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1 Introduction

The 3d SU(2)� U(1)+Higgs m odelis a universal theory for the description of the
electroweak phasetransition in thestandard electroweak theory and m any extensions
thereof,including the M SSM [1{5](fora m otivation ofthe study ofthe electroweak
phase transition,see [1{4]). In the present paper,we study with lattice sim ulations
thedom inantSU(2)+Higgspartofthetheory,de�ned by theLagrangian

L =
1

4
F
a
ijF

a
ij + (D i�)

y(D i�)+ m
2
3�

y
� + �3(�

y
�)2: (1.1)

The procedure ofdim ensionalreduction [2],[6{13]allows one to com pute perturba-
tively therelationship between thetem peratureT and thephysicalparam etersofthe
underlying 4d electroweak theory oritsextensions,and the param etersofthe 3d the-
ory.Concreteform ulaefortheSU(2)+Higgsm odeland M SM can befound in [5](see
also below).
The aim ofthe presentpaperisto study the 3d SU(2)+Higgsm odel,especially its

phasediagram ,on thelattice.W econ�neourselvestoasm allratio�3=g23 < 1=8,which
in 4d term scorrespondsto thecaseofsm allHiggsm asses,m H < m W � 80 GeV.This
case seem s to be the m ost interesting one forcosm ologicalapplications,because the
phasetransition atleastin thisregion isof�rstorder.
First M onte Carlo results on the electroweak phase transition using a 3d e�ective

theory have already been given in [1,3],see also [14,15]. In com parison with [1,3]
we considerably extend num ericalcalculations. This m akes it possible to determ ine
forthe �rsttim e orm ore accurately than previously a num berof�nite T quantities
such as latent heat,correlation lengths, interface tension, m agnitude ofthe higher
orderperturbativeterm s,etc.An essentialingredientin theincreased accuracy isthat
the continuum -lattice m apping form ulae,which are exact in 3d,are now known [4,
16]. Thus the continuum lim it V ! 1 ;a ! 0 can be carried out under controlled
conditions.Prelim inaryresultsofthesim ulationsdescribed herewerepublished in [17].
LatticeM onteCarlostudiesofthe4d SU(2)+Higgsm odelhavebeen reported in [18{

23].W henevercom parison can bem ade,theresultsarein agreem entwithin errorbars.
However,the3d approach used in thispapergivesm uch sm allererrorsthan the4d one.
M onteCarlosim ulationsoftheO (4)purescalartheory in 3d with anon-analyticcubic
term havebeen perform ed in [14].Thespectrum ofexcitationsin thistheory,however,
isvery di�erentfrom thatoftheSU(2)m odel,so thatcom parison isnotpossible.
Thepaperisorganized asfollows.In Section 2 wepresentthebasicrelationsforthe

3dSU(2)+Higgsm odelin continuum and onlattice.In Section 3wedescribetheM onte
Carlo updatealgorithm .In Section 4 westudy thepropertiesofthebroken phaseand
theconvergenceofperturbation theory there.Section 5isa latticeinvestigation ofthe
phasetransition fordi�erentvaluesofthescalarself-coupling.In Section 6wem easure
thedi�erentcorrelation lengths,and in Section 7westudythem etastability region and
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thepropertiesofthesym m etricphase.Section 8containsashortaccountofsim ulations
with a largerHiggsm ass,and in Section 9 we discuss the problem ofstudying large
Higgsm assesm oregenerally.In Section 10 wesum m arizetheinform ation acquired on
latticeaboutthepropertiesofthe3dSU(2)+Higgstheory,andcom paretoperturbation
theory and tosom enon-perturbativeapproaches.In Section 11werelatethe3d lattice
resultsto 4d continuum physics.Section 12 isa discussion ofsom eim plicationsofour
resultsto cosm ology.Theconclusionsand proposalsforfuturework arein Section 13.
Readers notinterested in detailsoflattice sim ulations could check tables 5-7,and

go directly to Section 10,which containsa sum m ary ofthenon-perturbativeresults.
In thispaperweuseresultsfrom [2]and [4].Allreferencesto speci�cform ulaefrom

these papers are indicated by Iand IIfollowed by the num ber ofthe corresponding
expression.

2 3d theory in continuum and on lattice

To m ake the paperself-contained,we sum m arize here the essentialpropertiesofthe
3d theory in continuum and on lattice. A m ore detailed discussion can be found
in [4,5,16].
Thetwocouplingsg23 and�3 ofthetheoryineq.(1.1)havethedim ensionalityofm ass.

They do notpossessultravioletrenorm alization and,say,in the M S schem e are scale
(�) independent. The m ass squared ofthe scalar �eld has a linear and logarithm ic
divergence on the 1-and 2-loop levels,respectively. In the M S schem e the relation
between thescalarm assand therenorm alization-group invariantparam eter�m is

m
2
3(�)=

f2m

16�2
log

�m

�
; (2.1)

where,in theSU(2)+Higgstheory,

f2m =
51

16
g
4
3 + 9�3g

2
3 � 12�23: (2.2)

Since allthe three param eters of the 3d theory are dim ensionful, the theory is
uniquely �xed by giving three param eters,thegaugecoupling ofdim ension m assand
two dim ensionlessratios:

g
2
3; x �

�3

g23
; y �

m 2
3(g

2
3)

g43
=

1

g43

f2m

16�2
log

�m

g23
: (2.3)

Renorm alization introducesan interm ediate m assscaleon which thephysicsdoesnot
depend.
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The3d theory ofeq.(1.1)isdescribed on a latticewith thelatticeconstanta by the
action

S = �G
X

x

X

i< j

(1�
1

2
TrPij)+

� �H
X

x

X

i

1

2
Tr�y(x)Ui(x)�(x + i)+ (2.4)

+
X

x

1

2
Tr�y(x)�(x)+ � R

X

x

[
1

2
Tr�y(x)�(x)� 1]2:

Thethreedim ensionlessparam eters�G ;�H ;�R ofeq.(2.4)arein thecontinuum lim it
a ! 0relatedtothethreedim ensionlessparam etersg23a;x;ybythefollowingequations:

g
2
3a =

4

�G
; (2.5)

x =
1

4
�3a�G =

�R �G

�2H
; (2.6)

y =
�2G

8

�
1

�H
� 3�

2x�H
�G

�

+
3�� G

32�
(1+ 4x)+

+
1

16�2

��
51

16
+ 9x� 12x2

��

ln
3�G
2

+ �

�

+ 5:0+ 5:2x
�

: (2.7)

Eq.(2.7)dependson severalconstantsarising from lattice perturbation theory;� =
3:17591,� = 0:09 and the two num bers 5.0 and 5.2,speci�c for SU(2)+Higgs the-
ory,and com puted in [16]. Thisreference also givesthe analogousnum bersforsom e
otherrelevant3d theories.Notethatthelogarithm ic2-loop term on thesecond linein
eq.(2.7)isabsolutely necessary with theaccuracy which we have in ourlatticesim u-
lations.Forinstance,changing thenum ber5.0 in the2-loop partby 0.05 changesthe
criticaltem perature by an am ount equalto the statisticaluncertainty in one ofour
latticesim ulations(138.38� 0.05 GeV).
W hen thelatticeconstantaisvaried,eqs.(2.5{2.7)de�neforthe�xed param etersg23,

x,y ofeq.(2.3)a curve,theconstantphysicscurve(CPC),in thespaceof�G ;�H ;�R.
Allthecurvesend in thepoint(1 ;1=3;0)fora ! 0.
The above discussion wasentirely con�ned to the 3d theory. Asexplained in [5],a

single3d theory isthee�ective theory ofa largeclassof�niteT �eld theoriesand we
shalllatergiveseveralquantitativeexam plesofthis.Foreach 4d theory oneseparately
hasto establish the transform ation from the physicalparam etersofthe 4d theory to
g23;x;y.FortheStandard M odelthesearegiven in [5].
Since the use ofthe 3d param etersg23;x;y isratherunillum inating,we shallin the

presentation oflatticeresultsreplacethem by a \Higgsm ass" m �
H and \tem perature"

T� using thefollowing equations:

g
2
3 � 0:44015T�; (2.8)
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x =
�3

g23
= � 0:00550+ 0:12622h2; (2.9)

y =
m 2

3(g
2
3)

g43
(2.10)

= 0:39818+ 0:15545h2 � 0:00190h4 � 2:58088
(m �

H )
2

(T�)2
;

where

h �
m �

H

80:6GeV
: (2.11)

Theseequationsfollow from thetree-levelform ulae

g = 2=3;� =
1

8
g
2(m

�
H )

2

m 2
W

; m W = 80:6GeV; m D =

s

5

6
gT = 0:60858T; (2.12)

from aform ularelatingm 2
3(�)to4dquantities(I.66),andfrom asubsequentintegration

overtheA 0-�eld [2].Each quoted setof(m �
H ;T

�)can with eqs.(2.8{2.10)beconverted
to a set ofg23;x;y,which fora given theory can,as discussed in Sec.11,in turn be
converted to a precise setofvaluesforthe zero-tem perature poleHiggsm assand the
physicaltem perature. For the SU(2)+Higgs theory without ferm ions the di�erence
between the sim pli�ed param eters m �

H ,T
� and the physicalparam eters is relatively

sm all.
In studying the phase structure ofthe 3d theory we search for a criticalcurve in

the (x;y)-plane. On the tree levelthiscurve isthe line y = 0: fory > 0 the theory
isin a sym m etric,fory < 0 in a broken phase. In 1-or2-loop perturbation theory
thelinesplitsin three:a criticalcurvey = yc(x)and upperand lowerendsy = y� (x)
ofm etastability branches. On the criticalcurve the system can existin two di�erent
phaseswith thesam evacuum energy �vac butdi�erentvaluesofvariousgaugeinvariant
condensateslikeh�y�i.Thebroken phaseexistsfory < y+ (x),thesym m etricphasefor
y > y� (x).Oneknowsthatperturbation theory can neverconclusively determ ine the
curve y = yc(x)orthe jum psofvariousgauge invariantcondensateslike h�y�iacross
the curve,and the m ain purpose ofthe lattice M onte Carlo study isto do this. For
instance,one isinterested in knowing whetherthe curve y = yc(x)continuesto large
(> 1=8)valuesofx orwhetheritterm inates.Ourpresentsim ulationsdo notprovide
an answerto thelastquestion.
W hen perform ing sim ulationswith theaction (2.4),theprocedureissom ewhatdif-

ferent depending on whether one is perform ing sim ulations at som e �xed (x;y) or
whetheroneissearching forthecriticalcurvey = yc(x).
Assum e �rstthatone isstudying the system ,e.g.,determ ining correlation lengths

orthe value ofh�y�i,atsom e �xed (x;y). The procedure then isasfollows. Choose
som e �G which then gives the lattice constant a. The value of�G on an N 3 lattice
should satisfy theconstraintsthatthesm allestcorrelation length islargerthan a and
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thelargestcorrelation length issm allerthan N a.Theform errequirem entgivesalower
lim itfor�G and thelatteralowerlim itforN .Since(x;y)are�xed,eq.(2.7)givesthe
value of�H and eq.(2.6)the value of�R . Sim ulate the system with these valuesfor
largerand largerN and perform an extrapolation to N ! 1 .Choosethen largerand
largervaluesof�G (sm allerand sm allera)doing alwaysthesam e.Thesetofdi�erent
extrapolationsto N ! 1 can then beextrapolated to �G ! 1 (a ! 0),which isthe
�nalcontinuum lim it.
W hen searching for the criticalcurve yc(x),one can in the beginning only �x the

value ofx. Then one again �rst chooses �G subject to the constraints given above,
sim ulates the system forvarious �H with �R = x�2H =�G and �nds the value of�H ;c.
Extrapolating at�xed �G to N = 1 givesa value�H ;c(N = 1 )which using eq.(2.7)
can be converted to a value ofy(x)atthisa. The extrapolation to a ! 0 iscarried
outasbeforeand givesthe�naly = yc(x).

3 T he M onte C arlo update algorithm

The lattice spacing a and the linear lattice size N a are constrained by the length
scalessetby the W and Higgsm asses: a � 1=m W (T)< 1=m H (T)� N a (assum ing
m H (T) < m W (T)). Even though this requirem ent is m uch m ilder than the 4d one
(a � 1=T) [4],in m any cases it stillm andates quite large lattice sizes (our largest
volum e is 502 � 200). Therefore, it is im portant that the update algorithm be as
e�cientaspossible.
The gauge �eld update isnotqualitatively di�erentfrom the standard SU(2)pure

gauge update,in spite ofthe hopping term Tr�y(x)Ui(x)�(x + i)in the action. To
updatethegaugelinksweusetheconventionalre
ection overrelaxation and Kennedy-
Pendleton heatbath [24]m ethods. Allthe gauge �eld m odesare m uch ‘faster’than
theHiggsm odes,i.e.,they havem uch shorterautocorrelation tim es.
Due to the
atnessofthe Higgspotential,the ‘slow’m odesofthesystem areasso-

ciated with the radialsectorofthe Higgs�eld � = R V ,R � 0,V 2 SU(2).In what
followswesum m arizethem orenon-standard m ethodsweusetoincreasethee�ciency
oftheupdateprogram .

G lobalradialupdate. Firstim provem entcom esfrom m ultiplying the radialpart
oftheHiggs�eld atalllocationssim ultaneously by thesam e factor:R(x)! e�R(x),
where � is random ly chosen from a constant distribution around zero: � 2 [� �;�].
Underthisupdate,the action (2.4)changesas�S(�)= ae2� + be4� � a� b,where a
and barethesum softheterm sproportionalto R 2 and R 4 in theaction.Accounting
forthem easurefactors,theupdateisaccepted with theM etropolisprobability p(�)=
m in(1;exp[4V � � �S(�)]),whereV isthevolum eofthesystem .
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Them ultiplication factore� hastobevery closetounity in orderforp(�)tobenon-
negligible.In practice,wechoose� from awindow ofwidth � 0:05{0.001around zero,
depending on the volum e. The width ofthe window ischosen so thatthe acceptance
isapproxim ately 60{70% .
In �g.1 weshow theautocorrelation functionsforan m �

H = 60,�G = 8 system on a
143 latticewith both (a)localM etropolisand (b)local+ globalupdate.Even though
thechangein R(x)in each globalm ultiplication isvery sm all,thegain overonly local
M etropolis/heatbath isabouta factorof5.The additionalcostoftheglobalupdate
in term sofcpu tim e isnegligible,since itinvolvesonly oneaccept/rejectstep forthe
wholevolum e.

H iggs �eld overrelaxation. Letusparam etrize the Higgs�eld as� = � ���,� =
0:::3,�� 2 R ,where �i are Paulim atrices and �0 is the 2� 2 unit m atrix. From
eq.(2.4)weseethatthelocalpotentialoftheHiggs�eld atlocation x is

V [�(x)]= � ��(x)F�(x)+ R(x)2 + �R (R(x)
2 � 1)2 (3.1)

whereR 2 = ���� and F� isthesum ofthehopping term s

F�(x)= �H
1

2
Tr��[

X

i= 1;2;3

�y(x � i)Ui(x � i)+ �y(x + i)U y

i(x)]: (3.2)

Thisform seem stosuggestseparateupdatestepsfortheradialand SU(2)-com ponents
oftheHiggs�eld.However,thisisnottheoptim alm ethod:even though theoverrelax-
ation fortheSU(2)direction can bereadily perform ed,updating theradialcom ponent
becom esquitecom plicated.In thiscasetheoverrelaxation step R ! R 0would require
�nding R 0so that

[dG(R)=dR]� 1exp[� G(R)]; where G(R)= V (R)� logR3; (3.3)

rem ains invariant (here we use a notation where the x-dependence ofthe variables
is suppressed) . This can be approxim ated by �nding a solution R 0 to the equation
G(R 0) = G(R),and perform ing a M etropolis accept/reject step using the probabil-
ity weight[dG(R)=dR]=[dG(R 0)=dR 0]. This update hasbeen used in 4d Higgsm odel
sim ulations[25,21]. However,the acceptance rate isonly � 80% ,and the algorithm
behavesdynam ically ratherlikea heatbath orM etropolisupdate.
A m ore e�cient m ethod is to update the Higgs variables in the plane de�ned by

4-dim ensionalvectors�� and F�,using the Cartesian com ponentsof�� paralleland
perpendicularto F�:

X = ��f� ; Y� = �� � X f� ; (3.4)

wheref� = F�=F and F =
q

F�F�.In term sofX and Y� eq.(3.1)becom es

V [�]= � X F + (1+ 2�R (Y
2 � 1))X2 + �R (X

4 + Y
4): (3.5)
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Now we can update theX and Y com ponentsof� separately:overrelaxation in Y is
sim ply there
ection Y� ! Y 0

� = � Y�,or�0� = � �� + 2X f� (thisisexactly equivalent
to theconventionalSU(2)re
ection overrelaxation procedure).In orderto perform an
exactoverrelaxation to theX -com ponent,weneed to �nd X 0so that

[dV (X 0)=dX 0]� 1exp[� V (X0)]= [dV (X )=dX ]� 1exp[� V (X )]: (3.6)

To solve thisequation we would have to resortto iterative num ericalm ethods,which
can be costly in term sofcpu-tim e. Instead,we used the following approxim ation to
the overrelaxation (3.6): we �nd the solution to equation V (X 0)= V (X )and accept
X 0with theprobability

p(X 0)= m in(p0;1); p0 =
dV (X )=dX

dV (X 0)=dX 0
: (3.7)

Since V (X )is a fourth order polynom ial,solving the equation V (X 0)= V (X )boils
down to �nding zerosto a third orderpolynom ial(wealready know onezero X 0= X ,
which can be factored out). In allrealistic cases the param eters ofV (X ) are such
that there always is only one other realroot,and it is straightforward to write a
closed expression for X 0. This update is an alm ost perfect overrelaxation: in our
sim ulationsthe acceptance ratevariesbetween 99.7% { 99.98% ,depending on the �G
used.Theacceptanceishigh enough so thatthe\di�usive" updatedynam icsinherent
in theM etropolisacceptancestep doesnotplay any role,and theevolution ofthe�eld
con�gurationsisalm ostdeterm inistic. A di�erentbutrelated overrelaxation schem a
to theonedescribed herehasalso been used in 4d sim ulations[22].

W avefront update. Let us next consider the order in which the lattice variables
are traversed. In the conventionaleven-odd update,the lattice is decom posed into
even and odd sectors{ in our3d case,to two setswith x + y+ z even and odd.The
variablesare�rstupdated on alltheeven pointsbeforeupdatingtheodd points.Using
thisschem a ittakesL=2 whole lattice updatesbefore any kind ofsignalfrom a given
location on thelatticecan propagatethrough thewholevolum e.
In thewavefronttraversalwepick an arbitrary 2-dim ensionalplanefrom thesystem ,

de�ned by one ofthe conditions � x � y � z = const.(m odulo periodic boundary
conditions).W eselectoneofthedirectionsperpendiculartotheplanetobethepositive
direction.Theupdateproceedsin twostages:�rst,weupdatetheHiggsvariables�on
thisplane,and second,thegaugem atricesU on thelinksem anatingfrom thisplaneto
thepositivedirection.Both updatesareperform ed with theoverrelaxation algorithm s.
Afterthegauge�eld updatewem oveup tothenextplanetothepositivedirection,and
startthe updatesagain. W ith thism ethod,a planarwave ofoverrelaxation updates
propagatesthrough the volum e in a single update sweep. In ourim plem entation we
keep the sam e orientation ofthe plane untilthe volum e hasbeen sweptthrough 4{9
tim es.

7
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Figure 1: The autocorrelation function ofthe observable L = V y(x)Ui(x)V (x + i)
calculated from an m �

H = 60GeV,V = 143 lattice.(a)Heatbath/M etropolis,(b)Heat
bath/M etropoliswith globalR-update,(c)4� (overrelaxation with even-odd traversal)
+ 1� (heatbath + globalupdate),and (d)4� (wavefrontoverrelaxation)+ 1� (heat
bath + globalupdate).In allthecases,oneupdatem eansgoing oncethrough allthe
latticepoints.

The particular diagonalorientation ofthe plane is chosen in orderto sim plify the
update:thespinsand gaugelinkson theplanecan beupdated independently ofeach
other,and allthegaugelinkshavean equalfooting with respectto theplane| there
are no link variableswithin the plane,aswould be the case ifthe plane wasoriented
along theprincipalaxes.
In �g.1 wecom paretheautocorrelation functionsofthestandard even-odd overre-

laxation (c)and thewavefrontoverrelaxation (d).In bothcasesweperform fouroverre-
laxation sweepsthrough thevolum e,followed by oneheatbath/M etropolisupdateand
one globalradialupdate. Forboth casesthe individualHiggsvariable overrelaxation
step is the X Y overrelaxation described in paragraph IIabove. The overrelaxation
m ethods perform m uch better than the pure heat bath algorithm s (a and b). The
wavefrontoverrelaxation hasm uch betterinitialdecorrelation,asseen from the very
rapid decrease in the autocorrelation function,even though itseem sto have roughly
thesam eexponentialautocorrelation tim eastheconventionaleven-odd m ethod.How-
ever,thisrapid initialdecrease m eansthatthe integrated autocorrelation tim e �int is
sm all,giving correspondingly sm allstatisticalerrorsforthe observables. In ourtests
the wavefrontoverrelaxation had typically 1.5{3 tim essm aller�int than the even-odd
overrelaxation.
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M ulticanonical update. M ulticanonicalupdate [26]is essentialfor the interface
tension calculationswith thehistogram m ethod (see Sec.5.3).Atthetransition tem -
peraturetheprobability distribution ofsom eorderparam eter,say R 2,hastwo distinct
peakscorresponding to the two pure phases. The probability thatthe system resides
in am ixed state,consistingofdom ainsofthetwophasesseparated by phaseinterfaces,
issuppressed by theinterfacetension tim esthearea oftheinterface(see,forexam ple,
�g.5).
To enhancetheprobability ofthem ixed statestheaction eq.(2.4)ism odi�ed with

them ulticanonicalweightfunction W :

SM C = S + W (R 2
S); R

2
S =

X

x

R(x)2 (3.8)

The weightfunction W (R 2
S)ischosen so thatthe resulting distribution p(R 2

S)isap-
proxim ately constant in the intervalR 2

S;1 � R2S � R2S;2,where R
2
S;1 and R 2

S;2 denote
the pure phase peak locations. This is the m ain disadvantage ofthe m ulticanonical
m ethod:a priori,theweightfunction isnotknown;an exactknowledge oftheweight
function isequivalentto knowing the probability distribution ofthe orderparam eter,
which isoneofthequantitiesweattem pttocalculatewith theM onteCarlosim ulation.
Thecanonicalexpectation valueofan operatorO can becalculated by reweighting

theindividualm ulticanonicalm easurem entsO k with theweightfunction:

hO i=

P

k O ke
� W (R 2

S;k
)

P

k e
� W (R 2

S;k
)

(3.9)

wherethesum sgo overallm easurem entsofO and R 2
S.

The choice ofR 2
S forthe argum ent ofthe weight function is by no m eans unique;

equally wellonecould use,forexam ple,thehoppingterm
P

x;i
1

2
Tr�y(x)Ui(x)�(x+ i).

TheadvantageofR 2
S isthatin thiscasetheweightfunction doesnotm odifytheupdate

ofthe gauge�eldsU and the SU(2)-direction ofthe Higgs�eld V .However,the X Y
overrelaxation described abovehasto bem odi�ed.
W eparam etrizeW with a continuouspiecewise linearfunction:

W (R 2
S)= wi+ (wi+ 1 � wi)

R 2
S � ri

ri+ 1 � ri
; ri� R

2
S < ri+ 1: (3.10)

An initialguessfortheparam eterswi can beobtained by �nite sizescaling theprob-
ability distributions obtained from sim ulations using sm allerlattice sizes. Ifdeem ed
necessary,theparam etersarefurtheradjusted afterprelim inary runs.
Sinceweperform m ostofthesim ulationswith vectorsupercom puters,itisim portant

to vectorizethem ulticanonicalupdate.Thisisachieved with thefollowing steps:

(i) If ri � R2S < ri+ 1 initially, the weight function is �xed to the linear form
W 0(R 2

S)= wi+ (wi+ 1 � wi)(R 2
S � ri)=(ri+ 1 � ri)forallR 2

S.
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(ii) A num berofHiggsvariablesareupdated with theaction S0= S + W 0.SinceW 0

islinearin R 2,itisstraightforward to do thiswith a fully vectorized algorithm .
W eupdate� in � 100{200 pointsin onevector.

(iii) The whole vector of updates is accepted with the probability pm c = m in(1;
exp[W 0(R 2

S)� W (R2S)]).

Obviously,the acceptance in the step (iii)decreases when the num berofvariables
updated in a single vectorincreases.Here the vectorlength � 100 isshortenough so
thatR 2

S in practiceoften rem ainsbetween thelim itsri and ri+ 1 aftertheupdate,and
the acceptance isexceptionally good:in ourrunsthe rejection ratewasonly � 10� 6!
Atthe sam e tim e the vectorlength islong enough so thatincreasing itdoesnotgive
any signi�cantgain in com putationalspeed.Thus,theperform ancehitcaused by the
im plem entation ofthem ulticanonicalalgorithm isnegligible.
The sim ulations were perform ed with Cray C-90 and X-M P supercom puters and,

forthesm allervolum es,with IBM RS6000 and HP 9000/735 workstations.The total
am ountofcom puting powerused wasabout5� 1015 
op = 160 M 
opsyear.

4 Properties ofthe broken phase: the 3-loop e�ec-

tive potential

W eshall�rststudy the 3d SU(2)+Higgssystem when itisin thebroken phase.This
willperm it us to show the accuracy ofthe m ethod and,in particular,to determ ine
the size ofthe so far uncom puted 3-loop term in the e�ective potential(see (I.73),
(II.151-152)),and verify thatitislinearin �.
Although the object ofstudy is the 3d theory,we use the sim ple param etrisation

in eqs.(2.8{2.10)to perm itone to use the 4d quantitiesm �
H ;T

� in �xing the 3d pa-
ram etersx;y.W heneverm �

H ;T
� arequoted,thevaluesofg23;x;y areto becom puted

from eqs.(2.8{2.10). The sam e valuesofm �
H ;T

� can correspond to di�erentphysical
param etersin di�erenttheories.
W e study the e�ective potentialin the broken phase with the help ofthe scalar

condensateh�y�i[4].Eq.(II.139)relatesthevalueofthescalarcondensatein theM S
schem e,where

h�y�(�1)i� h�y�(�2)i=
3g23
16�2

log
�1

�2
; (4.1)

to thecorresponding latticequantity hR 2i.Therelation,in which thecorrection term
vanishesin thecontinuum lim it,is

h�y�(�)i

g23
=
1

8
�G �H

�

hR 2i�
�

��H

�

�
3

(4�)2

�

log
3�G g23
2�

+ � +
1

4
�2� �

�

+ O (
1

�G
):(4.2)
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T� 110 145 155 165 167
h�y�(T�)i=T� 1.9553(13) 0.7061(7) 0.4718(6) 0.2506(10) 0.2052(36)
� = 1:2m T 1.9642 0.7184 0.4861 0.2707 0.2235
� = 4:7m T 1.9650 0.7207 0.4898 0.2793 0.2359

CW � = 1:2m T 1.9649 0.7206 0.4902 0.2818 0.2397
CW � = 4:7m T 1.9660 0.7223 0.4922 0.2847 0.2433

Table 1: M easured and com puted values of h�y�(T�)i=T� for m �
H = 80 GeV and

T� = 110;145;155;165;167 GeV.The �rst row gives the lattice value in the lim it
V ! 1 ;a ! 0,obtained using eq.(4.2).Thefollowingtwo rowswith �-valuesreferto
the resultin �h expansion including the 2-loop term and the known partofthe 3-loop
term (Appendix A,eq.(A.22)with �(h)= 0),and the lasttwo rows to a num erical
CW calculation using theRG-im proved 2-loop e�ective potential.

Herenum erically � + 1

4
�2 � � = 0:67.Thus,theextrapolation oflatticem easurem ents

ofthequantity hR 2ito thelim it�G ! 1 allowsoneto determ inean "exact" valueof
thescalarcondensatewhich then m ay beconfronted with theperturbativeexpression.
W e use the strategy appropriate forsim ulations atT < Tc asexplained in Sec.2.

W e take m �
H = 80 GeV and select severaltem peratures for which the system is in

the broken phase: T� = 110;145;155;165;166;167 GeV.For each tem perature we
choosedi�erentvaluesof�G (usually,6� �G � 32).Thesenum berscom pletely de�ne
the param etersofsim ulation through the constantphysicscurve (2.5-2.7). Forevery
sim ulation,thevolum eofthesystem waslargeenough tom ake�nitesizee�ectssm aller
than thestatisticaluncertainty in hR 2i.
Exam plesofm easurem entsatT� = 110;145GeV and 165GeV areshown in �gs.2{

3,and thevaluesofh�y�(T�)i=T� in thecontinuum lim itarecollected in table1.The
rangeofthe tem peraturesused isquite wide,the expectation value ofthe Higgs�eld
varies(in 4d units)from �b=T

� � 2 to �b=T� � 0:6.
The perturbative 2-loop com putations were done with two m ethods,described in

Sec.5 ofII.The�rstm ethod isbased on a straightforward �h expansion oftheconden-
sate.Theresultisgiven in Appendix A (eq.(A.22))and shown in �g.4.Fig.4contains
thetree,1-loop and 2-loop term s(eqs.(II.76-78))butalsothatpartofthe3-loop term
which isknown because itisrelated to lowerorderpotentials. In the second m ethod
(which wecalltheCW { Colem an-W einberg { type ofcom putation),onenum erically
�ndsthelocation ofthebroken m inim um ofthe2-loop e�ective potential,determ ines
theground stateenergy,and then com putesthecondensatewith thehelp of(II.42)as
@V (�b)=@m 2

3. To avoid infrared divergences,the straightforward CW -m ethod hasto
besom ewhatim proved,seeAppendix B.

The expansion param eterofthe �h expansion is� g23=

q

� m23 and thusitconverges
the betterthe deeperone isin the broken phase. Thisalso m eansthatthe signalfor
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Figure 2: Data for h�y�(T�)i=T� as a function of 1=�G for m �
H = 80, T� = 110

GeV com puted from m easured values of hR 2i using eq.(4.2) with � = T�, g23 =
0:44015T� (param etrisation in eq.(2.8)). The perturbative values corresponding to
� = 0;20;40;50,calculated with the CW -m ethod atthe scale � = 2:37m T and then
run to � = T� with eq.(4.1),areshown on theverticalaxis.
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with �(h)= 0.Itisseen thatthe�h-calculation becom esincreasingly unreliableasone
approachesthecriticaltem perature.

the3-loop term vanishesifonegoestoo deep into thebroken phase.Sinceonecannot
betooclosetom 2

3 = 0(orT� = 173:5GeV in table1)either,thereisan optim alregion
in between. The num ericalCW m ethod worksalso atTc and isthusm ore accurate.
W eincludethe�h resultsm ainly sincetheform ulasarevery explicit.
W hen allorders ofperturbation theory are sum m ed, h�y�(�)i depends on � ac-

cording to eq.(4.1). Ata �nite orderin perturbation theory,however,there isextra
�-dependence which can be used asan indication ofthe accuracy ofthe calculation.
In table 1 the param eter� used in the calculation ofh�y�(�)iwasvaried within the
lim its0:5� 2:37< �=mT < 2� 2:37,thecentralvalue2.37(table2ofI)beingdeterm ined
by the requirem entofthe "best" convergence ofperturbation theory forthe e�ective
potentialin thevicinity ofthem inim um .Then h�y�(�)iwasrun to � = T� according
to theexactrunning in eq.(4.1).
Inspection oftable 1 shows that the CW values ofthe condensate are practically

independent of� so that the convergence ofCW type perturbation theory is better
than that ofthe ordinary one. The di�erence between these two m ethods is due to
higherordercorrections;the CW m ethod sum sa subsetofthem and can be used at
thephasetransition,wherethe�rstm ethod fails5.Onecan seethattheCW valuesof
thecondensatearelargerthan thecorresponding latticevalues,and thatthedi�erence

5TheCW m ethod providesan autom aticsum m ation ofone-particlereduciblediagram s,whereasin

ordinary perturbation theory they haveto explicitly calculated to thedesired order,seeAppendix A.
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T� 110 145 155 165 167
� 53.0(7.3)(2.7) 41.8(2.1)(5.1) 38.3(1.3)(6.7) 35.1(1.1)(12.0) 28.8(2.8)(14.4)

�CW 58.0(7.4)(2.3) 48.1(2.3)(2.3) 46.6(1.8)(3.6) 49.1(1.3)(2.6) 46.2(3.6)(2.5)

Table 2: The values ofthe 3-loop coe�cient � at di�erent tem peratures using the
�h expansion and the num ericalCW com putation. The �rst num ber in brackets is
statisticaluncertainty and thesecond isan estim ateofthesystem aticerrorassociated
with thechangeoftheparam eter� within theintervalin table1.

between the two isstatistically signi�cant. Thisproves the necessity ofhigherorder
e�ects and singles out their sign: the \exact" vev ofthe Higgs �eld at som e �xed
tem peratureissm allerthan thatgiven by 2-loop perturbation theory.
The study ofthe di�erence between the 2-loop and lattice valuesofthescalarcon-

densate allowsone to determ ine the m agnitude and the structure ofthe 3-loop term .
In CW perturbation theory for the scalar condensate we add to the 2-loop e�ective
potentiala linearterm ,expected on the3-loop level(see(I.73)):6

�V 3 =
�

(4�)3
g
4
3m T(�): (4.3)

Here � isa constantto be determ ined by �tting the prediction to the lattice num ber
ateach tem perature (forconstantm �

H )
7.In the�h expansion m ethod theprocedure is

extrem ely sim ple: one takes h�y�(�)ifrom eq.(A.22)ofAppendix A,runsitto the
scale T� using eq.(4.1)and �tsthe constant� to getagreem entwith data. In other
words,� islinearly proportionalto the di�erence ofthe perturbative and the lattice
valuein table1.Theoutcom eofthisprocedureisin table2.
W ithin the T� range discussed the vev ofthe scalar�eld variesfrom 0.6T � to 2T�.

Since the value of� doesnotdepend on T� within errorbars,one m ay conclude on
the basisofthe lattice data thatform �

H around 80 GeV there existsin the e�ective
potentiala 3-loop linearterm with positivesign and � ’ 50.
W e estim ated � atdi�erent Higgs m asses also by anotherm ethod. W e com puted

on the lattice the continuum lim it ofthe criticaltem perature and the value ofthe
condensateatT�

c (them ethodsaredescribed in detailin thenextsection).W efound
for m �

H = 60 GeV that T�
c = 138:38(5) GeV and h�y�(T�

c)i=T
�
c = 0:227(6);and for

m �
H = 70 GeV that T�

c = 154:52(10) GeV and h�y�(T�
c)i=T

�
c = 0:162(12). These

num bers m ay be reproduced with the 3-loop e�ective potentialwith � ’ 49(2) and
with � ’ 46(4),respectively. The sm allHiggsm assm �

H = 35 GeV isnotinform ative
6 Thestructure ofthe 3-loop e�ective potentialisdiscussed in m oredetailin Appendix A.
7In [4]a rough estim ate ofthe param eter � was given,� = � 15(20)with only statisticalerrors

quoted.Aftertheanalyticalcom putation oftheconstantphysicscurve[16]thesystem aticerrorscan

be rem oved,while the higherstatisticsallowsto reduce the statisticalerrorsconsiderably.
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sincehigherordercorrectionsatthecriticaltem peraturearenum erically sm alland the
extraction of� with any reasonableaccuracy isnotpossiblewith thedata wehave.
Results at m �

H = 60;70 GeV indicate that within errorbars,� does not depend
on m �

H . This is what one expects: in the abelian U(1)+Higgs m odelthere is no
linearterm [27],so thatitscoe�cientshould beproportionalto thenon-abelian gauge
coupling.

5 T he phase transition

Since we are m ostly interested in the propertiesofthe phase transition,m ostofour
sim ulationsareperform ed atand im m ediately around thetransition tem perature.W e
studythreedi�erentHiggsm assparam etersm �

H = 35,60and 70GeV.W ehavem ostly
concentrated on 60 GeV Higgs,since itisclose to the physically allowed m assrange,
butthetransition isnotyettoo weakly �rstorderto bestudied with m oderately sized
lattices.

m �
H �G volum es

35 8 62 � 18 82 � 24m 102 � 30m 122 � 36m ,
142 � 42m 82 � 80m 102 � 80m

12 123 163m 122 � 24m 122 � 48m
162 � 32m 182 � 36m 202 � 40m 222 � 44m

20 103 102 � 30 122 � 36m
162 � 48m 202 � 60m 242 � 72m

60 5 122 � 72m 162 � 80m
8 123 163 243m 323m

202 � 140m 242 � 120m 302 � 120m
12 163 243m 323m 403m

262 � 156m 302 � 150m 362 � 144m
20 163 243 323 403

402 � 200m 502 � 200m
70 8 123 163 243 323

12 123 163 243 323 403 483

20 123 163 243 323 403 483

Table 3:Lattice sizesused forthe sim ulationsatthe transition tem perature foreach
(m �

H ,�G )-pair.In m ostofthecases,several�H -valueswereused around thetransition
point.M ulticanonicalsim ulationsarem arked by subscript(m ).

For each ofthe three values ofm �
H we use the gauge couplings �G = 8,12 and

20,and form �
H = 60GeV also �G = 5 (rem em ber that �G is directly related to the
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lattice spacing through �G = 4=(g23a)). In table 3 we list the lattice sizes for each
(m �

H ;�G )-pair. Each lattice hasseveralrunswith di�erentvaluesfor�H in orderto
accurately locate the transition;typically sm aller lattices have 5{20 and larger ones
1{3valuesof�H .Separaterunsarethen joined togetherwith theFerrenberg-Swendsen
m ultihistogram m ethod [28].W hen theinterfacetension causesnoticeablesupercritical
slowing down,the m ulticanonicalalgorithm is used. Allin all,the totalnum ber of
separate ‘runs’| di�erent com binations oflattice sizes and coupling constants |
described in thispaperis289;thisincludesalso runsaway from thetransition region.
The large num beroflattice volum eswith severallattice spacingsm akesitpossible

to accurately extractcontinuum valuesofthephysicalobservables:

(1) For�xed lattice spacing a (�xed �G ),we extrapolate the lattice m easurem ents
to thetherm odynam icallim itV ! 1 .

(2) Each oftheV = 1 valuesarein turn extrapolated tothecontinuum lim ita ! 0
(�G ! 1 ).

Notethatin the3d continuum theory thelowest-dim ensionalgauge-invariantopera-
tor�y� hasthedim ensionality GeV.Thism eansthatthescaling violationsin physical
quantitiesstartfrom the�rstpowerofthelatticespacing a (in the4d theory,scaling
violationsareproportionalto a2).
Thetransition becom esweaker| thelatentheatand theinterfacetension becom e

sm aller| when m �
H increases.M easured in dim ensionlesslatticeunits,thetransition

also becom esweakerwhen the lattice spacing a decreasesfor�xed m �
H . Thiscan be

observed from the probability distributionsofthe average Higgs�eld squared: R 2 =
1

V

P

x R(x)
2. In �g.5 we show the distributions for som e ofthe largest volum es for

m �
H = 60 GeV,�G = 5,8,12 and 20.W hen �G increases,the separation between the

peaksbecom essm allerand them inim um between thepeaksbecom esshallower.Aswe
willexplain in Secs.5.2 and 5.3,these featuresare directly related to the latentheat
and theinterfacetension,respectively.
In �g.6 thecorresponding �G = 8 histogram sareshown form �

H = 35 and 70 GeV.
Thedram atice�ectoftheHiggsm assto thestrength ofthephasetransition isclearly
evident. Note thatallthe distributionsin �gs.5 and 6 correspond to di�erentvalues
of�H ;each ofthehistogram shasbeen reweighted to the\equalweight" �H -value(see
Sec.5.1).

5.1 T he criticaltem perature

Thecriticaltem peraturecan bedeterm ined extrem elyaccuratelyfrom theM onteCarlo
data. In the SU(2)+Higgs m odelthere are no known localorder param eters,which
would acquire a non-zero value only in one ofthe two phasesofthe m odel. Instead,
we use orderparam eterlike quantitieswhich display a discontinuity atthe transition
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Figure 5: The probability distribution ofthe average Higgs length squared R 2 for
m �

H = 60 and �G = 5,8,12 and 20.

point(when V ! 1 ).ThequantitiesweuseareR 2 and thehopping term

L =
1

3V

X

x;i

1

2
TrV y(x)Ui(x)V (x + i) (5.1)

where V (x) is the SU(2) direction of the Higgs variable �(x) = R(x)V (x). The
behaviourofhLiasa function of�H isshown in �g.7 form �

H = 60 GeV,�G = 8 case
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Figure6:R 2 distributionsfor�G = 8,m �
H = 35 and 70 GeV.

forlatticesizesup to 323.Thedevelopm entofthediscontinuity isclearly visible.The
continuouslinesarea resultofthem ultihistogram m ethod calculation.
Foreach individuallattice volum e and (m �

H ;�G )-pair,we locate the pseudocritical
coupling �H ;c with severaldi�erent m ethods (see, for exam ple, [29]and references
therein):

(1)m axim um oftheL-susceptibility C(L)= h(L � hLi)2i
(2)m axim um ofC(R 2)= h(R 2 � hR2i)2i
(3)m inim um ofthe4th orderBindercum ulantofL:B (L)= 1� hL4i=(3hL2i2)
(4)\equalweight" �H -valueofthedistribution p(R 2)
(5)\equalheight" �H -valueofthedistribution p(L)

Thelocationsoftheextrem aoftheobservablesC(L),C(R 2)and B (L)arecom puted
by reweighting the originalm easurem ents; the error analysis is perform ed with the
jackknife m ethod,using independentreweighting foreach ofthe jackknife blocks. As
an exam ple,we show C(R 2)and B (L)form �

H = 60 GeV,�G = 8 latticesin �g.8 as
functionsof�H .Forclarity,theerrorsareom itted from the�gures.Again,wewould
like to point out the unam biguous �rst order scaling displayed by the data in these
�gures.
The �H -valuesforthe \equalweight" and the \equalheight" distributionsare also

found by reweighting thehistogram sindependently foreach jackknife block.The his-
togram sin �gs.5 and 6 are allequalweightR 2 histogram s;thatis,the areasin the
sym m etric phase and broken phase peaksareequal.The calculation ofthepeak area
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Figure 7: The hopping term hLi as a function of�H for di�erent lattice sizes,for
m �

H = 60 GeV,�G = 8.

requiresan arbitrary selection ofthe valueofR 2 which isused to separate thepeaks;
weused a �xed valueforallthelatticesin each (m �

H ;�G )-set,de�ned by them inim um
ofthedistribution ofthelargestvolum e.

T he in�nite volum e lim it: Thevaluesof�H ;c determ ined with them ethods(1){(5)
above di�erforeach individuallattice,butthe V ! 1 extrapolationsare very well
com patiblewithin thestatisticalerrors.Itshould benoted thatthedi�erentm ethods
fordeterm ining �H ;c donotgivestatistically independentresults,and itisnotjusti�ed
to com bine the values given by di�erent m ethods together. However,they serve the
purposeofchecking theconsistency ofthein�nitevolum eand continuum lim its.
In �gs.9{10 we show the in�nite volum e lim itsform �

H = 60 GeV and �G = 8,12
and 20.Ascan beobserved,di�erentm ethodsconvergeextrem ely well(theintercepts
ofthe dashed lines at 1=V = 0 are nearly equal). The sam e holds true for Higgs
m asses m �

H = 35 and 70 GeV,which are not shown here. In table 4 we show the
V ! 1 extrapolationsof�H ;c,using thedata obtained with theequalweightofp(R 2)
-m ethod. The corresponding values ofthe criticaltem perature T�

c,calculated with
eqs.(2.7), (2.10),arealso shown.

T he continuum lim it: In �g.11 the V = 1 valuesofT �
c are extrapolated to the

continuum lim ita ! 0 form �
H = 60 GeV. W e expectthe leading deviation from the
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Figure 8: C(R 2),the susceptibility ofthe orderparam eterR 2 (top),and the Binder
cum ulant B (L) ofthe order param eter L (bottom ),plotted as a function of�H for
m �

H = 60 GeV and �G = 8 runs.

m �
H /GeV �G �H ;c T�

c/GeV
35 8 0.3450806(17) 94.181(15)

12 0.3411047(11) 93.666(23)
20 0.3379421(28) 93.27(16)

60 5 0.358495(5) 137.534(17)
8 0.3479735(6) 137.669(5)
12 0.3426840(6) 137.842(12)
20 0.3387418(4) 138.019(27)

70 8 0.3491523(39) 153.620(37)
12 0.3433841(12) 153.930(26)
20 0.3391279(26) 154.03(16)

Table4:Thein�nitevolum e criticalcouplings�H ;c,and thecriticaltem peraturesT�
c.

Thevaluesof�H ;c arecalculated from the\equalweightofp(R 2)" data.

continuum lim itvalueto beoforderO (a);in thiscase,thereare4 valuesfor�G ,and
theaccuracy ofthedata ishigh enough thatquadratic�tsareneeded in orderto have
good �2/d.o.f.valuesforthe�ts.Thequality ofthe�tsisvery good fortheT �

c values
calculated with any ofthe �ve criteria,and the �nalextrapolations are statistically
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Figure 9: The V = 1 lim it ofthe pseudocriticalcouplings �H ;c for m �
H = 60 GeV,

�G = 8, calculated with �ve di�erent m ethods. Allthe m ethods give com patible
V = 1 lim its;the pointnear1=V = 0 isthe resultfrom linearextrapolation ofthe
\equalweightofp(R 2)" -values.Only thelargestvolum esareshown.

com patible. Forconcreteness,we use the equalweightofp(R 2)-resultsforour�nal
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Figure10:Thesam eas�g.9 for�G = 12 and �G = 20.
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Figure 11: The continuum lim it (�G ! 1 ) ofthe criticaltem perature for m �
H =

60GeV.A quadratic�t(dotted line)in 1=�G toallfour�G -valuesgivesgood �2/d.o.f.,
whereasa linear�t(dashed line)using only �G � 8 doesnothaveacceptable�2.The
extrapolationsshown arefor\equalweightofp(R 2)" data.

num bers.
In �g.12 we show the corresponding extrapolations form �

H = 35 and 70 GeV.In
these cases we use linear �ts. The �nalresults are sum m arized in table 5,together
with theperturbativevaluesofT�

c.

m �
H /GeV T�

c/GeV T� pert
c /GeV

35 92.64(7) 93.3
60 138.38(5) 140.3
70 154.52(10) 157.2

Table 5:The continuum lim itextrapolationsofthe criticaltem peratures.The m �
H =

60 GeV pointhasbeen calculated with a quadratic�t,otherswith linear�ts.

There is a system atic di�erence between the perturbative and the lattice results;
the perturbative T�

c isconsiderably larger. The valuesare closestto each otherwhen
m �

H = 35 GeV,butform �
H = 60 and 70 GeV the di�erence ism orethan 20 standard

deviations. These results agree qualitatively with the results from the sim ulations
with theA 0 �eld [1,3],buttheerrorshere arealm ostan orderofm agnitudesm aller.
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Figure12:Thesam eas�g.11 form �
H = 35 GeV and 70 GeV,using linear�ts.

They also agreequalitatively with 4d sim ulations[21,22]and recent3d sim ulationsby
Ilgenfritzetal.[15].Note,however,than in 4d casetheerrorsareconsiderably larger,
and in [15]theextrapolation to continuum lim itisnottaken.

5.2 T he latent heat and v(T�
c
)

ThelatentheatL | theenergy released in thetransition | can becalculated from

L

T
=
d�p

dT
=
T

V

d

dT
�logZ =

T

V

d

dT
�P ; (5.2)

where the derivatives are evaluated at the criticaltem perature,�p is the di�erence
ofthe pressuresofthe sym m etric and broken phases,and �P isthe di�erence ofthe
probabilitiesofthephasesinvolum eV .In eq.(5.2),T isthephysical(4d)tem perature;
forsim plicity,in the following we substitute T ! T�. In Sec.11 we discusshow the
correctphysicalresultcan be obtained. The quantity �P isdirectly proportionalto
the di�erence ofthe areasofthe two peaksin the orderparam eterdistributionsnear
T�
c,and d(�P)=dT

� isreadily calculableby reweighting.
An alternativem ethod istoevaluated(�p)=dT � directly from theaction in eq.(1.1):

L

T� 4
c

=
m � 2

H

T� 3
c

�h� y
�i=

1

8

m � 2
H

T� 3
c

g
2
3�H �G �hR

2i: (5.3)

Both m ethods give com patible results in the V ! 1 lim it. The results shown here
havebeen calculated with eq.(5.2).
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Figure 13: Extrapolation ofthe latentheatto V ! 1 lim it(left�gure)and to the
continuum lim ita ! 0 (right�gure)form �

H = 60 GeV lattices.

Fig.13 displaysthelim itsV ! 1 and a ! 0 forthelatentheatform �
H = 60 GeV

system s.Thein�nitevolum elim itistaken byextrapolatinglinearlywith respecttothe
inversearea1=(AT� 2)= (LxaT

�)� 2 ofthesystem ,whereLxa isthelinearlength ofthe
lattice(oneoftheshortdim ensionsforthecylindricalvolum es).Theextrapolationwith
respectto the inverse volum e would failto accom m odate the cubicaland cylindrical
latticessim ultaneously with thesam escaling ansatz.Theinversearea-typebehaviour
ofthelatentheatisknown to occurforthePottsm odelsin 2 dim ensions[30,31](the
area in thiscasebeing thelineardim ension ofthelattice).
TheHiggs�eld expectation valuein thebroken phasev(T �),de�ned hereby

v2(T�)

T� 2
� 2

h�y�(T�)i

T�
; (5.4)

can becalculated from hR 2iusing eq.(4.2).Becauseofthecloserelation between the
equations(5.2)and (4.2),thelim itsarevery sim ilarin both cases.In �g.14 weshow
theapproach ofv2(T�

c)to thecontinuum lim it.
Higgsm asses35and 70 GeV areanalyzed in a sim ilarway;theresultsforv(T�

c)and
thelatentheatareshown in table6.
Note that the values for both v and L are quite close to the perturbative values,

evaluated attheperturbativecriticaltem peratureT� p
c .Ifweusethelatticecriticaltem -

peraturevp becom eslarger,ascan beseen from thelastcolum n in table6.Thisshows
thepresence ofhigher-loop perturbative correctionsin the broken phase,discussed in
detailin theprevioussection.

24



0.00 0.05 0.10 0.15 0.20
1/βG

0.40

0.50

0.60

0.70

0.80

(v
(T

* c)
/T

* c)
2

m*H = 60 GeV    

    

  

Figure14:Thecontinuum lim itofthesquareoftheHiggs�eld vev v2(T�
c).

m �
H /GeV L=(T�

c)
4 Lp=(T� p

c )4 v(T�
c)=T

�
c vp(T� p

c )=T� p
c vp(T�

c)=T
�
c

35 0.256(8) 0.22 1.86(3) 1.75 1.87
60 0.0406(7) 0.040 0.674(8) 0.68 0.82
70 0.0273(16) 0.027 0.57(2) 0.55 0.70

Table 6:The latentheatL and theHiggs�eld expectation valuev(T �
c)in the broken

phase.HereT� p
c istheperturbativecriticaltem perature(seetable5).Thecom parison

between latticeresultsand perturbation theory isdiscussed in Sec.10.

5.3 T he interface tension

Theinterface tension isoneoftheprim ary quantitieswhich characterize thestrength
ofthephase transition.W em easureitwith thehistogram m ethod [32]:atthepseud-
ocriticaltem perature,a system in a �nite volum e predom inantly residesin eitherthe
broken orthesym m etricphase,butitcan also existin a m ixed stateconsisting ofdo-
m ainsofthetwo states.Theprobability ofthem ixed stateissuppressed by theextra
freeenergy associated with theinterfacesbetween thephases.Thiscausesthetypical
2-peak structure ofthe probability distribution ofthe orderparam eteratthe critical
tem perature(see�gs.5and 6):them idpointbetween thepeakscorrespondstoastate
which consistsofequalvolum esofthe sym m etric and broken phases. Because ofthe
associated extra free energy,the area ofthe interfaces tendsto m inim ize. Assum ing
a lattice with periodic boundary conditions and geom etry L2

x � Lz,where Lx � Lz,
them inim um area is2� A = 2(Lxa)2 | thenum ber2 appearsbecausetherearetwo
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Figure15:Theinterfacetension form �
H = 60 GeV extrapolated to V ! 1 (left)and

a ! 0 (right).

separateinterfaces.Theinterfacetension � can beextracted from thelim it

�

T
= lim

V ! 1

1

2A
log

Pm ax

Pm in
; (5.5)

where Pm ax and Pm in are the probability distribution m axim um and the m inim um
between thepeaks.
In practice,thein�nitevolum evalueof� isreached in such largevolum esthatcareful

�nite size analysis ofeq.(5.5)is necessary. Num erous studies exist in the literature
[33,34,35];herewefollow [35]:

�
a2

T
=

1

2L2
x

log
Pm ax

Pm in
+

1

L2
x

�
3

4
logLz �

1

2
logLx +

1

2
G + const:

�

: (5.6)

The function G interpolates between lattice geom etries;the lim iting values are G =
log3 forcubicalvolum es(Lz = Lx)and G = 0 forlong cylinders(Lz � Lx).
The �nite size scaling ansatz (5.6)assum es thatthe two interfaces are farenough

apartfrom eachotherthattheirm utualinteractionisnegligible.Inpractice,thisisvery
di�cultto achieve in cubicalvolum esand usually requiresthe use oflong cylindrical
lattices.Theorderparam eterhistogram sdevelop a 
atm inim um when thiscondition
isful�lled:the
atnesssignalsa constantfreeenergy when thevolum efractionsofthe
two phasesslightly change,and theinterfacesm ovewith respectto each other.
In orderto �nd the 
atpartofthe histogram swe use large cylindricalvolum esfor

all�G valuesform �
H = 60 GeV. The volum esincluded forthe analysisare: �G = 5:
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122� 72and 162� 80;�G = 8:202� 140,242� 120,and 302� 120;�G = 12:262� 156,
302 � 150,and 362 � 144;�G = 20: 402 � 200 and 502 � 200. In �g.5 we show the
equalweighthistogram sofp(R 2)fortheselattices.
In the interface tension analysis we use equalheight histogram s of p(L). Equal

height histogram s were chosen instead ofequalweight because the determ ination of
Pm ax in equation 5.6 then becom esunam biguous;and p(L)instead ofp(R 2)since the
form erhistogram shave m ore sym m etric shapesthan the latter,and the equalheight
and equalweight �H ;c values are quite close to each other. Nevertheless, we check
the m easurem ents with equalweight p(R 2)histogram s (using Pm ax which is a linear
interpolation ofthetwo peak heightsto theR 2 valueofthem inim um );theresultsare
very wellcom patiblewithin statisticalerrors.
A com m entaboutextracting the extrem a from the histogram sisin order: we �nd

the m axim um valuesby �tting a parabola close around the peaksofthe histogram s,
and the value ofthe 
at m inim um by �tting a constant. This m ethod gives m uch
sm allererrorsand m orereliableresultsthan sim ply using theabsoluteextrem a values,
which arevery proneto statisticalnoise.Thesam em ethod wasused also tolocatethe
equalheight�H ;c-values.
In the left part of�g.15 we show the interface tension m easurem ents from each

lattice.Thevaluesshown hereincludethe�nitesizescaling correction 1=L2
x(

3

2
logLz�

1

2
logLx) from eq.(5.6),so that only a factor const:=L2

x rem ains. For each �G ,the
behaviourofthe data islinearin 1=L2

x. On the rightpartof�g.15 we extrapolate �
to thecontinuum lim it.Theresultsareshown in table7.

m �
H /GeV �=(T�

c)
3 �p=(T� p

c )3

35 0.0917(25) 0.066
60 0.0023(5) 0.0078
70 | 0.0049

Table7:Theinterfacetension �.Only them �
H = 60 GeV resultisan extrapolation to

thecontinuum lim it;them �
H = 35 GeV valueisonly from �G = 8 sim ulations.

Them �
H = 60 GeV continuum lim itresultin table7 isobtained by a linearextrap-

olation in 1=�G .However,on closerinspection the data from �G = 12 and 20 lattices
on theleftpartof�g.15 seem to indicatethattheinterfacetension isalready scaling
when �G � 12,even in �nitevolum es.Ifweusethe�nitevolum e�G = 8 and 12 data
and extrapolateto in�nitevolum e,weobtain theresult�=(T�

c)
3 = 0:0042(3),which is

notcom patible with the resultin table 7. Nevertheless,since the data forthe latent
heatorv(T�)do notdisplay sim ilarscaling behaviour,weusethelinearextrapolation
in 1=�G in allcases.
For m �

H = 35 GeV,only �G = 8 lattices are cylindricalenough so that we can
estim ate the V ! 1 lim it. However,the continuum value can notbe extrapolated.
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Form �
H = 70 GeV we did notobserve good enough 
atpartsin the orderparam eter

histogram s,and wedo notattem ptto estim atetheinterfacetension.

6 T he correlation lengths for m �
H = 60 G eV

The m easurem ent ofthe Higgs and W m asses around the transition tem perature is
som ewhatorthogonalto the m easurem ents ofthe quantities directly associated with
the transition itself: instead ofattem pting to enhance the tunnelling ofthe system
from one phase to another,in thiscase itisim perative thatthe system staysin one
hom ogenous phase throughout the m easurem ent. This is due to the spurious signal
caused by the tunnelling correlations: m tunnel / exp(� �A=T)[29]. Even an incom -
pletetunnelling can m aketheextraction ofthephysicalm assvery com plicated.Since
the tunnellings are suppressed by the exponentialfactorexp(� �A=T),we perform a
separate set ofsim ulations around the criticaltem perature using large volum es and
m onitorthe sim ulation tim e history oforder param eters in order to ensure that the
system staysin a singlephasethroughoutthem easurem ent.
W e perform the m easurem ent only for m �

H = 60 GeV system s,using lattice sizes
302 � 60 and 402 � 80 for�G = 8 and 402 � 80 and 503 for�G = 12. Letus de�ne
operators

c
a
d(z)=

X

i= 1;2

X

x
�x3;zTr[�

a �y(x)Ui(x):::Ui(x + (d� 1)ei)�(x + de i)] (6.1)

where a = 0;:::3;�a,a = 1;2;3,arethe Paulim atricesand �0 = 1;and d = 0;:::;4
isthelength ofthe‘chain’oflink m atricesbetween �y and �.Using eq.(6.1)we can
de�necorrelation functionssensitive to theHiggsand W channels:

hd(l) =
1

V

X

z

c
0
d(z)c

0
d(z+ l) (6.2)

wd(l) =
1

3V

X

z

3X

a= 1

c
a
d(z)c

a
d(z+ l): (6.3)

The m asses m H (T�) and m W (T�) are found from the exponentialfall-o� ofhd and
wd.The resultsareindependentofthe param eterd,and itischosen to m inim ize the
statisticalerrors. W e obtain best results with d = 0 for hd (c0d = �y�) and d = 4
forwd.
The m easured values ofm H (T�) and m W (T�) are shown in �g.16. The scaling

between �G = 8 and 12 isvery good,and both m H and m W display a discontinuity
atthe transition. Atthe transition tem perature we are able to m aintain the system s
in either the broken or the sym m etric phase throughout the m easurem ent, so that
im m ediately around Tc wehavetwo valuesforthem asses.Both m H (T�)and m W (T�)
arehigher in thesym m etricphasethan in thebroken phase.
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Figure 16: The Higgs m asses (top) and the W m asses (bottom )form �
H = 60 GeV,

�G = 8 and 12 system sasfunctionsofthe tem perature. The perturbative resultsare
shown form H with solid (tree-levelvalue),dashed (1-loop pole)and dot-dashed (som e
2-loop corrections,see Sec.10.1)lines;form W with solid (tree-level)and dashed (1-
loop)lines.Notethattheratiom W =m H ism uch largerthan indicated by thetree-level
curves,sinceradiativecorrectionsm akem W largerand m H sm aller.
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7 T he m etastability ranges and scaling properties

ofthe sym m etric phase

An im portant characteristic ofthe phase transition is the range ofm etastability of
the broken and sym m etric phases. The sym m etric phase is m etastable below the
criticaltem perature down to T = T� ,and the broken phase ism etastable above the
criticaltem perature up to T = T+ . The aim ofthe present section is to estim ate
the m etastability range,and to study the dynam ics ofthe com posite �eld h�y�i by
determ ining its e�ective action. W e shallconcentrate on the case m �

H = 60 GeV
(x=0.06444)and T� nearT�

c (jy� ycj< 0:06).

7.1 T he m etastability range from the correlation lengths

Consider the behaviour ofthe scalar m ass near the phase transition,�g.16. W hen
the tem perature decreases,m H in the sym m etric phase rapidly decreases. This be-
haviour suggests that it reaches zero at som e point,and the sym m etric correlation
length diverges. This is the lower spinoidaldecom position point and corresponds to
the tem perature atwhich the sym m etric phase ceasesto be m etastable,T� . Sim ilar
behaviourtakesplacein thebroken phase,when thetem peratureincreasestowardsT+ .
Thisobservation allowsustoestim atethem etastability range,i.e.,theupperand lower
spinoidaldecom position tem peratures.In general,onewould expectthefollowing de-
pendenceoftheHiggscorrelation lengthson thetem perature:

�
i
H = cijT

�
=Ti� 1j� 
i; (7.1)

wherei= b;slabelsthebroken andsym m etricphases,andTb � T+ ,Ts � T� .Thedata
we have doesnotallow oneto determ ine the criticalexponentsand the tem peratures
T� sim ultaneously with good accuracy,so thatwehavechosen 
i= 1=2,following the
guidancefrom m ean �eld theory.Theresultsforthem etastability region aregiven in
table8,using them �

H = 60 GeV,�G = 8 and 12 resultsfrom �g.16.

�G T� /GeV csg
2
3 T+ /GeV cbg

2
3

8 135.0(4) 0.35(2) 140.1(4) 0.49(2)
12 135.5(3) 0.33(2) 139.6(4) 0.45(2)

Table8:Theendpointsofthem etastability tem peraturerangesforthesym m etric(T� )
and broken (T+ )phases,determ ined from m �

H = 60 GeV Higgscorrelationswith the
ansatz(7.1).
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Figure 17: Evolution ofthe potentialU(�)forthe e�ective �eld � = �y�,related to
thelatticevariableR 2 through relation (4.2),in thevicinity ofthephasetransition for
m �

H = 60 GeV and �G = 8. Di�erent�H values are reached by reweighting a single
(m ulticanonical)sim ulation.

7.2 M etastability from reweighting

A direct m ethod to m easure the m etastability range is to use the order param eter
distributionsand reweighting. Letusde�ne an e�ective variable � � �y� = �H

2a
R 2 +

const.,where the lastequality followsfrom eq.(4.2). Around the pure phase peaks,
theprobability distribution p(R 2)isrelated to an e�ectivepotentialU(�):

p(R 2)/ e
� V U (�)

; (7.2)

where V isthevolum e ofthe system .Eq.(7.2)haspre-exponentialcorrections;how-
ever,to the accuracy we are working here the above form ula is su�cient [36]. By
reweighting the distribution p(R 2)we obtain the tem perature dependence ofthe po-
tential.Itshould benoted thateq.(7.2)isonly valid in theim m ediateneighbourhood
ofthe pure phases;it does not correctly describe the m ixed state between the pure
phases.
The endpointsofthe m etastability branchescan be found by locating the tem per-

ature at which the barrier against the tunnelling vanishes | the m inim um ofthe
potentialin eq.(7.2)turnsinto an in
ection point. W e present the evolution ofthe
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Figure18:The m etastability range form �
H = 60 GeV Higgssystem s,calculated with

thereweighting analysisand extrapolated to a ! 0.

potentialin �g.17 for the sym m etric and the Higgs phases for an m �
H = 60 GeV,

�G = 8 system .Thesepotentialsarereweighted from the302 � 120 latticehistogram s
shown in �g.5.In �g.18weextrapolatethetem peraturesT� and T+ tothecontinuum
lim it,with theresult

T
�
� = 137:37(12)GeV T

�
+ = 138:72(15)GeV: (7.3)

The m etastability range here issm allerthan the range determ ined by �tting the cor-
relation lengths (table 8). W e believe that the values in eq.(7.3) are m ore reliable,
becausethepowerlaw extrapolation ofthecorrelation lengthsisvery sensitiveto sta-
tisticalerrors and �nite volum e e�ects. Note also that the range of�H over which
reweighting iscarried outisvery sm all.

7.3 T he e�ective theory description

M oreinform ation on thedynam icsofthecom posite�eld � iscontained in itse�ective
action.W eshallwriteitseparately foreach phasein theform

Se� =
Z

d
3
x

�
1

Z 2

1

2
(@i�)

2 + U(�)
�

; (7.4)

wherenearthem inim a corresponding to thetwo phasess;b:

U(�)=
1

2
v
2
2(� � �m in)

2 + v3(� � �m in)
3 + v4(� � �m in)

4 + :::: (7.5)
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Thequantities
�

g23
;

Z 2

g23
;

v22

g23
; v3; v4g

2
3 (7.6)

aredim ensionlessfunctionsofx;yandaredi�erentinthebrokenandsym m etricphases.
Including only thequadraticterm sthecorrelatoris

h�(x)�(0)i=
Z 2

4�jxj
exp(� Zv2jxj): (7.7)

However,itism oreconvenientto de�nea plane-averaged �eld

�(z)=
Z
dxdy

Area
�(x;y;z) (7.8)

satisfying

h�(z)�(0)i=
1

Area

Z

2v2
exp(� Zv2z): (7.9)

Determ ining the exponentialdecay and the m agnitude ofplane-averaged correlator
thusgivestheparam etersZ and v2 ofthee�ective action.
By scaling � = (�H =2a)R 2 + const.,theseform ulascan bedirectly rewritten forR 2.

Fora latticewith thegeom etry N 2 � L theplaneHiggsvariableisde�ned asR2p(z)=
[
P

x;y R
2(x;y;z)]=N 2.Atlargedistancestheplane-planecorrelatorhastheasym ptotic

form
hR 2

p(z)R
2
p(0)i= AN

� 2(e� zm H + e
� (La� z)m H )+ const.; (7.10)

wherem H = 1=�H .Using eq.(7.9)thisdeterm inesthequadraticparam etersofSe�(�)
as

m H = Zv2; Z
2 =

1

2
A�

2
H m H : (7.11)

Forthepotentialwewrite

U(�)a3 = U(
�H

2a
R
2 + const.)a3

= V2(R
2 � R

2
m in)

2 + V3(R
2 � R

2
m in)

3 + V4(R
2 � R

2
m in)

4 + :::; (7.12)

wherethecouplingsarerelated to thepreviousonesby

V2 =
1

2

v22

g23

�
1

2
�H

�2

� ag
2
3; (7.13)

V3 = v3

�
1

2
�H

�3

;

V4 = v4g
2
3

�
1

2
�H

�4

�
1

ag23
: (7.14)

33



130.0 135.0 140.0 145.0
T*/GeV

0.0

1.0

2.0

3.0

4.0

Z
2 /g

32

40
2
x80

30
2
x60

m*H = 60 GeV   βG = 8   

0.318(6)

 

v
2
/(g3

2
 T*)

130.0 135.0 140.0 145.0
T*/GeV

0.0

1.0

2.0

3.0

4.0

Z
2 /g

32

50
3

40
2
x80

m*H = 60 GeV   βG = 12  

0.323(6)

 

 

v
2
/(g3

2
 T*)

  

Figure19:Thewavefunction norm alization ofthescalar�eld nearthephasetransition
for m �

H = 60 GeV and �G = 8,12. The horizontallines are constant �ts to the
sym m etricphasedata.Thedashed curveslabeled v2=g23T

� connecttheM C datapoints
forthatquantity.

T he w ave function norm alization. The latticedata forthe quantity Z 2=g23 is
shown in �g.19 form �

H = 60 GeV and forT nearT�
c. One can see thatZ depends

considerablyon T in thebroken phase,butisveryaccuratelyconstantin thesym m etric
phase.ThevalueofZ 2 in thesym m etric phaseis

Z
2
s = 0:320(5)g23; (7.15)

where the resultisthe average oftheconstant�tsto the �G = 8 and 12 data.In the
broken phasethebehaviourofZb can beeasily understood via thetreelevelrelation

Z 2
b

g23
=
v2(T�)

g23T
�
: (7.16)

The quantity v2=(g23T
�) is also plotted in �g.19,calculated from eq.(4.2). W e can

observethattherelation (7.16)isvalid to good accuracy.
T he potential. ThepotentialpartU(�)ofthee�ectivetheorycan bederived from

theprobability distribution p(R 2)usingtherelation (7.2)and by �ttingtheparam eters
R 2
m in and Vi in (7.12)8. Using again the m �

H = 60 GeV,�G = 8 data we are able to
determ inethethreeparam etersR 2

m in,V2 and V3;thestatisticalaccuracy doesnotallow
oneto �x V4 with reasonableprecision.Theresultsofthe�tsareshown in �g.20.

8Thism ethod isknown asthe constrained e�ectivepotential[36].
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Figure 20:The lattice resultsforthe e�ective potentialcoe�cients,determ ined from
m �

H = 60 GeV,�G = 8 system s.

There isan im portantconsistency check forthe validity ofthe e�ective theory de-
scription:using eqs.(7.11)and (7.13)them assofthescalarparticleis

m
2
H =

8V2Z 2

a�2H
: (7.17)

Substituting Z 2 from (7.11)thisbecom es

4A(�H =a)V2 = 1: (7.18)

Here �H =a isthe Higgscorrelatorin lattice units. Eq.(7.18)establishesa non-trivial
connection between thedi�erentm ethodsofm assdeterm ination.The �rstm ethod is
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Figure21:Thelatticeresultsforthetestofthee�ective theory description.

the direct m easurem ent via correlation functions and the second one is through the
potentialcurvature.Thelatticedata for4A(�H =a)V2 ispresented in �g.21.Itisseen
thattheprediction ofeq.(7.18)issatis�ed reasonably wellin both phases.
Letusturnnow tothediscussion ofthebehaviourofthecoe�cientsV 2 andV3.W hen

thetem peraturedecreases(increases),V2 in thesym m etric(broken)phaserapidly de-
creases,in factrepeatingthebehaviourofthescalarm assfrom thecorrelation function
m easurem ents. Thisgivesanotherm ethod forthe m etastability rangedeterm ination.
W ewrite

V
i
2 / jT � Tij


i (7.19)

and �tTiand 
iseparately forsym m etricand broken phases.In thesym m etricphase,
theresultsare

�G = 8 : T� = 137:0(5)GeV : 
s = 0:51(14)
�G = 12 : T� = 137:3(5)GeV ; 
s = 0:47(16):

(7.20)

Thesevaluesarequiteconsistentwith thenum bersin Sec.7.2.However,in thebroken
phasewecould notobtain acceptable�ts.
Itisinteresting to note thatthe coe�cientV 3 hasa strong dependence on tem per-

ature in the sym m etric phase. This suggests thatthe e�ective potentialU(�) hasa
scale-invariantform in the vicinity ofthe lowerspinoidaldecom position point. Ifwe
introducethedim ensionlessvariables

~� = (� � �m in)=(Z
p
m H ); ~x = xm H ; (7.21)
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Figure22:Thetem peraturedependenceofthee�ectivecoupling constantsh3 and h4.

then theaction can bewritten in theform

S =
Z

d
3~x

�
1

2
(~@~�)2 +

1

2
~�2 + h3~�

3 + h4~�
4 + :::

�

; (7.22)

wherethedim ensionlesscouplingsh3 and h4 areexpressed via latticeobservablesas

h3 = V3(2A)
3=2
; h4 = 16V2V4A

3
: (7.23)

Now,ifh3 andh4 donotdependonthetem perature,thenthesystem hasscale-invariant
behaviournearthepointofabsolutem etastability.Thelatticedataisshown in �g.22.
Indeed,h3 isreasonably tem perature independent,while the quality ofthe data does
notallow to m ake a de�nite conclusion on the higherinteractions. The valuesofthe
coupling constants are com pletely di�erent in distinct phases;they are larger in the
sym m etricphase,showing thatinteractionsarestrong there.

8 Sim ulations w ith A 0 �eld,m
�
H = 80 G eV

In [3]M onte Carlo studiesofthe m �
H = 80 GeV system ,using a lattice action which

includes the adjoint Higgs �eld A 0,were reported. The A 0 �eld,a rem nant ofthe
tim elike com ponent ofthe gauge �eld,is a heavy �eld ofm ass � gT,and has been
integrated outin thetheory ofeq.(1.1).Thelatticeaction is

S = S[U;�]+
1

2
�G

X

x;i

[TrA 0(x)U
y

i(x)A 0(x + i)Ui(x)� TrA20(x)]
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Figure23:Thep(R 2)distributionsform �
H = 80GeV,�G = 12lattices.Thehistogram s

areevaluated at�H = 0:34771.Thedouble-peak structureofthehistogram sbecom es
lesspronounced when thevolum ebecom eslargerthan 323.

+ �
A
2

X

x

1

2
TrA 2

0(x)+ �
A
4

X

x

[
1

2
TrA 2

0(x)]
2 (8.1)

�
1

2
�H

X

x

[
1

2
TrA 2

0(x)
1

2
Tr�y(x)�(x)]

whereS[U;�]istheaction given in eq.(2.4),and thelattice�eld A 0 isgiven in term sof
thecontinuum �eld A a

0 asA 0 =
i

2
g3a�aA

a
0.Theparam eters�

A
2 and �A4 can bewritten

in term softhe4d continuum variables(seeeqs.(II.15{19)and (II.97{99)).
In [3]latticesofsizesup to 323,with �G = 12 and 20,were studied. Cleardouble-

peak histogram swereobserved forboth valuesof�G ,signaling a �rstordertransition.
However,since the publication of[3]we have perform ed sim ulationsusing lattice vol-
um esup to 483. Surprisingly,with increasing volum e the double-peak feature ofthe
histogram s becom es less pronounced,in contrast to the expected behaviour in �rst
order transitions (see �g.23). The m ost striking �nite volum e e�ect is the shift of
the peak positions towards each other when the volum e is increased. Qualitatively
sim ilar�nitevolum ebehaviouroccursalso in severalothersystem s,which can exhibit
either�rstorsecond orderphasetransitionsin thein�nitevolum elim it(forexam ple,
the 2-dim ensional7-state and 4-state Pottsm odels,which have respectively �rstand
second ordertransitions[30,31]).Thuswecannotyetm akede�niteconclusionsabout
theorderofthephasetransition.
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Figure24:TheHiggsand W m assesofm �
H = 80 GeV,�G = 12,and V = 403 lattices

around thetransition tem perature.

However,a note aboutthe com putersim ulationsisin order: the action (8.1)used
in these sim ulationsincludesthe A 0 �eld,and because ofthe A 0 hopping term in the
action itisdi�cultto write an e�cient overrelaxation algorithm . The algorithm we
usehereusesheatbath and M etropolisupdates,and itperform sm orethan an orderof
m agnitudeworsethan theoverrelaxation described in Sec.3.Therefore,thestatistical
accuracy ofthe m �

H = 80 GeV resultsisnotnearly com parable to the m �
H � 70 GeV

results,described in Secs.5{6. There are also m ore system atic uncertainties than in
the sim ulations in Secs.5{6,since the relations oflattice and M S schem es were not
fully known atthetim eofthem �

H = 80 GeV sim ulations.
In �g.24 we show theHiggsand W m assesaround the transition tem perature.To

the accuracy ofourdata,we do notobserve any discontinuities atthe transition,as
opposed to them �

H = 60 GeV m assesin �g.16.However,the errorshereareabouta
factorof5 larger.In the im m ediate vicinity ofthe transition,the ratio ofthe W and
Higgsm assesism W =m H � 4.
W e m easure the criticalcoupling �H ;c for each individualvolum e as described in

Sec.5.The in�nite volum e extrapolation isdone using volum eslargerthan 203,with
the results�H ;c = 0:347715(8)for�G = 12,and �H ;c = 0:341700(10)for�G = 20. In
contrast to sim ulations with m �

H � 70 GeV,in these sim ulations m�H was not kept
constant, but instead the coupling constant �R was �xed to values �R = 0:00124
and �R = 0:000712,respectively. Using the relation m � 2

H =m
2
W = 8�R �G =�2H ,these

correspond tom �
H = 79:98and 79.62GeV.Thetransition tem peraturesand thelinear

extrapolationstothecontinuum lim itaregiven in table9.Thenum bersaresom ewhat
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di�erentfrom thosepresented in [3].The discrepancy isdueto an errorin the2-loop
term oftheconstantphysicscurve in [3].

�G m �
H /GeV T�

c/GeV
12 79.976(1) 170.0(2)
20 79.614(2) 169.8(7)
1 79.072(6) 169.4(17)

Table9:Resultsfrom m �
H � 80 GeV sim ulations,togetherwith theextrapolationsto

the continuum lim it. The perturbative criticaltem perature corresponding to m �
H =

79:072 GeV isabout171.5 GeV.

Thecontinuum lim itT�
c issom ewhatbelow theperturbativevalue;however,thesta-

tisticalerrorsaretoo largeforthedi�erenceto besigni�cant.To resolvethesituation
atm �

H = 80GeV requiressim ulationsperform ed withouttheA 0 �eld.Letusnotethat
the value ofx corresponding to m �

H = 80 GeV isxc = 0:1188,and thephysicalHiggs
m assin theStandard M odelcorresponding thisxc isabout81 GeV.

9 W hat happens at large H iggs m asses

Thephasetransition in the3d SU(2)+Higgssystem becom esweakerand weakerwith
increasing scalarself-coupling x � m� 2H .An im portantquestion iswhetherthetransi-
tion forsom e value ofx term inatesin a 2nd ordertransition orwhetheritcontinues
asa 1storderoneforallx.
Them ain di�culty in resolving theorderofthephasetransition atlargescalarself-

coupling is the presence ofthe two distinct physicalm ass scales (inverse correlation
lengths,m (T)= 1=�).In fact,inspection of�g.16 showsthatform �

H = 60 GeV near
thetransition point,

m H (T)

m W (T)
jsym m etric �

m H (T)

m W (T)
jbroken �

1

3
: (9.1)

Furtherm ore,�g.24 indicatesthatthisratio iseven sm allerforlargerm �
H ,and data

forsm aller m �
H indicates thatitislargerforthem . Note also thatvector m asses do

notseem to go to zero atthepointsofabsolutem etastability de�ned in Sec.7.
Given the observed hierarchy �H > �W ,the lattice spacing m ust be m uch sm aller

than the vector correlation length,while the lattice size m ust be m uch larger than
the scalar correlation length. This puts stringent constraints on the lattice size and
m akesde�nitenum ericalconclusionsm oreand m oredi�cultwith increasing m H (see
thediscussion ofthesim ulationswith m �

H = 80 GeV in Sec.8).
However,ifthe ratio m H (T)=m W (T) continues decreasing with increasing m H ,a

solution to the problem im m ediately suggests itself: the vector degrees offreedom
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becom erelatively heavy,decouple,and should beintegrated out.From thee�ective3d
SU(2)+Higgstheoryonethusatlargem H proceedstoan e�ective3d scalartheorywith
justonedegree offreedom .The transition to the scalartheory cannotbe carried out
by integrating outA i perturbatively,and we�rsthave to discusstherelevantdegrees
offreedom in m oredetail.
The3d Euclidean SU(2)+Higgstheoryoriginatingfrom dim ensionalreduction corre-

spondsto a (2+1)-dim ensionalM inkowskian SU(2)+Higgstheory.Thistheory hasan
analogy with QCD:we have doubletsofscalar\quarks" bound togetherby an SU(2)
triplet of\gluons". W e have chosen a M inkowskian language in order to keep the
analogy with QCD transparent.
Then,onewould expectthatthelowestlying particlestatesin thesym m etricphase

arethespin zeroscalarbound stateand thethreedegeneratevectorbound states,with
quantum num berscorresponding to thecom positeoperators

� = �
y
�; (9.2)

W
0
j = i(�yD j� � (Dj�)

y
�); W

+
j = i(�yD j

~� � (Dj~�)
y
�); W

�
j = (W +

j )
�
; (9.3)

correspondingly. Here ~� = i�2�
�. Note that these operators provide also a gauge-

invariantdescription oftheHiggsparticleand interm ediatevectorbosonsin thebroken
phase. In otherwords,the particle degrees offreedom are the sam e in both phases.
Thisfactalone suggeststhatthere isno distinction between the two phases,so that
in som eregion in theparam eterspace[37,38]therem ay beno phasetransition atall.
However,itdoesnotexcludethesituation thatgoingfrom onephasetoanotherisonly
possiblethrough a phasetransition.
Them ostgeneralrenorm alizablelocalscalar�eld theory in 3d hastheaction

L =
1

2
(@i�)

2 + P(�) (9.4)

where P(�)is a sixth order polynom ialwhich contains �ve constants (a linear term
can alwaysberem oved by theshiftofthescalar�eld)9:

P(�)=
6X

i= 2

ci

i
�
i
: (9.5)

Oneoftheconstants(say,c4)�xesthescale,and theotherfour(say,c2=c24;c
2
3=c

3
4;c

2
5=c4

and c6)aredim ensionlessnum berscom pletely �xing thedynam icsofthetheory.Ifthe
assum ption on the e�ective theory is correct,then allthe four param eters are som e
functionsofthe dim ensionlessratiosx and y characterizing the SU(2)+Higgstheory.
In thevicinity ofthephasetransition,the�rstoftheratios(c2=c24)is�xed,and there
isam apping ofthethreelastonestothesingleparam eterx ofthegauge-Higgssystem

9Note thatthereisno sym m etry (discreteorcontinuous)which forbidsodd powersof� � Z
� 1
�.
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atT = Tc. Clearly,these relationscannotbe com puted in perturbation theory,since
atlargem �

H thephasetransition occursin thestrongcoupling regim e.Afterthey have
been found by som enonperturbativem eans,resolving theorderofthephasetransition
on thelatticeatlargem H becom esam uch easiertask,becauseonly oneessentialscale
ispresent.
Finally,note that the action proposed here has a di�erent num ber ofdegrees of

freedom ,di�erentsym m etries,and a di�erentrangeofvalidity than the scalaraction
used in thesim ulationsof[14].

10 W hatdid w e learn from the lattice sim ulations?

The non-perturbative inform ation we acquired by doing lattice sim ulations can be
confronted with di�erenthypotheseson the nature ofthe phase transition existing in
literature.Itcan beused asatestofvalidity ofanum bernon-perturbativeapproaches,
such asthe�-expansion [39],therenorm alization group approach [40],and theDyson-
Schwinger equations [42]. In this section we provide a sum m ary ofour �ndings and
com parethem with som eofthem entioned approaches.

10.1 C om parison w ith perturbation theory

Perturbation theory can be used for the com putation ofdi�erent quantities in the
broken phase. Not m any quantities are known to high order in perturbation theory
in the 3d SU(2)+Higgstheory,though. The whole listconsistsofthe 2-loop e�ective
potentialforthe scalar�eld in di�erentgauges[2,43,44](and the valuesofdi�erent
condensates related to the e�ective potential,see [3]),and the 1-loop pole m asses of
thegaugeand Higgsparticles(see[42]and below).
T he e�ective potential.Ifthetem peratureis�xed to som evalue,thevev ofthe

Higgs�eld,de�ned by eq.(5.4),can be com puted with theuse ofthe 2-loop e�ective
potential. Atthe sam e tim e,the \exact" vev ofthe Higgs�eld can be found on the
lattice (afterappropriate extrapolation to the continuum lim it). The 2-loop e�ective
potentialgivesa reasonably good prediction forv=T. Forexam ple,�v=v � 0:3% for
the vev ofthe Higgs �eld when v=T ’ 2,and �v=v � 10% for v=T ’ 0:64 (these
num bersreferto m �

H = 80 GeV).Here �v = v2� loop � vexact. The exactvev isfound
to besm allerthan thatfrom 2-loop perturbation theory.Thisprovesthatthe 3-loop
linearcorrection to the e�ective potentialcom eswith a positive sign. Ifthe term 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 sm allas 0.6. In
other words,the tem perature dependence ofthe vev ofthe Higgs �eld can now be
found analyticallywith 1% accuracy up to rathersm allvaluesofv.Thisresultiseven
m orenon-trivialthan a directanalytical3-loop com putation ofthee�ectivepotential,
becauseitindicatesthathigherloop correctionsareindeed sm allin thisregion ofvevs.
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The determ ination of3-loop correctionsto the e�ective potentialallowsone to get
a better idea ofthe expansion param eter ofthe SU(2)+Higgs theory. As we have
discussed in [2]itisdi�cultto geta reliable estim ate oftheexpansion param eterfor
thee�ectivepotentialon thebasisof2-loop perturbativecom putations.Theexpansion
param eter(see Sec.10.1)isproportionalto g23=(�m T)= 2g3=(��),buthow big isthe
constantofproportionality? Indeed,theloop expansion m ay bereliablein thebroken
phasein spite ofthefactthatthe1-loop correction iscom parablewith thetreeterm ,
justbecausethescalarself-coupling constantissm all.M oreover,them agnitudeofthe
2-loopcorrection m aybechanged byadjustingthescale�,sothatthe2-loopcorrection
m ay even betuned to zero by som echoiceof�.Hencethedeterm ination ofthe3-loop
correction to thee�ective potentialisim portant.
Letustake forde�nitenessm �

H = 82 GeV,i.e.,�3=g23 = 1=8 according to eq.(2.9).
In addition,consider the region near Tc (take m 2

3 = 0) and include only gauge �eld
loops(neglect m 1 and m 2). Then the estim ates ofthe di�erent contributions to the
e�ectivepotentialare

V0 =
1

32
g
2
3�

4
;

V1 ’ V0 �
g23

�m T(�)
;

V2 ’ V0 �
33

32

�
g23

�m T(�)

�2

log
�

�
; (10.1)

V3 ’ V0 �
�

32

�
g23

�m T(�)

�3

;

where m T(�) = g3�=2. Inspection ofthese relations im m ediately shows that a rea-

sonable estim ate ofthe expansion param eteris g2
3

�m T (�)
. Thisquantity isratherlarge

(� 0:8)in thevicinity ofthephase transition form�H = 70 GeV,and theconvergence
ofperturbation theory isexpected to be quite bad. The m ain reason why the vev of
theHiggs�eld can befound with a pretty high accuracy isthatthee�ectivepotential
isknown up to a high orderin perturbation theory.
Perturbative correlators in the broken phase. The nexttwo quantitieschar-

acterizing thebroken phasearethevectorand scalarcorrelation lengths.
Asin Sec.4,ata �nite orderin perturbation theory there are di�erentm ethodsof

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
doneby shifting theHiggs�eld to theclassicalbroken m inim um wheretheGoldstone
boson m ass m 2 vanishes,and by then calculating allthe 1-loop diagram s,including
the reducible tadpoles(the calculation in [42]isorganized in thisway). Thism ethod
givesan explicitly gauge-independentresultsforthepolem asses.Unfortunately,such
a calculation getsincreasingly unreliableasoneapproachesthephasetransition,since
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thetree-levelresultsm 1,m T fortheHiggsand W correlators,respectively,go to zero.
The sam e problem wasm etin Sec.4 in connection with the e�ective potential. One
should thereforesolvetherelevantequationsnum erically,hoping thatthehigher-order
correctionsincluded aretheessentialones.W ith thism ethod,a sm allresidualgauge-
and �-dependence rem ains,and itsm agnitudecan beused asan estim ate ofthecon-
sistency oftheapproxim ation.W e�nd thatthegauge-dependence ofthe�nalresults
for the correlators is num erically sm all,at m ost ofthe order 0:03g23. Below we give
resultsin theLandau gauge.The�-dependenceisalso brie
y discussed.
To calculate the correlators,we �rst solve forthe radiatively corrected location of

thebroken m inim um �b from theRG-im proved 2-loop e�ectivepotentialV (�)[2].The
requirem ent ofRG-im provem entused here forthe renorm alization scale �(�)isthat
the2-loop contribution tothederivativeofthee�ectivepotential,@�V2(�;�),vanishes.
W ith �b �xed,we calculate the inverse propagator,and solve num erically forthe real
partofthelocation ofthepole.Since�b isan approxim ation to theexactm inim um of
V (�),no reducibletadpolediagram sareneeded in thecalculation ofthepropagatorin
contrastto the�h-calculation.Therenorm alization scaleused in thecalculation ofthe
propagatorsischosen to be �(�b). The dependence on � isform ally ofhigherorder
than theaccuracy ofthe1-loop calculation,butisnum erically visible,seebelow.The
detailsofthecalculation arein Appendix C.
The pole m assobtained from the correlatorforthe W particle isshown in �g.16.

In this�gurewealso show thetree-levelvaluem T.Itisseen thatin thebroken phase,
1-loop perturbation theory givesexcellentresults. Thisisquite unexpected since the
expansion param eterisratherlargeatthetransition point.In �g.16,weshow alsothe
polem assoftheHiggsparticle,togetherwith thetree-levelvalue.Thereisalsoathird
curve: from the known 2-loop contribution V2(�) to the e�ective potential,one can
derive the m om entum -independent partofthe 2-loop self-energy: � H

2 (0)= � V002 (�b).
W hen this is added to the com plete 1-loop result,one gets the dotted curve. It is
seen thatthe discrepancy between lattice and perturbation theory is largerthan for
the W correlator.The e�ectofV 00

2 suggeststhata com plete 2-loop calculation ofthe
Higgsself-energy m ightgive a betterestim ate. The im portance of2-loop corrections
for the Higgs particle is in accordance with experience from the e�ective potential,
see[2].Finally,letuspointoutthatthetree-and 1-loop W m asses,aswellasthethe
Higgs m ass with the 2-loop contribution included,are practically independent of�.
For the tree-and 1-loop Higgs m asses,the �-dependence in varying � in the range
0:5�(�b):::2:0�(�b)isoftheorderof0:03g23.
Attem ptsto describe the correlation lengthsin the sym m etric phase can be found

in [42,45].
Param eters ofthe phase transition Thecharacteristicsofthephasetransition,

such asthe criticaltem perature,latentheat,bubble nucleation rate,surface tension,
and correlation lengthsin the sym m etric phase cannotbe de�ned in the perturbative
fram ework only,because the sym m etric phase isin the strong coupling regim e. The
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failureofperturbation theory isclearlyseen in orderbyordercom putations.Forexam -
ple,thevector4-loop contribution hasalogarithm icsingularity at� = 0.Nevertheless,
itisstillinteresting tocom pare2-loop and 3-loop predictionswith theresultsoflattice
sim ulations. The RG-im proved 2-loop e�ective potentialisrealin the vicinity ofthe
criticaltem perature forthe whole range of� and isregularatthe origin. Hence,the
com putation oftheabove-m entioned characteristicsofthephasetransition isnotfaced
with form alm athem aticaldi�culties.
Thecriticaltem peratureofthephasetransition derived by 2-loop perturbation the-

ory is presented in table 5. It is som ewhat larger than that derived on the lattice.
Thevev ofthescalar�eld atT �

c form �
H = 60;70 GeV coincideswith thelatticevalue

within errorbars.Thisperfectagreem ent,however,isan incident,sincethecom parison
ofvevs is done atdi�erent tem peratures. The sam e is true also forthe latent heat,
sinceitism ainly determ ined by thevalueofthescalarcondensatein thebroken phase.
W edo notexpectthesam ecoincidence atlargerHiggsm asses.
One ofthe crucialquantities for the com putation ofthe bubble nucleation rate is

thesurfacetension.Form �
H = 60 GeV,itsvalueon thelatticeisconsiderably (about

3 tim es)sm allerthan thatderived from perturbation theory as

� =
Z

�b(Tc)

0

q

2V (�)d�: (10.2)

Notethatthisequation isvalid toleadingorderonly;in higherordersthewavefunction
renorm alization m ustbetaken into account.However,thehuge discrepancy with the
latticeresultshowsthatperturbationtheoryisnotapplicableatallforthecom putation
ofthesurfacetension,atleastform �

H
>
�60 GeV.

To sum m arize,the com putation ofthe characteristics ofthe phase transition from
2-loop perturbation theory (for 35 GeV< m �

H <70 GeV) is accurate for the critical
tem perature within 0:8� 1:6% and fortheratio v=T within 6% .Perturbation theory
failstodescribethesurfacetension (and,therefore,thebubblenucleation rate)atleast
form �

H = 60 GeV.
Adding to the e�ective potentialthe 3-loop linearterm determ ined in Sec.4 does

notim provetheaccuracy ofperturbativepredictions.W etakeasan exam plem �
H = 60

GeV and � = 50,asfollowsfrom latticesim ulations.Thecriticaltem peraturerem ains
roughly asfarfrom thelatticeT�

c asat2-loop level,being now sm allerthan thelattice
value,T3-loop

c = 136:8 GeV.The3-loop ratio v3-loop(T3-loop
c )=T3-loop

c isabout20% larger
than the exactvalue10. The 3-loop perturbative latentheatisaway from the lattice
results by alm ost 50% . The m ost drastic deviation is in the surface tension. The
3-loop value ofit is �=(T�

c)
3 ’ 0:018 - a factor 7 larger than the lattice num ber!

The behaviour ofthe e�ective potentialin two di�erent situations is illustrated in
10Theestim ateofv=T in thebroken phaseata given tem peratureofcoursedoesim prove,sincethe

3-loop partisdeterm ined by justthisrequirem ent.Thediscrepancy isdue to thefactthatthe exact

and 3-loop criticaltem peraturesaredi�erent,and v=T isstrongly tem perature dependentnearTc.
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Figure 25: The RG-im proved 2-loop e�ective potential(dashed line) and the 3-loop
e�ective potentialwith � = 50 (solid line)form �

H = 60 GeV atthe non-perturbative
criticaltem peratureT�

c = 138:38 GeV.Notethatin this�gurewehaveexpressed � in
4d units[�4d = �3d(T�)1=2].

�gs.25,26.Itisclearly seen thatperturbation theory cannotquantitatively describe
thephasetransition.

10.2 C om parison w ith other non-perturbative approaches

W e were notable to m ake a detailed com parison ofthe resultsoflattice sim ulations
with allthe non-perturbativeapproachessuggested in literature.Forexam ple,in [39]
devoted to the application ofthe �-expansion,the authorscom pare theirresultsto 1-
loope�ectivepotentialpredictions.Asweargued in [2],1-loopcom putationsin 3d have
a considerable unphysicalscale dependence,and thisfactm akesa directcom parison
di�cult. W e could notm ake a com parison with the renorm alization group approach
in [40],either,norwith [45].Hencewediscusshere[41]and [42,46,47].
In [41]itwassuggested thatthe non-perturbative e�ectsm ay considerably m odify

the e�ective potentialofthe Higgs�eld nearthe origin. Assum ing thatperturbation
theory worksin the broken phase,a m easure ofthe non-perturbative energy shiftat
� = 0 wasintroduced,

A F =
12

g63

h

V (0;T�
c)� V (�b;T

�
c)
i

: (10.3)
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Figure26:The2-loop and 3-loop e�ectivepotentialsatthecorrespondingperturbative
criticaltem peratures,T� p

c = 140.25 GeV and 136.82 GeV,respectively.

HereT�
c istheexactvalueofthe criticaltem perature.Itwasconjectured in [41]that

ifA F ispositive then the phase transition isstrongerthan predicted by perturbation
theory.In particular,ifA F issu�ciently large(say,A F = 0:4),then thelowerm etasta-
bility tem perature isconsiderably sm allerthan the criticaltem perature,and the vev
ofthe Higgs�eld atT� is substantially largerthan itis atthe criticaltem perature.
The lattice sim ulationsallow to check the validity ofthishypothesis. Letustake for
de�nitenessm �

H = 60 GeV.Then,A F isto be found from 3-loop perturbation theory
(2-loop perturbation theory givesa resulto� by 20% forthevev oftheHiggs�eld and
therefore isnotto be used). W e getA F ’ � 0:08,see �g.2511. In otherwords,the
phase transition is weaker than predicted by 3-loop perturbation theory. Hence the
assum ption ofthe dom inance ofthe gluonic condensate contribution to the vacuum
energy in thesym m etric phase,used in [41],appearsnotto besatis�ed .
In [42]itwassuggested thata reasonabledescription ofthesym m etricphasecan be

achieved with the1-loop Schwinger-Dyson equation.From theanalysisofthisequation
itwasanticipated thatthesym m etricphasecan beinterpreted asaHiggsphasewhose
param etersaredeterm ined non-perturbatively.Oneofthepredictionsofthisapproach

11In [3]we had anotherestim ate ofthe param eterA F ,A F = 0:2. The di�erence isbecause in [3]

2-loop perturbation theory wasused,the2-loop relationsofthelatticeand M S schem eswerenotfully

available,and theproperextrapolation ofthelatticeresultsto thecontinuum lim itwasnotdonedue

to the lim ited am ountofdata.
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isthatthe vectorboson m assin the sym m etric phase issm allerthan 0:27g23,whatis
to beconfronted with thelatticevaluem W � 1:1g23.W ebelieve thatthem ain reason
why thisapproach doesnotwork isbecauseitrelieson an accuratedescription ofthe
sym m etricphaseby 1-loop perturbation theory.In particular,itwasestim ated in [42]

thattheexpansion param eterin the3d theory is 1

6�

g2
3

m T
,whilewe�nd itto beabout6

tim eslarger.
In [46,47]itwassuggested thattheintroduction ofa\m agneticm ass" m M � g23=3�

in the propagator ofthe gauge boson willcure the infrared problem and allow one
to estim ate the m agnitude ofnon-perturbative e�ects. This recipe would e�ectively
producea linear3-loop term with a negativecoe�cient:

V1(�)� �
1

2�
(m 2

M + m
2
T)

3=2 = �
1

2�

�

m
3
T +

3

4
g3�m

2
M + :::

�

; (10.4)

where m T = g3�=2. This is clearly in contradiction to the existence ofthe positive
linearterm wefound in thesim ulations.

11 R esults for di�erent physical4d theories

So far we have given results for the characteristics of the phase transition in the
SU(2)+Higgs m odelusing the sim pli�ed relations of4d and 3d param eters given in
eqs.(2.8)-(2.10). Here we explain how these resultscan be converted into character-
istics of�nite-tem perature phase transitions in physicaltheories where the relations
between 4d and 3d are m ore com plicated. W e also give explicitresultsforthe phase
transition in the 4d SU(2)+Higgs theory without ferm ions,in the 4d SU(2)+Higgs
theory with theferm ioniccontentoftheStandard M odel,and in theStandard M odel.
To begin with,let us restate the observables relevant for the phase transition in

term s of properties of the 3d theory alone. The param eters ofthe 3d theory are
g23;x;y,de�ned in eqs.(2.8){(2.10). From lattice m easurem ents,one can derive the
expectation valueofdim ensionlessgauge-invariantobservables,like h�y�(g23)i=g

2
3 (one

m ustuseeq.(4.2)to changeschem efrom latticeto M S at� = g23).Letusdenotethis
particularexpectation value by ‘3,‘3 � h�y�(g23)i=g

2
3.Let‘

b
3 be thevalue of‘3 in the

broken phaseatthecriticalpoint(xc;yc),and �‘ 3 bethedi�erenceofthevaluesof‘3
in the broken and sym m etric phasesatthe criticalpoint,�‘ 3 = ‘b3 � ‘s3. The critical
point(xc;yc)isdeterm ined asexplained in Sec.5.1.The observable �‘ 3 isrelated to
thedim ensionlessquantity �3(x;y)de�ned by

exp[� V3g
6
3�3(x;y)]=

Z

D �D A exp(� S[�;A]); (11.1)

through
@��3(xc;yc)

@yc
= �‘ 3 (11.2)
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where ��3(x;y)= �b3(x;y)� �s3(x;y)and V3 isthe volum e ofthe system . Finally,we
de�nethedim ensionlessquantity �3 related to thesurfacetension by

�3 = lim
V ! 1

1

2g43A
ln
Pm ax

Pm in
; (11.3)

in analogy with eq.(5.5).Theobservablesxc,yc,‘b3,�‘ 3 and �3 arealldim ensionless
quantitiesde�ned strictly insidethe3d theory,areindependentoftheparam etrization
used in eqs.(2.8)-(2.10),and are m easurable,in principle,to arbitrary accuracy with
latticesim ulations,sincethelatticecounterterm softhe3d theory areknown exactly.
Next,oneneedstherelationsto 4d.Therelationsto 4d consistoftwo parts:

(a)Oneneedstheexpressionsoftheparam etersg23,x and y ofthe3d theory in term s
oftem perature and the physicalparam etersofthe 4d theory. Forde�niteness,letus
take as one ofthe physicalparam eters the pole m ass ofthe Higgs �eld,m H . Then
the param eters ofthe 3d theory are ofthe form g23 = g23(m H ;T),x = x(m H ;T)and
y = y(m H ;T).
(b)One needsthe relation of3d observablesto 4d therm odynam ics. Thisrelation is
com pletely determ ined by the equation p(T)= � Tg63�3(x;y),which holdsapartfrom
inessentialm ass-independentterm s.
Usingtherelationsin(a)and(b),onecanrelatexc,yc,‘b3,�‘ 3 and�3 to4dquantities

characterizing thetherm odynam icsofthephasetransition.First,from theequations
(

xc = x(m H ;Tc)
yc = y(m H ;Tc);

(11.4)

one can solve forthe Higgsm assm H and criticaltem perature Tc to which the phase
transition in the 3d theory atthe point(xc;yc)corresponds. W hen Tc isknown,one
can calculatethegaugecoupling:g23 = g23(m H ;Tc).Then onecan determ inev2(Tc)=T2

c,
de�ned by v2(Tc)=T2

c = 2h�y3�3(Tc)i=Tc according to eq.(5.4),from

v2(Tc)

T2
c

= 2
g23

Tc

�

‘
b
3 �

3

16�2
ln
g23

Tc

�

: (11.5)

Thesurfacetension �=T3
c isobtained from

�

T3
c

= �3
g43

T2
c

: (11.6)

ForthelatentheatL = Tc[p0s(T)� p0b(T)],onegets

L

T4
c

=
1

T3
c

d

dT

h

Tg
6
3��3(x;y)

i�
�
�
T= Tc

= �‘ 3

g63

T2
c

�
dy

dT
�
dx

dT

dyc

dxc

�

: (11.7)
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Hereweutilized eq.(11.2)togetherwith thefactthatatthecriticalline,thefollowing
two equationshold:

��3(xc;yc) = 0; (11.8)
@��3(x;y)

@x
= �

dyc

dxc

@��3(x;y)

@y
: (11.9)

Notethatboth dx=dT and dyc=dxc in eq.(11.7)arenon-zero through loop corrections:
dx=dT isnon-vanishingduetologarithm ic1-loop correctionstothedim ensionalreduc-
tion ofthe coupling constantsg23,�3,and dyc=dxc isnon-zero due to loop corrections
insidethe3d theory(attree-level,thephasetransition takesplaceaty = 0independent
ofx).Num erically,dyc=dxc � � 1 butdx=dT � dy=dT,so thatin realisticcases

(dx=dT)(dyc=dxc)

dy=dT
� 0:02: (11.10)

Henceonedoesnotneed to determ inethederivativeofthecriticalliney = yc(x)with
asgoodarelativeaccuracyasthejum p �‘ 3 oftheorderparam eteratthepoint(xc;yc).
Ifoneusestheparam etrization ofeqs.(2.8)-(2.10)in eq.(11.7),then dx=dT� = 0 and
onegetstheexpression in eq.(5.3).
To getthe valuesof‘b3,�‘ 3 and �3 from the resultsgiven in Sec.5,one hasto use

eqs.(11.5)-(11.7)in theinversedirection,em ploying theparam etrization ofeqs.(2.8)-
(2.10). For instance,the surface tension �=T� 3

c = 0:0023 for m �
H = 60 GeV given

in table 7 corresponds to �3 = 0:0023=0:440152 = 0:0119 according to eqs.(11.6)
and (2.8). The values ofxc,yc,‘b3,�‘ 3 and �3 obtained this way are shown in the
second block in table 10. To go back to 4d units fordi�erent physicaltheories,one
needsthetruevaluesofg23=Tc,x

0(Tc)and y0(Tc).In general,thevalueofg23=Tc di�ers
from 0.44015,so that�=T3

c di�ersfrom thevaluein table7,seetable10.
Theexplicitform oftheexpressionsforg23,x and y in term softem peratureand the

physical4d param etersoftheStandard M odeltoorderg4 havebeen given in [5],using
theapproxim ation g02 � g3.W ith these relations,we can give resultsforthe therm o-
dynam icalpropertiesoftheEW phasetransition.To bem oreprecise,wewillconsider
threedi�erenttheoriesrem iniscentoftheEW sectoroftheStandard M odel.Asastart-
ingpoint,weconsiderthecasem Z = m W sothatg0= 0.ThisisaSU(2)+Higgstheory
with theferm ioniccontentoftheStandard M odel.Thefunctionsx(m H ;T),y(m H ;T)
and g23(m H ;T)in thistheory,with m top = 175 GeV,havebeen given in �gs.7-8 of[5].
Theresultsforthephasetransition,obtained from thevaluesin thesecond block in ta-
ble10usingeqs.(11.4)-(11.7),areshown in thefourth blockin table10.Resultsforthe
fullStandard M odelcan beobtained from theSU(2)+Higgs+ferm ionsm odelby taking
intoaccounttheU(1)-subgroup perturbatively with thehelp of�g.9in [5].Theresults
arein thebottom block in table10.Finally,we giveresultsalso fortheSU(2)+Higgs
m odelwithoutferm ions.Thiscaseisobtained from theSU(2)+Higgs+ferm ionsm odel
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by putting gY = nF = �S = 0 and �xing m W = 80:22 GeV.The resultsare shown in
thethird block in table10.In principle,theresultsfortheSU(2)+Higgstheory should
allow a com parison with the 4d lattice sim ulationsin [21,22,23]. Atpresentsuch a
com parison isnotrigorously possible,however,sincetherelation ofthegaugecoupling
g2R used in 4d sim ulationsto continuum physicsisnotknown.

12 A pplications to cosm ology

12.1 T he phase transition

The resultsofnon-perturbative lattice M C sim ulations allow one to considerably re-
ducetheuncertaintiesassociatedwiththedynam icsoftheelectroweakphasetransition.
Strictly speaking,they stillreferto a som ewhatunphysicalsituation,since the U(1)
subgroup presentin theelectroweak theory isom itted.Aswediscussed in theprevious
section,the perturbative e�ects associated with the U(1)subgroup are rathersm all;
the estim ate ofthe non-perturbative e�ects requires lattice sim ulations in the com -
plete3d SU(2)� U(1)+Higgsm odel.Allspeci�cestim atesin thissection arebased on
theassum ption (quitereasonable,though)thatallperturbativeand non-perturbative
e�ectsoftheU(1)subgroup aresm all.
Letusreconstructthe picture ofthe phase transition form �

H = 60 GeV,forwhich
we have the bestlattice data. Forthe M SM with the top m ass m t = 175 GeV this
correspondsto the pole Higgsm assofm H = 51:2 GeV,excluded experim entally,but
fora num berofextensionsoftheStandard M odelthism ay bequiterealistic.To m ake
the discussion lessm odeldependentwe willuse the variable T�;with the help ofthe
results of[5]and Sec.11 everything can be re-com puted forany speci�c m odel. W e
shallom itheretheerrorbarsfrom thenum bers.
The criticaltem perature ofthe phase transition is T�

c = 138:4 GeV,and the vev-
tem peratureratioatT�

c isv=T
�
c = 0:67.Thescalarcorrelation length in thesym m etric

phase is �s � 6=T�c,and in the broken phase �b � 8=T�c. The corresponding vector
correlation lengths are a factor of three shorter. The dom ain wallseparating the
broken and sym m etric phaseshasthesurfacetension � � 0:002T� 3c ,and thepro�leof
thescalar�eld hasasym m etrictailson thedi�erentsidesofthedom ain wall,��(x)�
exp(� jxj=�s;b). At T� > T�

+ = 138:7 GeV only the sym m etric phase is stable,and
at T� < T�

� = 137:4 only the broken phase is stable,while in between both phases
can existsim ultaneously12.Thebubblenucleation tem peratureTbubble liessom ewhere
between Tc and T� and m ay beestim ated with theuseofthesurfacetension and latent
heatfound on thelattice.

12W e use herethe resultsofsubsection 7.2 which arethe m ostaccurate.
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m �
H = 35 GeV m �

H = 60 GeV m �
H = 70 GeV

SU(2)+Higgsin 3d xc 0.01830 0.06444 0.08970
(perturbative) yc 0.0644(2) 0.0114(15) 0.0028(26)

�‘ 3 3.48(1) 0.493(5) 0.312(7)
‘b3 3.47(1) 0.508(17) 0.330(20)
�3 0.339(1) 0.0401(7) 0.0253(9)

SU(2)+Higgsin 3d xc 0.01830 0.06444 0.08970
(lattice) yc 0.05904(56) -0.00146(35) -0.01531(69)

�‘ 3 4.07(13) 0.491(8) 0.302(18)
‘b3 3.91(13) 0.500(12) 0.353(26)
�3 [0.47(1)] 0.0119(26) ?

SU(2)+Higgsin 4d m H =GeV 29.1 54.4 64.3
Tc=GeV 76.85 132.6 151.2
L=T4

c 0.200 0.0294 0.0194
v=Tc 1.74 0.626 0.529
�=T3

c [0.071] 0.0017 ?
SU(2)+Higgs m H =GeV { 51.2 68.0
+ferm ions Tc=GeV { 89.79 105.8

L=T4
c { 0.103 0.0651

v=Tc { 0.642 0.542
�=T3

c { 0.0019 ?
TheStandard m H =GeV { 51.2 68.0
M odel Tc=GeV { 88.93 104.8

L=T4
c { 0.124 0.0769

v=Tc { 0.689 0.575
�=T3

c { 0.0023 ?

Table 10: Properties ofthe phase transition in di�erent physical4d theories. The
sim ulations with m �

H = 35 GeV do not correspond to any physicalpole Higgs m ass
in theSU(2)+Higgs+ferm ionsm odel,atleastaccording to the1-loop form ulasforthe
couplingsused in [5]. The errorsforthe 2-loop perturbative resultsin the �rstblock
indicate the e�ect ofvarying � in the range 0:5�opt:::2:0�opt. The error estim ates
forthe3d latticeSU(2)+Higgsm odelfollow from theerrorestim atesin Secs.5.1-5.3.
The surface tension m easurem ents for m �

H = 35 GeV are in parentheses for reasons
explained in Sec.5.3. In the 4d results,we only show the centralvalue. Forthe 4d
SU(2)+Higgsm odel,the additionalrelative errorfrom the relationsto 4d should be
below 1% ,and fortheSU(2)+Higgs+ferm ionsm odel,itm ay bea few percent(in the
criticaltem perature,the error is an orderofm agnitude sm aller) [5]. The last block
concerning theStandard M odelisbased on apurely perturbativeestim ateofthee�ect
ofthe U(1)-subgroup [5,�g.9],and the errors m ay be large ifthe non-perturbative
e�ectsrelated to theU(1)-sectoraresigni�cant.
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Thethin wallbubblenucleation rateisgiven by

�= �T
4
c exp(�

4��R2c
3Tc

) (12.1)

whereR c = 2�=� istheradiusofthecriticalbubble,� = L�T
Tc

isthepressuredi�erence
between the broken and sym m etric phases,�T = T c � Tbubble,L is the latent heat
ofthe transition, and � is the prefactor. Estim ates for � in di�erent m odels and
approxim ationscan befound in [48,49].Thebubblenucleation tem peratureisroughly
determ ined from thecondition

�
M 4

P l

T8
c

’ 1: (12.2)

Inserting thelatticenum bersto theserelationsgivesan estim ate �T �

T �
c

’ 0:001,i.e.,the
bubble nucleation tem perature isvery close to the criticalone,T�

bubble = 138:3 GeV.
Thesm allnessof�T �=T�

c isdueto factthattheratio �
3=L2T�

c � 10� 5 isso sm all[50].
Since�T �=(Tc� T� )’ 0:1isalsosm all,oneisin thethin-wallregim e;indeed,thesize
ofthe bubbleswhen they nucleate isatleastR c ’ 110=T�

c which ism uch largerthan
the scalar correlation lengths in the broken and sym m etric phases at Tbubble. Since
Tbubble isvery close to the criticaltem perature,the vev oftheHiggs�eld atTbubble is
alm ostthesam easatT�

c.

12.2 T he out ofequilibrium condition for electroweak baryo-

genesis

One ofthe m otivations for the study ofthe electroweak phase transition is its ap-
plication to electroweak baryogenesis. The rate of the anom alous baryon num ber
non-conserving processes is high in the sym m etric phase [51],but is suppressed by
the Boltzm ann exponentin the broken phase [51]. Baryogenesisoccursatthe 1stor-
der electroweak phase transition,and the m echanism -independent constraint on the
strength ofthe phase transition isthatthe rate offerm ion num ber non-conservation
in thebroken phase atthebubblenucleation tem peraturebesm allerthan therateof
universe expansion [52].
W eparam etrizetherateofsphaleron transitionsin thebroken phaseas

�= T
4

�
�W

4�

�4

N trN rot

 
2E sph(T)

�T

! 7

exp

 

�
E sph(T)

T

!

(12.3)

wherethefactorsN tr ’ 26 and N rot ’ 5:3� 103 arezero m odenorm alizations[53]and
E sph(T)isthee�ectivesphaleron m assattem peratureT.Then theoutofequilibrium
constraintreads[52]:

E sph(Tbubble)=Tbubble > 45: (12.4)
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In principle,thisbound can beconverted intoan upperbound on theparam eter�3=g23,
com pletely de�ning the dynam ics ofthe 3d theory. An exact determ ination ofthis
bound would requirea non-perturbativeevaluation ofthesphaleron ratein thebroken
phase (forlattice sim ulationsoftopology changing processesin the sym m etric phase,
see[54,55]).Unfortunately,thisproblem hasnotbeen solved yet.Below wewillesti-
m atethecriticalvalueof�3=g23 assum ing thattheexpansion param eterin thebroken
phase is g23=(�m T)= 2g3=(��b){ a value inspired by the higherordercom putations
and latticesim ulations.
The best estim ate ofthe sphaleron rate available now is the 1-loop com putation

in [56],where the determ inant ofsm all
uctuations was com puted num erically in a
bosonictheory13.According to [56],theratein 1-loop approxim ation isjustgiven by
eq.(12.3),where

E sph(T)

T
= B (

�3

g23
)
2�T1=2

g3

�b

T
(12.5)

and �b isthevev to bedeterm ined from the1-loop e�ective potential(m easured here
in 4d units).Argum entsin favourofabsorption ofthe1-loop e�ectsinto thevev ofthe
scalar�eld have been presented in [59].Som enum ericalvaluesofthefunction B are:
form �

H = 0;40;45;50,B = 3:04;3:41;3:44;3:48,correspondingly [60].W eassum ethen
thattheexactvalueofthesphaleron m assisgiven by (12.5)pluscorrections,and that
�b=T isto be replaced by the exactgauge-invariantvalue v=T determ ined on lattice.
Then the �rst correction is ofthe order A(g23=(�m T))2,where A is a num ber ofthe
orderofunity.A conservativelim iton theratio v=T isobtained when A ispositive,so
thatv=T > 1:22 (wetakeB corresponding to m �

H = 50 GeV).Atthisvaluethe2-loop
correction isabout10% and the3-loop correction isexpected to beoftheorderof4%
and can beneglected.If,in thecontrary,A isnegative,wegetv=T > 1:49.
Now,wechoosetheweakerconstraintv=T > 1:22 and convertitinto an upperlim it

on m �
H . Since we do not have lattice sim ulations for the whole range ofm �

H values
from 35 GeV to 60 GeV,wetakethe2-loop predictionsforv=T;aswediscussed,this
isaccuratewithin a few percent.W e�nd thatifm �

H ’ 42 GeV then v=Tc = 1:22.The
bubblenucleation tem peratureissom ewhatsm allerthan thecriticaltem perature.The
thin wallapproxim ation forthe tunneling rate isnotapplicable here. Assum ing that
the perturbative description ofbubble nucleation is valid in this region ofthe Higgs
m asses,weestim atethatv=T atthenucleation tem peratureisabout20% largerthan
atthecriticaltem perature.Thisisderived by de�ning thebouncefortheaction

1

2
(@�)2 + V2-loop(�) (12.6)

13Recently the ferm ionic determ inant in the background of a sphaleron was com puted in [57].

The authors concluded that the ferm ionic contribution suppresses the rate and is num erically very

im portant. However,the e�ect offerm ions can be absorbed into the de�nition ofthe 3d coupling

constants;afterthisthe ferm ioniccontribution isnegligible,see [58].
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num erically,and requiring thatthevalueofthebounceaction is’ 140(see,e.g.,[61]).
Forexam ple,form �

H = 43 GeV,T�
c = 108:6 GeV,v(T�

c)=T
�
c = 1:16,Tbubble = 106:3

GeV,v(Tbubble)=Tbubble = 1:43.Then therequirem entv=T > 1:22 givesm �
H < 46 GeV.

The perturbative accountofthe U(1)factorm akesthe phase transition stronger�rst
order,correcting thisbound by a factor

s

1

3
(2+

1

cos3�W
) (12.7)

following from the 1-loop e�ective potential. W e then �nally get m �
H
<
�50 GeV.If

the correction to the sphaleron rate is in fact negative,then the num ber is sm aller,
about 45 GeV.It is interesting to note that this bound is very close to the initial
1-loop com putation in [52]. W e stress,however,that these estim ates are subject to
veri�cation by thefuturelatticesim ulationsofthetheory with theU(1)subgroup and
to non-perturbativeevaluation ofthesphaleron rate.
From eq.(2.9),m �

H < 50 GeV correspondsto x < 0:043 and m �
H < 45 GeV to x <

0:034.To sum m arize,theupperlim itto theparam eter�3=g23 in the3d SU(2)� U(1)+
Higgstheory islikely to be

�3=g
2
3 < 0:04: (12.8)

In order to de�ne the constraints following from this requirem ent on the particle
spectrum oftheunderlying4d theory,onehastoexpressthisratiothrough thephysical
param etersofthe4dtheoryatthecriticaltem perature.Thiscom putationm aybequite
involved [5],butitisveryclean from thephysicspointofview and doesnotcontain any
infrared divergencies. An essentialpointisthatonly 1-loop graphsneed be com puted.
Indeed,a 1-loop com putation provides O (�2) accuracy in the coupling constants of
thee�ective theory.M oreover,thecriticaltem perature entersto theratio (12.8)only
through logarithm s,so thateven a 1-loop estim ateofitwillgivesu�cientaccuracy.
The application ofthe constraintofeq.(12.8)to the case ofthe M inim alStandard

M odelfollowsim m ediately from �g.8 of[5].Indeed,ifm t = 175 GeV,then no Higgs
m asscan ensurethenecessary requirem entofeq.(12.8)14.Ifthetop quarkwerelighter,
then som elow Higgsm assvaluem ightbepossible,see�g.27.
Accordingto[62]thephasetransition in theM SSM occursin thesam ewayasitdoes

in theM SM .Iftrue,then M SSM alsofailsin generating asu�ciently strong�rstorder
phase transition. The two Higgsdoubletm odelhasm ore freedom ,and the resultsof
[63]indicatethattheconstraint(12.8)can besatis�ed there.

14To be m ore precise,the com putations in [5]relating the physicalm asses ofthe W boson and

Higgsparticle to the param etersofM S schem e break down ifthe physicalHiggsm assisclose to the

Colem an-W einberg lim it. In thislim itthe higherorderYukawa correctionsstartto be im portantin

the procedureofdim ensionalreduction aswell.So,itisnotexcluded thatHiggsm assesclose to the

Colem an-W einberg lim itarestillpossible.
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Figure 27: The criticalvalue xc = �3=g
2
3 as a function ofthe physicalHiggs m ass

m H and the top quark m assm top. In general,x dependson the Higgsm ass,the top
m ass and logarithm ically on the tem perature. In calculating xc,we have solved the
tem perature from the equation y = 0,which according to table 10 is very close to
the truecriticalvalue ofyc.The sm allerrorin Tc doesnota�ectxc m uch due to the
logarithm ic dependence. The value ofthe dim ensionless U(1)-coupling g023 =g

2
3 is not

shown in this�gure;itisg023 =g
2
3 � 0:3.

13 C onclusions

The 3d form alism ,developed in the series ofpapers [1]-[5],[16]provides a powerful
toolforthe study ofphase transitionsin weakly coupled gauge theories. Itfactorizes
theperturbativeand non-perturbativephysicsand allowsoneto constructe�ective3d
theories,describing in a universalway phase transitionsin a largeclassofunderlying
4d theories.Thee�ectivetheoriesin 3d contain bosonsonly,and m ay beused forhigh
precision latticeM onteCarlo sim ulations.
In thispaperwereported on latticesim ulationsin the3d SU(2)+Higgsm odel,which

isan e�ective theory fortheSU(2)sectoroftheM SM and itsextensions.Thenature
ofthe phase transition at m oderate Higgs m asses m H < m W is clari�ed, and the
results presented here form an \experim ental" basis fordi�erent theoreticalschem es
attem pting to describestrong coupling phenom ena atT � Tc.
From thephenom enologicalpointofview,to ourm ind,them ostinteresting further

problem sto be solved are the role ofthe U(1)factorin the phase transition,and the
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rateofthesphaleron transitionsin thebroken phasenearTc.Thesolution ofthe�rst
problem on thelatticeisa straightforward generalization oftheSU(2)caseconsidered
in this paper. The non-perturbative estim ate ofthe sphaleron rate is a m uch m ore
com plicated problem ,and itiseven notclearhow itcan besolved in principle.
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A ppendix A

In thisAppendix we rederive the result(II.76-78)forh�y�iin the �h (loop)expansion
in the broken phase ofthe 3d SU(2)+Higgstheory writing itin a m ore explicit and
com plete form ,and discuss the param etrisation ofthe 3-loop term s (the statistical
uncertainties do not allow a determ ination ofthe 4-loop term s). The com putation
takesplace in three steps:�rst�nd the potential(gaugeand � dependent),then �nd
the value V (v) ofthe potentialat its broken m inim um (gauge independent but �
dependent)15,and �nally calculatethecondensate from

h�y�(�)i=
dV (v)

dm 2
3(�)

: (A.1)

Thestarting pointisthepotentialup to 3 loops(�h isa loop counting param eter):

V = V0 + �hV1 + �h2V2 + �h3V3: (A.2)

Perturbativecom putation givesV in theform V = V (m T;m 1;m 2;�;�),where

m T =
1

2
g3�; m

2
1 = m

2
3(�)+ 3�3�

2
; m

2
2 = m

2
3(�)+ �3�

2
: (A.3)

Thus,equivalently V = V (m 2
3(�);�;�). Here,in contrastto eq.(A.1),� denotesthe

realHiggs�eld.
15 Note thatwe have sim pli�ed notation here: by v we m ean the the location ofthe m inim um of

the e�ective potential,previously denoted by �b. The v used here should notbe confused with the

v(T)used previously and de�ned asv2(T)=T 2 = 2h�y�(T)i=T.
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Thetreeand 1-loop potentialsare

V0 =
1

2
m

2
3(�)�

2 +
1

4
�3�

4
; (A.4)

V1 = �
1

12�
(6m 3

T + m
3
1 + 3m 3

2); (A.5)

and the2-loop partin theLandau gaugeisin eq.(I.33),in thegeneralcovariantgauge
in [43]and in theR(�)gaugein [44].The3-loop potentialisneartheclassicalbroken
m inim um ofthegeneralform

V3 =
@V1

@m 2
3

f2m

16�2

�

log
�

m T

+
1

2

�

�
27

128

�

2+
1

2
h
3

�2 g43

(4�)3
m 2

T

m 2

+
�

(4�)3
g
4
3m T; (A.6)

where
@V1

@m 2
3

= �
1

8�
(m 1 + 3m 2); h

2 �
8�3
g23

; (A.7)

and � is a com plicated function ofthe m asses,which we only need near the broken
m inim um .Notethath in eq.(A.7)di�ersfrom thede�nition in eq.(2.11).
The � dependent term s ofV3 are known (eq.(I.70)) since they should cancelthe

� dependence ofV1 so asto m akethe� dependenceofV1 + V3 to beoforder�h
5.

The term sproportionalto powersof1=m 2 are singularatthe tree m inim um ofthe
potential. They identically cancelwhen the value ofthe potentialatthe m inim um is
com puted perturbatively,seebelow.
Thee�ectivepotentialitselfisgaugedependentbutitsvaluein thebroken m inim um

isgaugeindependent(butdependenton thescale�).Them inim um isde�ned by

@V (m 2
3(�);�;�)

@�
= 0: (A.8)

Denoting the solution ofthis equation by � = v one can solve foritin the loop (�h)
expansion:

v
2 = v

2
(0)+ �hv2(1)+ �h2v2(2)+ O (�h3); (A.9)

with theresult

v
2
(0) =

� m23(�)

�3
; (A.10)

v
2
(1) = �

2

�3
V
0
1(v

2
(0))=

3

4�

�

h +
4

h2

�

�m T; (A.11)

v
2
(2) =

4

�23
V
00
1 (v

2
(0))V

0
1(v

2
(0))�

2

�3
V
0
2(v

2
(0)) (A.12)

=
9�3
32�2

�

3+
8

h3
+

�m 1

m 2

��

1+
4

h3

�

�
2

�3
V
0
2(v

2
(0))

=
3g23
16�2

�
3

16
h
2

�

3+
8

h3

��

1+
4

h3

�

+ 1�
5h

4
� h

2 +
h3
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3h4

8
+

1

2+ h
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:
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HereV 0
n(v

2
(0)
)etc.m ean writing Vn = Vn(m 2

3;�),taking partialderivativewith respect
to �2 and evaluating theresultatthesaddlepointvalue(A.10).Hereby onewillneed
thesaddlepointvaluesofthem asses:

�m 1 = h�m T =
q

� 2m23(�); �m 2 = 0: (A.13)

Thesaddlepointvaluessatisfy theequations

d�m T

dm 2
3

= �
1

h2 �m T

;
d�m 1

dm 2
3

= �
1

�m 1

: (A.14)

The pole term s 1=m 2 in (A.12)cancelbefore taking the lim it m 2 ! 0. These arise
when taking derivatives ofV1 � m32;V2 � m2;V3 � 1=m2,etc. In gauge invariant
quantitiescalculated below they canceland willnotbeexplicitly written down.
Inserting (A.9)to (A.2)and expanding onegets

V (v) = V0 + �hV1 + �h2
h

V2 � �
� 1
3 (V 0

1)
2
i

+ �h3
h

V3 + (V 0
2 +

1

2
V
00
1 v

2
(1))v

2
(1)

i

; (A.15)

whereallquantitieson theRHS should beevaluated atthesaddlepointvalues(A.13).
Notethatv2 isonly needed up to 1 loop.
The potentialatthem inim um thusisthepotentialevaluated attheclassicalm ini-

m um corrected bysom eterm s,related toone-particlereduciblediagram sandcalculable
in term sofpotentialsoflowerorder. The resultforthe 3-loop one-particle reducible
contribution is

(V 0
2 +

1

2
V
00
1 v

2
(1))v

2
(1) =

3

2

�

h +
4

h2
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�m T
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(4�)3
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�
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+

+�disc(h)�m T
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(4�)3
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T
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;

where

�disc(h) =
9

32

�

h +
4

h2

��

(
1

2
h
4 � 21)log3+ h

4logh +

+(4� 3h2 + h
4)log(2+ h)� h

2(1+ h
2)log(1+ h)+

�
21

2
�

6

h2
�
5

4
h � h

2 � h
3 +

11

16
h
4 �

2

2+ h

�

: (A.17)

De�ning further

f2(h)=
17

2
+ h

2 �
1

2
h
4
; (A.18)
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f2m

g43
=
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8

�
17
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+ 3h2 �

1

2
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�

; (A.19)

q2(h) = (2� h
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1

4
h
4)log(2+ h)� 2h +

1
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+
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�
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4
; (A.20)

thevacuum energy density is

V (v) = �
m 4

3(�)

�3
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�h

12�
�m 3
T(6+ h
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+�h2�m 2
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�
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�
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�

+
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: (A.21)

Com puting @V (v)=@m 2
3 gives the �nalresult forthe scalar condensate in loop ex-

pansion:

h�y�(�)i

g23
=
h�y�(�0)i

g23
+

3

16�2
ln

�

�0
= (A.22)
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�
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�

;

where the di�erentloop contributionsare on di�erentlinesand where �(h)isthe 3-
loop quantity to be determ ined. Note how the general� dependence arises from an
incom pletecancellation between thetreeand 2-loop term sand how the� dependence
ofthe1-loop term iscom pensated to order�h5 by the3-loop term .

A ppendix B

In thisappendix wedescribean \im proved" version ofthe2-loop e�ectivepotentialin
Landau gaugeused forthecom putation ofthescalarcondensateatdi�erenttem pera-
turesby the\Colem an-W einberg" m ethod.
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Itwas pointed outin [4](see also Appendix A)thatthe e�ective potentialin the
Landau gaugecontainssingularitiesattheclassicaltreem inim um ,wheretheGoldstone
m ass

m
2
2 = m

2
3 + �3�

2
; (B.1)

vanishes.Theorderofleadingsingularitieson then-loop levelcan befound from power
counting:

V
sing
n =

�hnCn

(m 2
2)
n�

5

2

; (B.2)

where the Cn are som e coe�cients. These term sare notdangerousifthe location of
the m inim um ofthe e�ective potentialis far enough from the tree-levelvalue (this
is the Colem an-W einberg regim e). However,deep in the broken phase the quantum
correctionsaresm all,theGoldstonem assm 2 iscloseto zero and term slike(B.2)m ay
becom e im portant. As we discussed in Sec.5 of[4],due to the singular term s the
com putation ofthe ground state energy by the CW m ethod,needed forthe estim ate
ofthe value ofthe condensate h�y�i,di�ers from the straightforward �h expansion
described in Appendix A by fractionalpowers of�h;at n loops,the di�erence is of
order�h(n+

1

2
).In particular,since thee�ective potentialisknown up to two loops,the

di�erence between the two m ethods is oforder �h
5

2. This is unacceptable since the
�h3-contribution to thee�ectivepotentialisto bedeterm ined.
Below we show how thisdisadvantage ofthe CW m ethod can be rem oved,so that

theCW m ethod can beused both nearand farfrom thecriticaltem perature.
Them ain idea isto rede�nethe2-loop potential,including in itallleading singular-

ities:

V
im proved

2-loop = V2-loop +
1X

n= 3

V
sing
n : (B.3)

In this way,the expression for the ground state energy becom es analytic in �h,as it
m ustbe in the broken phase,where there are no m assless physicalexcitations. Itis
interesting thattherequirem entthatthe�h

5

2 correction beabsentin theexpression for
the ground state energy ispowerfulenough to determ ine the structure ofthe leading
singularities.
Letusrewritethetreeand 1-loop e�ective potentialsin thefollowing form :

V0 =
1

4�3
z
4
; V1 = �

�h

12�
[6m 3

W + m
3
H + 3z3]�

1

2�3
m

2
G z

2 + O (z4): (B.4)

Here m W = 1

2
g3

q

(� m23)=�3 and m 2
H = � 2m23 are the tree-levelvaluesofthe W and

Higgsm asses,z= m 2 and

m
2
G =

3�h

8�
g
2
3(m W +

2�3
g23

m H ): (B.5)
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Then thesolution to them inim ization equation @Ve�
@z

= 0 hastheform

z
2 = m

2
G + O (�h

3

2): (B.6)

Now,ifthissolution isused in com putingthevaluesofthesingularpartsofthee�ective
potentialin eq.(B.2),onecan see thatany ofthen-loop contributionsisoforder�h

5

2.
Sincesuch a term m ustbeabsent,weget

1X

n= 1

V
sing
n (z2 = m

2
G )= 0: (B.7)

Therefore,thewholesum m usthavetheform
1X

n= 1

V
sing
n (z)= �

�h

4�
(z2 � m

2
G )

3

2 (B.8)

in order to reproduce correctly the known 1-loop term � z3,which is non-analytic
in z2.
In this derivation the explicit form ofthe 2-loop potentialwas not used,so that

theprediction oftheterm non-analyticin �h2 m ay becom pared with thedirect2-loop
com putation.From [2],thenon-analyticterm son the2-loop levelare

V
sing

2 =
�h2

(4�)2
9

4
g
2
3(m W +

2�3
g23

m H )m 2 =
3�h

8�
m

2
G z; (B.9)

indeed coinciding with the�h expansion ofeq.(B.8).
To conclude, the im proved form ofthe e�ective potential, which reproduces the

correctstructureofthe�h expansion oftheground stateenergy,hastheform

V
im proved

2-loop = V2-loop(m
2
2 ! m

2
2 � m

2
G )�

3

8�
m

2
G m 2; (B.10)

where the lastterm m ustbe subtracted in orderto avoid double-counting. Itisthis
potentialwhich wasused forthe com putation ofthe scalarcondensate at�xed tem -
peratureby theCW m ethod in Sec.4.

A ppendix C

Here we calculate the W and Higgscorrelatorsin the 3d theory ofeq.(1.1)at1-loop
order.TheLagrangianm assesofthevector,Higgsand Goldstone�eldsarein eq.(A.3).
W ith thesem asses,theradiatively corrected propagatorsofthevectorand Higgs�elds
areoftheform

hA a
i(� p)Abj(p)i = �

ab
�ij � pipj=p

2

p2 + m 2
T � �W (p2)

+ longitudinalpart;

h�1(� p)�1(p)i =
1

p2 + m 2
1 � �H (p2)

: (C.1)
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To calculatetheself-energies� W ,� H ,oneneedsthebasicintegrals

A 0(m
2) =

Z

dp
1

p2 + m 2
= �

m

4�
; (C.2)

B 0(k
2;m 2

1;m
2
2) =

Z

dp
1

[p2 + m 2
1][(p+ k)2 + m 2

2]

=
i

8�(k2)1=2
ln
m 1 + m 2 � i(k2)1=2

m 1 + m 2 + i(k2)1=2
: (C.3)

Theintegration m easurehereis

Z

dp�

Z
ddp

(2�)d
; (C.4)

whered = 3� 2�.
Thecontributionsofthediagram sin�g.28.atothevectorself-energy� W ineq.(C.1)

are (V isa vector,S a scalar,and � a ghostpropagator;k2 isthe Euclidian external
m om entum )
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; (C.5)
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� W
�� =

g23
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� W
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2
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2
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; (C.9)
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8
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Forthe 1-loop contributions to the Higgsself-energy � H in eq.(C.1),one getsfrom
thediagram sin �g.28.b theresults
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