determ Ined by the equation p(T ) = T@ 3 X;v), which holds apart from

nessential m ass-independent tem s.
U sing the relationsin @) and (), one can relate X, Ve, ‘g’, ‘3and 3 to4d quantities
characterizing the them odynam ics of the phase transition. F irst, from the equations

(
Xe= XMy ;Tc)

114
Ye= Yy ;Tc); ( )

one can solve for the Higgsmassm y and crtical tem perature T, to which the phase
transition in the 3d theory at the point X.;y.) corresoonds. W hen T. is known, one
can caloulate the gauge coupling: % = o5  » ;T.) . Then one can determ ine v2 (T.)=T2,
de ned by v* (T.)=TZ = 2h ¥ 3 (T.)i=T. according to eq. §4), from

vVT) % s 3
= 2 3

T2 Tc 16 2

n ﬁ : 11.5)
Te

The surface tension =T is obtained from

iy (11.6)
Forthe latent heat L = T.p2 () g (T)], one gets
Lo 20% ww
TS T3dr > 0 ren
_ % dy xdvw a1.7)

T2 dT dT dx.



Here we utilized eq. (11 3) togetherw ith the fact that at the critical line, the ©llow ing
tw o equations hold:

3 ®eive) = 07 418
€ s&iy) Wl s&iy), (11.9)
@x dx. @y

N ote that both dx=dT and dy.=dx. In eq. {l1.7) are non—zero through loop corrections:
dx=dT isnon-vanishing due to logarithm ic 1-loop corrections to the din ensional reduc-
tion of the coupling constants gé, 3, and dy.=dx. is non-zero due to loop corrections
Inside the 3d theory (at treelevel, the phase transition takesplace at y = 0 lndependent
ofx). Num erically, dy.=dx. 1 but dx=dT dy=dT , so that in realistic cases

(dx=dT ) [dy.=dx.)
dy=dT

0:02: (11.10)

Hence one does not need to determm ine the deriwvative of the critical Iiney = y. k) w ith
asgood a relative accuracy asthe iimp 3 ofthe orderparam eter at the point x.;vye.) -
If one uses the param etrization ofegs. £.8)-2.10) in eq. {11.7), then dx=dT = 0 and
one gets the expression 1 eq. £3).

To get thevaluesof %, ‘; and ; from the results given i Sec.', one has to use
egs. (I1.3)-f11.7) in the inverse direction, em ploying the param etrization ofegs. £.8)—
©.10). For instance, the surface tension =T_°= 00023 orm, = 60 GeV given
in table 7] corresponds to 3 = 0:0023=0:44015° = 00119 according to egs. (11.6)
and @£.8). The values of x., o, %, ‘3 and 3 obtained this way are shown I the
second block In tablk 10. To go back to 4d units for di erent physical theories, one
needs the true values of gz=T., x°(T.) and y°(T.) . In general, the value of gz=T. di ers
from 044015, so that =T2 di ers from the value in tablk 7, see table 10.

The explicit form of the expressions forg?, x and y in tem s of tem perature and the
physical 4d param eters of the Standard M odel to order g* have been given in [], using
the approxin ation g¢ ¢ . W ith these relations, we can give resuls for the them o
dynam ical properties ofthe EW phase transition. To be m ore precise, we w ill consider
three di erent theordes rem iniscent ofthe EW sector ofthe Standard M odel. A sa start—
ing point, we considerthe casem ;, = my sothatg’= 0. Thisisa SU (2)+ H iggs theory
w ith the ferm ionic content of the Standard M odel. The functionsxmy ;T), ymy ;T)
and g§ My ;T) In thistheory, with m ,, = 175 G eV, have been given In gs. 78 of E_i'].
T he resuls for the phase transition, obtained from the values in the second block in ta-
blel(usingegs. 11.4)-(11.%), are shown in the Hurth block in tablkel1d. Resuls orthe
full Standard M odelcan be cbtained from the SU (2)+ H iggst+ farm jonsm odelby taking
into acoount the U (1)-subgroup perturbatively w ith the help of g.9 in [§]. The results
are in the bottom block in table 10. F inally, we give results also for the SU (2)+ H iggs
m odelw ithout ferm ions. This case is obtained from the SU (2)+ H iggst ferm jonsm odel
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by puttihggy = ngp = g = 0and xingmy = 8022 GeV.The resuls are shown In
the third block in tabl (. In principk, the results for the SU (2)+ H Iggs theory should
allow a comparison with the 4d lattice sinulations in 1, 22, 23]. At present such a
com parison is not rigorously possible, how ever, since the relation ofthe gauge coupling
gt used In 4d sin ulations to continuum physics is not known.

12 A pplications to cosm ology

12.1 The phase transition

T he results of non-perturbative Jattice M C sin ulations allow one to considerably re—
duce the uncertainties associated w ith the dynam ics ofthe electrow eak phase transition.
Strictly speaking, they still refer to a som ew hat unphysical situation, since the U (1)
subgroup present In the electroweak theory isom itted. A swe discussed in the previous
section, the perturbative e ects associated w ith the U (1) subgroup are rather am all;
the estin ate of the non-perturbative e ects requires Jattice sin ulations in the com —
pkte 3d SU 2) U (1)+Higgsm odel. A 1l speci ¢ estin ates in this section are based on
the assum ption (quite reasonable, though) that all perturbative and non-perturbative
e ects ofthe U (1) subgroup are sn all.

Let us reconstruct the picture of the phase transition form ,; = 60 G&V, for which
we have the best lattice data. Forthe M SM wih the top massm, = 175 G&V this
corresoonds to the pole Higgsmass ofmy = 512 G &V, excluded experin entally, but
for a num ber of extensions of the Standard M odel thism ay be quite realistic. Tom ake
the discussion less m odel dependent we w ill use the varable T ; with the help of the
results of fi] and Sec. 11 everything can be re-com puted for any speci cmodel. W e
shall om it here the errorbars from the num bers.

The critical tem perature of the phase transition is T, = 1384 G &V, and the vev-
tam perature ratio at T, isv=T_ = 0:67. T he scalar correlation length in the symm etric
phase is 6=T., and In the broken phase 8=T. . The corresponding vector
correlation lengths are a factor of three shorter. The dom ain wall ssparating the
broken and sym m etric phases has the surface tension 0:002T, 3 and the pro ke of
the scalar eld has asym m etric tails on the di erent sides of the dom ain wall, (%)
exp( KFsp). AtT > T, = 13877 G&V only the symm etric phase is stable, and
atT < T = 1374 only the broken phase is stable, whik in between both phases
can exist sim ull:aneous]y_rz_: . The bubbl nuckation tem perature Tpype liEes som ew here
between T, and T and m ay be estin ated w ith the use ofthe surface tension and latent
heat found on the Jattice.

12 e use here the resuls of subsection :_7-;2 which are the m ost accurate.
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my =35GeV |my =60GeV |my = 70GeV
SU (2)+ Higgs .n 3d Xo 0.01830 0.06444 0.08970
(perturbative) Ve 0.0644 (2) 0.0114 (15) 0.0028 (26)
NE 348(1) 0.493(5) 0312 (7)
v 347(Q) 0508 (17) 0330 (20)
3 0339(1) 0.0401 (7) 0.0253 (9)
SU (2)+ Higgs ;n 3d Xo 0.01830 0.06444 0.08970
(lattice) Ve 0.05904 (56) -0.00146(35) | -0.01531(69)
‘3 407 (@13) 0.491(8) 0302 (18)
v 3.91(13) 05500 (12) 0353 (26)
3 47@1)] 0.0119 (26) ?
SU (2)+ Higgs ;n 4d my=Gev |291 54 4 643
T=G eV 76 85 1326 1512
L=T? 0200 0.0294 0.0194
v=T, 1.74 0.626 0529
=T’ D.071] 0.0017 ?
SU (2)+ H iggs my=G&V { 512 68.0
+ ferm ions T=Ge&v { 89.79 1058
L=T? { 0103 0.0651
v=T, { 0.642 0542
=T} { 0.0019 ?
T he Standard mpy=Ge&v { 512 68.0
M odel T =G eV { 88.93 104 8
L=T; { 0124 0.0769
v=T, { 0.689 0575
=12 { 0.0023 ?

Tabl 10: P roperties of the phase transition In di erent physical 4d theories. The
simulations with m; = 35 GeV do not correspond to any physical pole H iggs m ass
In the SU (2)+ H iggst+ ferm ionsm odel, at least according to the 1-Jloop form ulas for the
couplings used in H1. The errors for the 2-loop perturbative results in the rst block
indicate the e ect of varying in the range 05 o :::20 . The error estin ates

_____

The surface tension measuraments form ; = 35 G&V are in parentheses for reasons
explined in Sec.53. In the 4d resuls, we only show the central value. For the 4d
SU (2)+ H iggs m odel], the additional relative error from the relations to 4d should be
below 1% , and for the SU (2)+ H iggst+ farm ionsm odel, it m ay be a few percent (in the
critical tem perature, the error is an order of m agnitude sn aller) E]. T he last block
conceming the Standard M odel isbased on a purely perturbative estin ate ofthe e ect
of the U (1)-subgroup [, g. 9], and the errors m ay be large if the non-perturbative
e ects related to the U (1)-sector are signi cant.
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The thin wallbubbl nuclkation rate is given by

RS
3T,

= T c4 exp ( ) (121)
whereR .= 2 = isthe radiusofthe crticalbubble, = I:.IT— is the pressure di erence
between the broken and symm etric phases, T = T . Tubbies L is the Jatent heat
of the transition, and  is the prefactor. Estimates for 1n di erent m odels and
approxin ations can be found in {4§,49]. T he bubblk nucleation tem perature is roughly

detem ined from the condition
M

TS

SIS

1roq. 122)

Inserting the lattice num bers to these relations gives an estin ate TT—C " 0001, ie,, the
bubble nucleation tem perature is very close to the critical one, T, ;. = 1383 Gev.
Thesnalhessof T =T_ isdueto factthattheratio *<L?T_ 10 ° isso snall Bd].
Sihoe T =T, T )’ 04 isalso anall, one is in the thin-wall regin e; Indeed, the size
of the bubbles when they nucleate is at least R,/ 110=T_ which ismuch Jarger than
the scalar correlation lengths in the broken and symm etric phases at Tyuppe. Sihce
Tpupbe 1S very close to the critical tem perature, the vev of the Higgs eld at Tpuppe 1S
almostthe sameasat T, .

122 The out of equilbrium condition for electrow eak baryo-
genesis

O ne of the m otivations for the study of the electroweak phase transition is its ap—
plication to electroweak baryogenesis. The rate of the anom alous baryon number
non-conserving processes is high in the symm etric phase B1], but is suppressed by
the Boltzm ann exponent in the broken phase [1]. Baryogenesis occurs at the lst or-
der electroweak phase transition, and the m echanisn -independent constraint on the
strength of the phase transition is that the rate of ferm ion num ber non-conservation
In the broken phase at the bubble nucleation tem perature be an aller than the rate of
universe expansion B2].
W e param etrize the rate of sphaleron transitions in the broken phase as

| |
4 2F on (T) Egn (T)
=T4 _w N .N S-sph A/ —sn =7
4 trN ot T exp T

12.3)
where the factorsN . / 26 and N .’ 53 10 are zero m ode nom alizations (3] and
E on (T) isthe e ective sphaleron m ass at tem perature T . Then the out of equilibrium
constraint reads p2]:

E on Toubbie)=Toupbe > 45: (12 4)
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In principle, thisbound can be converted into an upperbound on the param eter ;=g3,
com pktely de ning the dynam ics of the 3d theory. An exact detem ination of this
bound would require a non-perturbative evaluation of the sphalron rate in the broken
phase (for Jattice sin ulations of topology changing processes in the sym m etric phase,
see B4, 58)) . Unfortunately, this probkm has not been solved yet. Below we w ill esti-
m ate the critical value of 3=g% assum ing that the expansion param eter in the broken
phase is g§=( mr) = 203=( ) { a value ngpired by the higher order com putations
and lattice simulations.

T he best estin ate of the sphalron rate availbbl now is the 1-loop com putation
in BA], where the determ inant of small uctuations was com puted num erically in a
bosonic theory™ . A ccording to 5], the rate in 1-boop approxin ation is just given by
eq. (12.3), where

Een @) _ o 32 T7 » 12.5)
T % g T
and 1y, is the vev to be determ ined from the 1-doop e ective potential (m easured here
In 4d units). A rgum ents In avour of absorption ofthe 1-doop e ects nto the vev ofthe
scalar el have been presented In BY]. Som e num erical values of the function B are:
form, = 0;40;45;50,B = 3:04;3:41;3:44;3:48, correspondingly 60]. W e assum e then
that the exact value of the sphaleron m ass is given by {12.5) plus corrections, and that
=T is to be replaced by the exact gauge-invariant valie v=T detem ined on lattice.
Then the rst correction is of the order A (2=( m))?, where A is a number of the
order ofunity. A conservative lim it on the ratio v=T isobtained when A ispositive, so
that v=T > 122 WetakeB corresponding tom, = 50 G &V ).At this value the 2-loop
correction is about 10% and the 3-Jloop correction is expected to be of the order of 4%
and can be neglected. If, In the contrary, A is negative, we get v=T > 1:49.

Now , we choose the weaker constraint v=T > 122 and convert it Into an upper lin it
onm, . Sihce we do not have Jattice sinulations for the whole range of m,; values
from 35 G&V to 60 G&V, we take the 2-loop predictions for v=T ; as we discussed, this
is accurate w ithin a few percent. W e nd that ifm ; ’ 42 GeV then v=T.= 122. The
bubbl nuckation tem perature is som ew hat am aller than the critical tem perature. The
thin wall approxin ation for the tunneling rate is not applicabl here. A ssum ing that
the perturbative description of bubble nuckation is valid in this region of the H iggs
m asses, we estin ate that v=T at the nuclkation tem perature is about 20% larger than
at the crtical tem perature. T his is derived by de ning the bounce for the action

1 2
> @ )+ Voo () 12.6)

1°Recently the ferm jonic detem inant in the background of a sphaleron was computed in [l
T he authors concluded that the ferm ionic contribution suppresses the rate and is num erically very
In portant. However, the e ect of fem ions can be absorbed into the de nition of the 3d coupling
constants; after this the ferm jonic contrbution is negligble, see [_52_§]
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num erically, and requiring that the valie of the bounce action is/ 140 (see, eg., 61]).
Forexample, form, = 43GeV, T, = 1086 GeV, v(T_)=T, = 1:16, Tyumpe = 1063
G eV, V Truvbe)=Toube = 1:43. Then the requirement v=T > 122 givesm; < 46 G€&V.
T he perturbative acoount of the U (1) factor m akes the phase transition stronger rst
oxder, correcting thisbound by a factor

S

1(2+ 1
3 s i

) 12.7)

ollow ng from the 1-loop e ective potential. We then nally get m , <50 G&V. If
the correction to the sphalron rate is in fact negative, then the number is an aller,
about 45 G &V . It is Interesting to note that this bound is very close to the niial
1-dboop com putation in B2]. W e stress, however, that these estin ates are subfct to
veri cation by the fiture lattice sin ulations of the theory w ith the U (1) subgroup and
to non-perturbative evaluation of the sphaleron rate.

From eg. £.9),m, < 50 GeV correspondsto x < 0043 andm, < 45GeV tox <
0:034. To summ arize, the upper lim it to the param eter 3=g§ Inthe3d SU 2) U @)+
H iggs theory is likely to be

3=g% < 004: (12.8)

In order to de ne the constraints ollow ng from this requirem ent on the particlke
goectrum ofthe underlying 4d theory, one has to express this ratio through the physical
param eters ofthe 4d theory at the critical tem perature. T his com putation m ay be quite
involved ], but it isvery clean from the physics point of view and doesnot contain any
Infrared divergencies. An essential point is that only 1-doop graphs need e com puted.
Indeed, a 1-loop com putation provides O ( ?) accuracy in the coupling constants of
the e ective theory. M oreover, the critical tem perature enters to the ratio (2.8) only
through logarithm s, so that even a 1-loop estin ate of it w ill give su cient accuracy.

T he application of the constraint ofeq. {@2.8) to the case of the M inin al Standard
M odel ollow s inm ediately from g. 8 of B]. Indeed, ifm = 175 G &V, then no Higgs
m ass can ensure the necessary requirem ent ofeq. @2.9)1%. Ifthe top quark were lighter,
then som e Jow H iggsm ass value m ight be possbl, see g. 2.

A ccording to [62] the phase transition in theM SSM occurs in the sam eway as it does
in theM SM . Iftrue, then M SSM also fails In generating a su ciently strong rst order
phase transition. The two H iggs doublet m odel has m ore freedom , and the resuls of
[63] ndicate that the constraint {12.8) can be satis ed there.

1To6 be m ore precise, the com putations in Ej] relating the physical m asses of the W boson and
H iggs particle to the param eters of M S schem e break down if the physical H iggs m ass is close to the
Colem anW einberg lim it. In this 1im it the higher order Yukawa corrections start to be im portant in
the procedure of dim ensional reduction as well. So, it is not exclided that H iggs m asses close to the
Colem anW einberg 1im it are still possble.
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Figure 27: The critical value x. = 3:g§ as a function of the physical H iggs m ass

my and the top quark massm ¢, . In general, X depends on the H iggs m ass, the top
m ass and logarithm ically on the tem perature. In calculating x., we have solved the
tem perature from the equation y = 0, which according to table 1 is very close to
the true critical value of y.. The an all error n T, does not a ect x. much due to the
logarithm ic dependence. The value of the din ensionkess U (1)-coupling gy=g; is not
shown in this gure; i isg¥=g5;  03.

13 Conclusions

The 3d form alisn , developed In the series of papers [L1-F],[16] provides a powerfil
tool for the study of phase transitions in weakly coupled gauge theordies. Ik factorizes
the perturbative and non-perturbative physics and allow s one to construct e ective 3d
theories, descrbing in a universalway phase transitions in a large class of underlying
4d theordes. The e ective theories n 3d contain bosons only, and m ay be used for high
precision lattice M onte C arlo sin ulations.

In thispaper we reported on lattice sin ulations in the 3d SU )+ H iggsm odel, which
is an e ective theory for the SU (2) sector ofthe M SM and its extensions. T he nature
of the phase transition at moderate Higgs massesmy < my is clard ed, and the
resuls presented here form an \experin ental" basis for di erent theoretical schem es
attem pting to describe strong coupling phenom ena at T T.

From the phenom enological point of view , to ourm ind, the m ost interesting further
problam s to be solved are the roke ofthe U (1) factor In the phase transition, and the
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rate of the sphaleron transitions in the broken phase near T.. The solution ofthe st
problem on the lattice is a straightforw ard generalization ofthe SU (2) case considered
In this paper. The non-perturbative estin ate of the sohalron rate is a much m ore
com plicated problem , and it is even not clear how it can be solved in principle.
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A ppendix A

In this Appendix we rederive the result (I1.76-78) forh ¥ i in theh (loop) expansion
In the broken phase of the 3d SU (2)+ H iggs theory writing it in a m ore explicit and
com plkte form , and discuss the param etrisation of the 3-loop temm s (the statistical
uncertainties do not allow a detem ination of the 4-Jdoop tem s). The com putation
takes place In three steps: rst nd the potential (gauge and dependent), then nd
the value V (v) of the potential at its broken m ninum (gauge independent but
dependent)™, and nally calculate the condensate from

dv (v)

hY ()i=
()1 anZ()

: @Al

T he starting point is the potential up to 3 loops ( is a Joop counting param eter) :
V = Vo + hv, + h?V, + h’V;: @ 2)
Perturbative com putation givesV in the form V =V mm¢;m;m,; ; ), where

1
mr =g ; m?=mi()+33 % mi=mi()+ 3 *: @ 3)

Thus, equivalently V.= V m3( ); ; ). Here, n contrast to eq. A 1), denotes the
realH iggs eld.

15 N ote that we have sin pli ed notation here: by v we m ean the the location of the m nimnum of
the e ective potential, previously denoted by . The v used here should not be confiised w ith the
v (T ) used previously and de ned asv? (T )=T?= 2h ¥ (T)i=T.
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T he tree and 1-loop potentials are

1 1
w=-?a>%23% @ 4)
— i 3 3 3y.
vV, = 12 fm;+mj+ 3m3); @ b5)

and the 2-loop part in the Landau gauge is In eg. (I.33), in the general covariant gauge
in @3]and I theR ( ) gauge in 44]. T he 3-loop potential is near the classical broken
m ininum of the general form

QVy fon 1 21, 1,2 g3 m2

Vy= —= 4+ - Zloo4Ind BT g 6
 em216 2  "m. 2 128 2" @ pm, @ pdmri @0
where a 1
Vl 2 3
= @i+ 3my; h? =2 @ )
@m% 8 14 g_gl

and is a com plicated function of the m asses, whith we only need near the broken
m inimum . Note that h in eq. @ .J7) di ers from the de nition i eq. @ 11).

The dependent tem s 0f V3 are known (eg. (I.70)) sihce they should cancel the

dependence 0fV; s0 astom ake the dependence ofV; + V3 to be of order h°.

T he tem s proportional to powers of 1=m , are singular at the tree m nimum of the
potential. They dentically cancelwhen the value of the potential at the m ininum is
com puted perturbatively, see below .

T he e ective potential itself is gauge dependent but itsvalue in the broken m inin um
is gauge Independent (put dependent on the scale ). Them inimum isde ned by

QV m3(); ;
@30 i) _ . a5
@
D enoting the solution of this equation by = v one can solve for it In the loop h)
expansion :
V¥ = v, + v, + h'v, + 0 07); @.9)
w ith the result
2
ms5 ()
V%O) = 73F @ 10)
2 3 4
vy = — V()= h+ 5 Mr; @ 11)
3 4 h
By = SRRV VR
o = V1 V)V ) —3V2((0)) @ 12)
3
93 8 m; 4 2,
S 32 > E+m—2 1+E 3V2(V%0))
3 3 8 4 5h h® 3h? 1
=i—23+— 1+ — +1 — H+— —+ :
16 2 16 h3 h3 4 2 8 2+ h



Here V) (v ) etc. mean writing V, = V,, (m %; ), taking partial derivative w ith respect
to ? and evaluating the result at the saddk point value @& 10). H ereby one w ill need
the saddle point values of the m asses:

g -
m;=hm, = 2m3(); m,= 0: @ 13)

T he saddle point values satisfy the equations

dm ¢ 1 dm , 1
= ; = — @ 14)

2 4 2
dm £ h?m ¢ dm § mi

The pole term s 1=m, in @ 12) cancel before taking the Imitm, ! 0. These arise

when taking derivatives of V; mg;Vz my;Vs 1=m,, etc. In gauge nvariant

quantities calculated below they cancel and will not be explicitly w ritten down.
Inserting (A 9) to @ 2) and expanding one gets

h i h 1 i
V) = Vot+thvi+h*v, 1w +hPvs+ wl+ Evf%ffl))xﬁl) ; (A 15)

where all quantities on the RH S should be evaluated at the saddle point values @ 13).
N ote that v* is only needed up to 1 loop.

T he potential at the m inimum thus is the potential evaluated at the classicalm ini-
mum oorrected by som e tem s, related to oneparticle reduchble diagram sand calculable
In tem s of potentials of lower order. The result for the 3-loop oneparticle reducble
contrbution is

1 3 4 £ 1
0 _ > - 2m 4 =
W, + Evlmvfl))vz(l) = h+ =z M1 ar Jong + 5 +
g.4
+ e )M —=— + @ 16)
@)
+£ +}h3 Zg—gﬂ.
128 2 @ ¥m,'
where
9 4 1, .
ase @) = e h+ﬁ (Eh 21)Iog3+ K Iogh +

+@ 3f+hY)loge+h) H@+h*)og@d+ h)+

21 6 5 11 2
= — Zh ©®* p©r+ =n' : @ 17)
2 h? 4 16 2+ h
D e ning further
17 , 1.,
fz(h)=?+h 5h; @ 18)
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£ 3 17 1
=r=> —=+3* —n'; @ 19)
g3 8 2 2
L 12 13
ah) = @ hZ+Zh)]og(2+h) 2h+Zh 5h+
+lh4Jo (3h) 2110 3 36 lh4 @ 20)
4 I o 9 2 nz 4’
the vacuum energy density is
4
ms() h 3
\ = —m; 6+ h) +
v) ) T 2 ( )
3¢7 1
+h’m2 —2 f og— + = + +
T64 2 2(‘h’) ng 2 C&(-h)
+h’ he o g — + L,
m — N —
' h2 @ ) my 2
h i 4
93
+ ach)+  (h) @) @ 21)

Computihg @V (v)=@m 3 gives the nal result for the scalar condensate in loop ex—
pansion :

= + nh—-= @A 22)

& F 16 27

ms ()

2 3

1 6 mqy ()
— h+ —

+4 +hz g%

L1 £ h) Db t)
2,84 g2 2O @

1 9z fon 6 1

h+ — — = - ;

@ yhm, () ¢ e Fn, z " oe=®r 0

w here the di erent loop contributions are on di erent lnes and where (h) is the 3-
loop quantity to be determ ined. Note how the general dependence arises from an
Incom plete cancellation between the tree and 2-loop tem s and how the dependence
of the 1-Joop term is com pensated to order n’ by the 3-loop tem .

A ppendix B
In this appendix we describe an \in proved" version of the 2-loop e ective potential in

Landau gauge used for the com putation of the scalar condensate at di erent tem pera—
tures by the \C olem an-W einberg" m ethod.
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Tt was pointed out in 4] (see also Appendix A) that the e ective potential in the
Landau gauge contains singularties at the classical treem Inin um , w here the G oldstone
m ass

_ 2 2
m;=m3+ 3 °; B .1)
vanishes. T he order of leading singularities on the n—-loop levelcan be found from power
counting:

= —0—=x B 2)

where the C, are som e coe cients. T hese tem s are not dangerous if the location of
the m ninum of the e ective potential is far enough from the treedevel value (this
is the Colem an-W einberg regin e) . However, desp In the broken phase the quantum
corrections are sm all, the G odstonem assm , is close to zero and tem s lke B 2) m ay
becom e In portant. A s we discussed in Sec. 5 of [4], due to the singular tem s the
com putation of the ground state energy by the CW m ethod, needed for the estim ate
of the value of the condensate h ¥ i, di ers from the straightforward h expansion
descrbed in Appendix A by fractional powers of h; at n loops, the di erence is of
orderh® 2. T particular, since the e ective potential is known up to two loops, the
di erence between the two m ethods is of order h? . This is unacceptable since the
h*-contribution to the e ective potential is to be detem ined.

Below we show how this disadvantage of the CW m ethod can be ram oved, so that
the CW m ethod can be used both near and far from the critical tem perature.

Them ain idea is to rede ne the 2-loop potential, ncluding in it all lkading sihgular-
Ities:

VoS = Vopop + V1 ® 3)
n=3

In this way, the expression for the ground state energy becom es analytic in h, as it
must be in the broken phass, where there are no m assless physical excitations. It is
Interesting that the requiram ent that the h? correction be absent in the expression for
the ground state energy is powerflil enough to determm ine the structure of the kading
singularities.

Let us rew rite the tree and 1-loop e ective potentials in the ollow ng fom :

1 h 1
Vo= —2z% Vi= —[Fm. +m_ + 32°] —mZz*+ 0 &%): 4
0 43 4 1 12 [ W H ] 23 G ( ) (B )
q__
Heremy = 2g; ( md)= ;andmj = 2m} are the treeJevel values of the W and

Higgsmasses, z= m, and

2 3

—my): B 5)
gg H

3h
mg = 8_9§(mw +
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Then the solution to the m inin ization equatjon@g—j= 0 has the fom
2 _ 2 2.
zZ2=m; + 0 h2): ®B .6)

N ow , ifthis solution isused In com puting the values ofthe sihgularparts ofthe e ective

--- 5
potential n eq. B 2), one can see that any of the n-loop contrbutions is of orderhz .
Sihce such a term must be absent, we get

V(2 =m?Z)= 0: ®.7)

n=1

T herefore, the whole sum m ust have the form

. h

VI = (2 md) ® 8)

n=1 4
In order to reproduce correctly the known l-loop tem Z, which is non-analytic
in z2.

In this derivation the explicit form of the 2-doop potential was not used, so that
the prediction of the term non-analytic in h’m ay be com pared w ith the direct 2-loop
com putation. From ], the non-analytic temm s on the 2-loop kvel are

. h* 9 2 5 3h
v, = — = + Zmy)m,= —mZz; 9
2 (4)249§(ﬂ1w = g )M 2 g MeZi ®.9)
indeed coinciding w ith the h expansion ofeq. B 4).

To oconclude, the inproved form of the e ective potential, which reproduces the

correct structure of the h expansion of the ground state energy, has the form

3
:omg)  gmimg; ® 10)

where the last tet m ust be subtracted In order to avoid double-counting. Tt is this
potential which was used for the com putation of the scalar condensate at xed tem —
perature by the CW m ethod in Sec.4.

In proved __ 2
Vowop = Vaampmy ! m5  mg)

Appendix C

Here we calculate the W and H iggs correlators In the 3d theory ofeq. @.1) at 1-oop
order. T he Lagrangian m asses of the vector, H iggsand G oldstone eldsareineq. @_3).
W ih thesem asses, the radiatively corrected propagators of the vector and H iggs elds
are of the form

. =2
miCpREL - P BB P 5 Proiudinalpar;
o 1 _
h,( p)ip)l = 7+ m? F ) ca)
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To calculate the selfenergies ", ®, one needs the basic integrals
Z

Aym?) = dp—r = I, C 2)
0 pp2+m2 4 7
z 1
B, &k*m2;m2) = 4
o smma) TP+ millp+ K7+ m)
' mi+m i(é)i=?
_ 1 [SRLE! , i) : C 3)

8 ()2 mytm,+ k)2

T he ntegration m easure here is

whered= 3 2

T he contrbutions ofthe diagram sin  g.28 a to the vector selfenergy " ineg. 1)
are (V is a vector, S a scalar, and  a ghost propagator; K is the Euclidian extemal
m om entum )

g h m? m2)2i
5 = 2 Bokimim) i+ 2@t my)+ —

+Bo k¥ mZ;m2) k% + 4m?)

h ig2 2

2 2, M1 My 5 5

t Aoy Rofmy) —— R@my) 3y C 5)
W 222, 5 k* ké 1
vy = 9 Bok’mi;m3:) 5k 4mT+E T

e emi)

i
+B k*;mZ;0) 3 6KmZ + my)

4m 1 k2 _
+B o k2;0;0) I]i +Ao(m§)hl—52 l;’%+ 0{1;725)21; C .6)
v = %Bo(kz;mf;mi)h ¥ 2mi+ 6m2 _(mszmi)Zi
+Bo(k2;m§,'0)@
+Ao(m§)hl+m§k2 %i+A0¢n§)1—§ ; C 7)
"= %kZBoa@;O;m; C 8)
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For the 1-Joop contributions to the H iggs selfenergy ® i eq.

g2h i

fAMmiH 3Rom?) ; C .9)
8 2 2

§g3Ao(mT): C 10)

the diagram s in  g.28 b the results

H
SS

vv

<m

R eferences

h i
6% 7?3Bok mi;m)+ Byk*;m5m3) ; C 11)
3 h i
gr;iz Bo(kz;m%;mi)k4+ 4k2m§+ 8m§
T
2B, k*;m 2;0) k* + m2)?
+B, k*;0;00k* 2R @mz)mi ; C 12)
3g§B(k2’ 2., th4+2k2 2_|_ 2+ 2 22i
Amz PO jm L ;m5) fm:y +m3)+ my m3)
T
By (k*;m 5;0) k* + m 5)?
h i
+AomZ)mi mi ¥ Amimi ; (C 13)
h ) 2i
33A0(m1)+A0(mz); (C.14)
3 2
EgiAo(mT): C 15)
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