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This tak review s recent lattice resuls on the high T electroweak phase transition. A rem arkably accurate
picture em erges: a) the transition is of rst order ormy < 80G eV and vanishes for larger m 5 ; b) transition
tem perature, latent heat and interface tension are known, aswellas c) the properties of the broken and sym m etric
phases. New developm ents in the sphaleron rate calculations are discussed.

1. NTRODUCTION

At high tem peratures the spontaneously bro—
ken symm etry of the electroweak (EW ) sector
of the standard m odel is restored [I]. How this
restoration occurs is crucial for understanding the
e ects of EW physics to the baryon number of
the Universe, and for the viability of EW baryo—
genesis 'E:]. The essential questions are: what
is the order of the transition, or is there only a
an ooth crossover? W hat are the values of the
transition tem perature T., latent heat L, inter—
face tension  and the discontinuity of the H iggs
condensate? Very important are also the prop—
erties of the phases close to T.: the equation
of state, screening lengths, and phase m etasta—
bility ranges. For baryogenesis scenarios, a cru-—
cial quantity is the sphaleron rate, ie. the rate
of the baryon number uctuation. T hese quanti-
ties are param etrized by the still unknown H iggs
massmy (expermentally my > 64Gev).All of
the questions above have been addressed w ith
lattice sin ulations; and happily, m ore often than
not, de nite answers have been found.

G iven the success ofthe EW perturbation the—
ory at T = 0, it isnaturalto apply tat nie T:
Indeed, the e ective potentialhasbeen calculated
up to 2-loop level 5,@:] However, it has becom e
clear that the perturbation theory in gauge the—
ories at high T is intrinsically unreliable due to
nfrared divergences [5]. At ow T the perturba-
tive expansion is requlated by the large value of
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the H iggs condensate v: the expansion param eter
is JT=[my ]. W hen T increases, v becom es
an aller, and in the symm etric phase the expan—
sion cannot be controlled even w ith resum m ation
techniques. C learly, a non-perturbative approach

In com parison w ith the Q CD phase transition,
until recently the nite T EW transition had
not been extensively studied. Since the non-—
perturbative e ectsareexpected tobem ainly due
to the SU 2) gauge elds, the studies have con—
centrated on the SU (2) gauge + Higgsm odel. A
direct way to study the nite T physics isto per-
form 4D Euclidean lattice sin ulations; the stan-
dard form alism was set up alm ost a decade ago
[e41], but the rst resulkts clbse to the physical
weak coupling param eter values were published
only in 1992 []. The development of the di-
m ensionally reduced 3 dim ensional e ective for—
malisn , initiated i ] and completed :n H,10],
was an In portant m ilestone theoretically and es—
pecially for practical sin ulations. Until Lattice
'95, Higgs mass rangesmy = 18{49G&V had
been investigated wih 4D sinulations {1L{:13]
and 35{80G eV with the 3D fmalim [414(16]
(or earlier review s, see [17{19]). In this confer-
encenew 4D resultswithmy < 102G eV were pre-
sented by the DESY group R0{23] and Y .Aoki
[23], and 3D resultswith m 4 180G &V by Ka-
fntie et al.P4,25], K arsch et al.R627], G urtler
et alp8] and Philipsen et alPd]. New studies
of the sphalron rate were reported by Tang and
sm i B01.
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2. THE SU 2)HIGGS M ODEL

Since the essential physics of the EW phase
transition is expected to arise from SU (2) gauge
elds and the Higgs eld, ket us for the m om ent
neglect SU (3) and U (1) com ponents of the gauge
elds and the ferm ions entirely. The SU (2)-H iggs
Euclidean Lagrangian is

L = F°F°+0 VYO )
m* Y o+ (Y ) @)
where = (*; ?) is the H iggs doublkt. In the

follow Ing we discuss the derivation ofthe e ective
3D action from ().

2.1. 3D e ective action: why and how
Because ofthe relatively sm allvalue ofthe cou—
pling g, the EW theory at high tem peratures has

avery w ide range ofm assscales (  nverse screen—
ing lengths):
T mp gT dTimy T)mu T): @)

For exam pl, the sin ulations have shown that if
my 60GevV, then my (T.) < 04T.. On an
Euclidean nite T system the In agihary tine is
restricted to the interval 0 1=T; thus,
when this system is latticized, In order to avoid

nie size e ects the ratio ofthe spatialand tem -
poral extents of the lattice should be at least
Ls=L > 30{40. This is a very punishing require-
m ent.

The extram e ' atness’ of the geom etry already
suggests that the essential features of the sys—
tem m ight be described by an e ective 3D the-
ory. Because of the periodic boundary condi-
tions, when the bosonic elds are expanded in
Fourier m odes the inverse propagator becom es
K+ m2+ (2 nT))]. IfT is large com pared to
the other relevant m ass scales of the system , the
non-staticM atsubaramodeswithn= 1; 2;:::
acquire a heavymass2 nT and can be integrated
over. W hat ram ains is an e ective 3D theory of
the static h = 0) m odes. If the original 4D the—
ory has ferm ions, then, because of the antiperi-
odicity in , all f&rm ionic m odes becom e m as—
svewihm = @2n+ 1) T and can be integrated
over. The e ect of the ferm ion elds is only to
adjust the param eters of the e ective 3D bosonic

theory. The derivation of the 3D e ective the—
ory, dim ensional reduction @O R ), introduced in
]_.ll, was fully developed for the EW theory in
»1_'"3%1-
e integration over the non-static m odes can
be perﬁorm ed perturatively. T his is possible if
8, 1
T my (T.), the relevant m ass scales at T..
FortheEW transition, these conditionsarem et
when 30<myz <240G eV : the Iower bound com es
from the requirement thatmy (T), my (T) must
be T inthevicihity ofT., and the upperbound
from the fact that for hrgemy the EW theory
becom es strongly coupled. N ote that there areno
IR problem s in the derivation ofthe e ective ac—
tion: the IR m odes are Inherently 3-din ensional
and are not integrated over. Indeed, the e ec—
tive theory retains all IR divergences of the orig—
naltheory! M oreover, the perturbative DR does
not require that the nie T perturbation the-
ory should be applicabl in general: the crite—
rion for nite T perturbation theory to work is
g*T=m g 1, which isnot satis ed at high T .
Starting from eqg. @r]: the e ecljye theory can
be de ned by the action S;RA§ A =); @&)],
a 3D SU 2) gauge + adpint H Jggs + ﬁmdam en—
talH iggs theory, w here the coe cients of the ac-
tion depend on the original4D action coe cients.
The adpint Higgs Ay is the ram nant ofthe tim e—
like com ponent of the 4D gauge eld. This ac-
tion was used in 9,14] to sinulatemy = 35 and
80G &V system s. Further, orthe EW eory, one
observes that the Debyemassmp = STGgT is
large, and the eld A ( can also be Integrated over.
T he resulting action
Z

SsBi; 1 =  IxIFAFL+ ©O: ) 0; )

+ m3Y + (Y ) 3)

has been the Workhorse’ in all recent 3D sin -
ulations R4,28,26]. It is sinilar .n om to the
original 4D action 6’]:); however, now the elds
and ocouplings have dinensions [ ] = Ge&V 1=2

1= [3]1= Gev. I B3] the action wasﬁ,lr—
ther smpli ed to an O (4)-symm etric scalar the—
ory by integrating overthe gauge elds. H owever,

this action failed to describe the phase transition



correctly, indicating the essential role ofthem ag—
netic sector of the gauge elds.

T he theory is now uniquely xed by three pa-
ram eters, the gauge coupling g% and two din en—
sionless num bers

m} @3)=3)° @)

T he action 6’3) is superrenom alizablke: the cou-
plingsg? and 3 donotrun (n M S), and m 2 has
only linear and log-divergences at 1-and 2-loop
Jevels. T his property m akes the relation between
lattice action and continuum param eters @) par-
ticularly transparent, as discussed in section ?—;-?i

The action of om (J) can be derived already

w ith 1-loop DR . However, to fully utilize the su-
perrenom alizability better accuracy is required,

X 3=03/ Yy

function m atching: one starts from a general
3D superrenom alizable action and m atches all
2—and 4-point G reen’s functions to the static 4D
G reen’s functions of the original theory. To can—
cellarge logarithm s (in M S), the 4D couplings are
mntoscale =4 Te 7T by the standard
4D  functions. Them atching isdone to a consis—
tentaccuracy in g%, . Theaction (3) can provide
the relative accuracy G =G 0 @). To go be-
yond this would require the inclusion of 6-din .
operators while giving up superrenom alizability.
By calculating the e ects of the excluded higher
din ensional operators the accuracy of the e ec—
tive action can be estin ated [_IQ'] By construc—
tion, the G reen’s function m atching avoids the
non-localities nherent in the standard integra—
tion and block transform ation’ -type approaches
to e ective actions [:_3-4:]

The DR process provides us w ith the essen—
tial relations between the 3D and 4D param e-
ters. There is a large class of 4D theordes which
m ap Into the 3D SU (2)+ H iggs theory. Sihce the
ferm ions do not survive’ DR, this class includes
the 4D theory of SU ) + Higgs + fem ions and
the m inin al standard m odel M SM ), where the
e ect of U (1) gauge eld can be estin ated per-
turbatively. Them apping (g5;x;y) $ 4D param —
eters for these theories has been worked out in
detail in [[0]. Conversely, a single 3D sin ulation
can yield physical resuls for the whole class of
4D theories. Recently DR has been worked out

forM SSM by severalauthors t_3-§;]
For the 4D SU (2)-H iggs theory the relation
4D $ 3D is [10,24]

g = 0:44015T ®)
X = 0:00550+ 0:12622tf ®6)
y = 039818+ 0:15545h?
0:00190H  2:58088 (m, =T )?; )
whereh=m,=my ,my = 80:6GeV and
2 1, )
9= 3i =39 my =my ) 8)

(The authors of t_2-§',:_2-§'] use som ew hat di erent
conventions.) Thenotationm ; , T isused to re-
m ind that these are not the physicalT orthepole
m g ; forthe SU (2)-H iggs theory w ithout ferm ions
the di erence is an all. T hese param etersare used
extensively to present the results of 3D smula—
tions.

2 .2. Lattice action in 4D
T he Jattice action is conventionally w ritten as

X 1
S = G (I =TrPy; )
2

x; <

X 1
H ETr iUx; x+A) (9)
X 1 X 1 2

+ ) ETI’ i xt+ R ) ETI‘ i x 1

where =R V,V 2 SU@),andR?= i{Tr Y .
The Higgs ed has SU ) 9" sy @f****
symm etry.

T he essentialquestion isnow the relation ofthe
lattice param eters to continuum physics. In the
4D form aligm this is done non-perturbatively, re—
Iying only on the m easurem ents of physicalquan—
tities. This com esat a cost: smulationsat T = 0
are needed In orderto set the scale. At tree level,
the relation is

¢ = 4= 10)
ma)? = @ 4y 2gr)=u 11)
= 4z=2: 12)

Strictly speaking, for the 4D SU (2)-H iggs the
a = 0 lim it cannot be reached because of triv—
jality. The term \continuum Im i" in this case



means reaching a region where the cuto ef-
fects becom e negligble: physics rem ains invari-
ant when m oving along the renom alization group
tra ctordes, or constant physics curves (CPC)

T hem ost detailed scaling study so farhas been
perfom ed by the DESY group PR0]using lattices
with N = 1=@T) = 2{5. A practical way to
determm ine CP C s is to use the transition itself as
Blow s {12,201:

@) To be close to the desired physical point
F 05, my 34GeV, couplings ¢ = 8,
r = 0:0003 are chosen for N = 2 simulations.
my is xedto 80GeV.Thevalueof y istuned
until the transition coupling g ;. is found.
() Usihg these couplings one performs T = 0
N >Ng) sinulations. Higgs and W m asses and
the static potential W ilson loops) are m easured;
from the static potential the renom alized gauge
coupling ¢ can be extracted. This also gives
R i =8my=my )2 .
() Using the known ocontihuum l-loop RG -
equations or ¢ and g, one runs along CPC
from N ! N +1 @! aN =N + 1)). The
step (@) is then repeated w ith the new couplings.

Good scaling now means that dinm ensionless
physical quantities g7, z, Tc=my remah in-
variant. T his is surprisihgly well satis ed already
when N = 2! 3, in strong contrast to QCD or
even pure gauge SU (N ) phase transitions, where
scaling violations are still seen at N = 6. Es—
pecially the T = 0 quantities g and my =my
do not show system atic a-dependence beyond the
statistical errors. In this case of 0585 and
my =my
The good scaling behaviour indicates that the
modes constant n  are the dom nant ones.

In the physically allowed rangemy > 64G €V,
the inequality T my (T);my (T) makes the
4D form alisn very unw ieldy. An appealing rem —
edy for this is to use asymm etric Iattice spac—
ings as = a . The kinetic part of eg. ('_9) splits
Into tem poral and spatial parts w ith couplings

cr ¢ and L, § . The couplings are related
to the asymmetry through rwlations ;= § =
fi ( ). These have been evaluated perturbatively
to order O (¢?; ) by requiring isotropy in the W
and H iggs correlations BG] In non-perturbative
tests these relations were reproduced very accu—

0422, close to the tree level value.

Iy pal.
2.3. Lattice action in 3D

The 3D SU (2)-fundam entalH iggs lattice action
is sin flar in om to the 4D action in eq. (@), ex—
cept now the indices are lim ited to values 1{3.
T he essential di erence between the 4D and 3D
form alism sbecom es evident when we look at the
derivation of the CPCs. The crucialpoint is the
superrenom alizability of the 3D action {): o?
and 3 do not run, and m % (g%) has only 1-and
2-loop divergences. C alculating the relevant dia—
gram s both in the continuum_and on the lattice
one obtains the relations [L0,24]

4
ga = — 13)
G
1
X = - 3ag=—5° 14)
4 H
21 2 3
y = & — 3 ZEB L+ 4x)
8 H G 32
1 51 3
+ — iox 122 mn=L+
16 2 16 2
+ 50+ 52x : @5)

Eqg. C_l-g;) dependson severalconstantsarising from
lattice perturbation theory: = 347591, =
009, and the two numbers 5.0 and 52, speci ¢
©r SU (2)-H iggs theory and calulated in [34].

For xed continuum parameters (g3;x;y)
egs. C_l-;;{:_i!_i) de ne the CPC i the space of
(g7 5s r) When lattice spacing a is varied.
Also note that n 3D ¢ / l=a. In contrast to
the 4D case the continuum lim it iswellde ned In
3D . T he equations above have relative accuracy
0 @@ '), so that the relation continuum $ lattice
becom esexactwhen a ! 0. However, in practice
the niteae ectshavebeen observed tobe sm all.

The Bikfld group R6.27] takes a di erent
philosophy to 3D e ective theories: they do not
utilize the superrenom alizability of the 3D ac—
tion, but consider that them ost naturalapproach
isto x the cuto scale to be of the sam e order
ofm agnitude than the physical scales. W hile this
Introduces di erences / a, the an allness of the
nite a e ects m akes m ost of the results com pa—
rabletothea ! 0 resuls.



3.PHASE TRANSITION

3.1. Phase diagram

In previous Lattice m eetings Eg;_l-j] results
wihmy from 18 to 80G eV were reported. The
transition was seen to be quite strongly lst order
atan allm y , and to weaken rapidly w ith increas—
ngmy .Whenmy = 80GeV the resolution was
not good enough to distinguish the order of the
transition. Since thism ass region is expected to
be physically relevant, it is essential to clarify the
situation at largerm gy .

An in portant point in understanding the phase
structure is the observation that the EW theory
does not have a true gauge nvariant order pa—
ram eter which would distinguish the symm etric
and H iggs phases. Indeed, it hasbeen shown an—
alytically that in the SU (2)-H iggs lattice system
w here the H iggs length is xed the H iggs and the
con ned phases are analytically connected K_B-j] n
the strong coupling regin e; thisw as also observed
In the early sin ulations téﬂ]

A study of one-loop Schw ingerD yson equa-—
tions B&] argues In favour of the end of the
1st order transitions at my 100G eV, after
which only a am ooth crossover rem ains. This is
certainly consistent w ith the observations above.
However, the result relies on the applicability of
the perturbation theory, which is known to break
down atmy 80GeV. On the other hand, -
expansion techniques Q-E_i] predict that a weak 1st
ordertransition rem ainseven w ith largem z . D ue
to the lack of an order param eter, it is not likely
that the lst order transition tums into a line of
2nd order transitions.

T he situation hasbeen addressed by the recent
3D P5{211and 40 PR3] sinulations, which indi-
cate that the transition tums into a am ooth Cross—
overatm g 80G eV .Kapntieet al..[25 Jutilized
the nite size behaviourofthe Y susceptibility
(n 3D notation):

=gvh(¥Y hY i 16)

where h ¥ i=g? ¢ uIR?%i=8 + const: and
V(@) = @N=¢)3. Foreach V the tem pera—
ture is adjusted until the m axinum value of

is found. A ccording to the nie size scaling,
In 1lst order transitions npax / V, n 2nd or-
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Figurel. (T) ormy = 60and 120GeV around
themaxmmum R3] (Notethedlerenty—axes')

der transitions pax / V 2, where isa criti
cal exponent, and if there is no transition  ax
approaches a constant valie. In Fjg.-'!.' (T) is
shown form ; = 60 and 120G eV . The di erence
is striking: the quantities  .x=V (60G &V ) and

(120G eV ) approach constant valies, consistent
w ith a lst order transition and no transiion, re—
spectively. nax orm; = 35{180GeV are plot-
ted agaist V in Fig.d. Scaling is well satis ed:
points wih di erent ¢ fall on the sam e curve.
To em phasize the approach to the asym ptotic Vv !,
V0 Jdines,a simplemean eldmodelhasbeen t—
ted to the data; the results of the ts are shown
as continuous curves. _

Sin ilarbehaviourwas reported by Y .A oki R3],
using 4D my = 47{102G eV sinulations, and by
the B lefeld group [27 l,ushgmy = 60{100G&V
in 3D . Interestingly, also In nie T U (1)-H iggs
theory an endpoint of the 1st order phase transi-
tions has been observed lfl-(_]']

A more detailked study of the properties of
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Figure 2. jax fordierentm ,; asa function of
V . The continuous lines aremean eld ts, the
dashed line correspondsto them ean eld critical
exponent.

the critical point was perform ed in 1_2-]‘] In the
my = 80GeV casemy (T) wasm easured around
the transition in the sym m etric and broken phases
and tted to the ansatz

my / Jg G;Cj @7

here ¢ is adjisted whik kesgping 5, r cOn-—
stant), w ith the result = 0:49@) and 031 (1) In
the symm etric and broken phases, respectively.
The di erent Indices could indicate a tricriti-
cal nature for the endpoint; on the other hand,
80G &V is likely not the exact value ofm g ;. In—
deed, utilizing the analysis ofthe Lee-Y ang zeroes
formy = 80 and 100G &V it was estim ated that
my ;c TIGeV .

3.2. T, and m etastability
To accurately locate T, both the nite size and
nite lattice spacing e ects have to be addressed.
In 3D simulations, Hr xed ¢ = 4=(g%a), x and
V, one adjusts y In order to nd the pssudo—
critical point ( g and r are given by egs. ¢_1-§'{
:_1-5')) . Through egs. ('_S{E'f.) this corresponds exactly
to adjusting T while keepingm ; constant.
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Figure 3. Top: theV ! 1 extrapolation of the
pseudocriticalcoupling g ;.. Bottom : the contin—
uum lin it (1= ¢ = 0) extrapolation of T. (open
symbols). Also shown here is the m etastability
range ( lled sym bols) Q-é_l']

W ith nieV, there are severalnon-equivalent

m ethods to locate the pseudocritical point: the
maxinum of the order param eter susceptibility,
the m nmum of the Binder cumulant and the
\equal weight" and \equalheight" points of the
order param eter distributions [_2425_;] In the
V ! 1 I it these all extrapolate to the same
value, as shown in top part ofF jg.-'_j . M ulicanon-
ical simulations and histogram reweighting are
comm only used In the analysis. This is repeated
for2{4 valuesof ; whilk x iskept constant. The
continuum lim it is obtained by extrapolating in
= ¢.Thisisshown in Fig.d orm, = 60GeV;
In this case the range In ¢ values (5{20) is so



Tabk 1

T. and T, forphysicalSU (2)+ H iggs and physical
SU (2)+ H iggst ferm ions -theordes. m , = 35{70
is from P4], 7218 from P8] (70GeV i authors’
notation). Allunitsare n G&V.

m, 35 60 70 7218
T, 9264(7) 13838(5) 1545() 157.74()
Teper 933 1403 1572 1609
SU (2)+ H iggs

myg 291 54 4 643 66.5
Te 7638 1326 1512 154.7
SU (2)+ H iggst ferm jons M op = 175G &V)
myg A 512 68.0 694
Te { 893 1058 1072
Tablk 2

T. from 4D SU (2)-H iggs sin ulations.

my /Gev Te=my N

16 0464 (2) 3 gj]
34 0.910 (16) 1 P01
48 1.153(16) 3 4]

large that the sublading behaviour is seen. N ev-
ertheless, it should be noted that the T vardes
very little across the extrapolation : the curvature
is seen only because of the very am all statistical
errors.

The phase m etastability range is also shown
in Fig.d. This has been obtained as Pllows: at
Ve, the order param eter histogram shave a 2-peak
structure. The histogram s are reweighted oy,
until the \shoulder" of one of the peaks van-—
ishes; in term s of the constrained e ective poten—
tialthis corresponds to the tem perature at which
the m etastability of the phase vanishes [_2-41

The 3D e ective theory describes a whole class
of 4D theories, as discussed in sec.2.]. Th tabkeil
the physicalT. isshown for4D SU (2)+ H iggsand
SU (2)+ H iggst ferm ions -theordes, In addition to
the \bare" T, -values. T he ferm ion content isthe
sameasin theM SM ,withm o, = 175G &V . Note
that the physicalmy is di erent from m , , and
that them ; = 35G eV -set does not correspond
to any physical ferm ion theory.

Locating the critical couplings in 4D sinula—
tions is essential for determ ining CPC, as dis—
cussed In secé:Z . Them ethodsabove can be used

T 2-loop P.T.
1.00
E 3
T e E
5 B.=58,12,20
0.95 - 1
®4D
3 o m3D
4
0.90 - 1
9 N,=2
200 300 400 50.0 600 700 80.0
m,/GeV

Figure 4. T.=TP?** from 4D [R0]and 3D PR4]sin-
ulations. The open symbols show the extrapo—
Jation to the continuum lim it (only m,; = 60 for
3D ) and have been shifted horizontally for clarity.

also in 4D to locate the critical couplings; In ad—
dition the DESY group has used m ethods which
rely on the coexistence of two phases in long
cylindical Jattices {1220]: in the \constrained"
m ethod the orderparam eter is restricted to a nar-
row range between the pure phase values, enforc—
ing the system to reside in a m ixed phase. The
coupling is then tuned so that the distrdbution
in this region is horizontal. T his is equivalent to
the condition that the ‘at’ part of the 2-peak
histogram is horizontal, but requires much less
cou-tin e than the full histogram calculation. In
the \2-coupling" m ethod the system is solit nto
2 halves, and the critical coupling is bracketed
by tuning the couplings in the two subvolum es
Individually so that the 2-phase con guration is
m aintained.

In tab]e-'_ﬁ the ratio Tc=m y is shown for dif-
ferent my . For the 34Ge&V case results from
N = 2{5 have been used to extrapolatea ! 0
quadratically.

A direct com parison between 3D and 4D sin u—
lations at this stage is not straightforw ard, due to
very di erent connections to continuum physics.
The 3D simulations have used g (7T ) 0:444,
whereas in 4D simulktions g? 058. The re-



lations (@5;%;y) $ 4D quantities allows one to
adjist ¢?; however, then also the physicalm y
changes. Currently there are no sinulations
w hich would correspond to the sam e physical sit—
uation (owever, see El-]_;]) . Neverthelss, it is
straightforward to com pare the results individ-
ually to 2-doop perturbative results. In F Jgff
T.=TP*™" is plotted, the squares correspond to 3D
m, = 35,60, 70 and 80G eV cases, circles to 4D
my = 34G&V. Also shown isthe approach to the
continuum lim i; for 3D the points are the sam e
asshown In FJg-j A strking feature isthe an alt-
ness ofthe statisticalerrors in the 3D sim ulations.
T his is due to the rigorousnature of CPCsin 3D :
the errors in T, are directly translated from the
statistical errors of critical couplings. In 4D the
errors accum ulate through T = 0 m assm easure—
ments. For the bare values of the critical cou—
plings the accuracy is com parable, up to 6{7 dec—
Inalplaces. The nie a e ects are seen to be
an all ;n both cases, and T.=T2°™ is consistently
an aller than 1. G iven the di erence in the values
(@nd renom alization schem as!) ofg? and the 4D
statisticalerrors the resuls can not be considered
nconsistent.

3.3. Interface tension and latent heat
The tension of the interface between the 2
coexisting phases and the latent heat L of the
transition are prin ary quantities characterizing
the strength of the transition. The now ubiqui-
tous histogram m ethod [fl-@‘] is the m ost accurate
but num erically very dem anding way to m easure
: for each lattice 3volime V = a’L°L,, where
L I, isassum ed, onem easures Pn ax and Pn in s
the probability distribution m aximum and the
minimum between the peaksat T.. isnow ob-
tained at theV ! 1 Il it of the expression
2
L P 1D o0 g
T 2L2 Pom 2 L2
whereG = W3 PrLy = L, and 0 or L, L,,
and c is a constant. In addition, a ! 0 limic
shoul be taken. Eq. {18) has been used both in
3D and 4D sin ulations Eééééééj] TheDESY
group [_Iz_i,'_Ig'.'_z'J_}.'_z'gi] has also used the 2-coupling
Integration m ethod [_éié] and the tunnelling cor-
relation length lfl-é_l'] analysis. T hese m ethods are

10" | n :
10° + 3 :
o/TC3 ke2
5 >
107 x 3
04D N,=2 Csikor etal. [13]
04D N,=2 Fodor etal. [12]
4D N,=2 Y. Aoki [23]
10-4 | X4D N=2 a<a Csikor_etalA [22] |
V4D N,=3 Heinand Heitger [21]
MW3D Kajantieeta. [24]
#3D Gurtler etal. [28]
5

10

10.0 30.0 50.0 70.0 90.0
m,/GeV
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04D Csikor et al. [20]
_ 04D Fodor et a. [12]
0.40 43D Gurtler et al. [28]

W3D Kajantieet al. [24]
NT
0.30 | i/ N;
4
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/
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Figure 5. The interface tension (top) and latent
heat (ottom ) from 4D and 3D sin ulations.

not quie as dem anding com putationally as the
histogram m ethod.

In Fjg.E is shown from several calculations.
Both the 3D calculations shown perform a ! 0
extrapolation. Note the dram atic decrease in
when my increases. Considering the di culties
In measuring reliably the agreem ent must be
considered to be good; the only point which dis—
agrees som ew hat wih the trend is the 80G &V
asymmetric lattice @ = ag=4, N = 2) point
presented in this conference f_Z-a'] P erturbatively,

can be calculated w ith any reliability only when



the transition is strong: Indeed, at very an allm g
the agreaem ent between the lattice and perturba—
tive results is fair, but already at 60G eV the
lattice results are a factor of4{5 sn aller.

T he latent heat L isdirectly related to the jim p
ofh ¥ i at the transition through the C lausius-
C lapeyron equation:

2

L=T! = H;—‘; h ¥ i: (19)
In Fjg.:_5 L isshown from 3D and 4D sim ulations;
In 3D the extrapolation to the continuum lm it
has been performed. Both in 3D and 4D also
alemativem ethodsto eg. {_l-f_i) havebeen used for
m easuring L, w ith practically unchanged resuls.
W ithin errors, the results are consistent w ith the
2-loop perturbation theory.

3.4. Interaction m easure

T he Interaction m easure
izes the deviation of the system from the m ass-
less idealgasbehaviour. This hasbeen m easured
by the DESY group In 4D atmy = 34GeV
{2d in 3D , and p are not readily accessi-
bl. W hen 05 < T=T, 1 in the broken phase,

=T 0:6, and at T. i jim ps discontinuously
to 0:9. W hen T increases further =T falls
rapidly, and at T 2T, it is 0. This qualita—
tively agrees w ith the perturbation theory in the
broken phase, where it is applicable.

4. BROKEN AND SYMMETRIC PHA SE

D esp In the broken phase perturbative analysis
is well controlled. Lattice studies at T< T, can
reveal the accuracy and the eventual failure of
the perturbation theory. Indeed, as m entioned
In the introduction, the expansion param eter is

g=(my ), wheremy (v) ! 0 om ally when
the symm et:cy is restored.

In refs. 4,28] the behaviourofh ¥ i is studied
w ih 3D sinulations. T he general agreem ent be-
tw een the lattice and continuum 2-loop perturba—
tive resuls is good, progressively becom ing w orse
when T. is approached. However, since h ¥ i
can be detem ined very accurately in the broken
phase (relative error 103 ), deviations are seen
even relatively deep In the broken phase. This
inform ation was used in Q4 to Infer the value of

3p character—

28000

0.6

0.4

<
oo
T T T T T T T T T T T T T T T TS

TIET)

0.2

0.4 0.2 0
m3(g3)/a3

Figure 6. myz and my iIn the broken phase at
m, = 70GeV compared to the perturbation the-
ory Gurtlkeret al.p8))

the so far uncom puted 3-loop term in the e ec—
tive potential, and to verify that it is linear in
Even w ih this correction the e ective potential
fails at the transition point.

The Higgs and W screening m asses are m ea—
sured w ith the scalar (0" ¥ ) and vector (I ) op-—
erators of type

Sx = Tr[ ¥ ] (20)
Vxa;i = Tr[ @ iUx;i X+ 1] (21)
where 2 isa Paulim atrix. The m asses (Inverse

correlation lengths) are extracted from the cor-
relation functions hS,S,1i and lWV,V,i; n the V -
correlations only the diagonal part suxrvives. To
In prove the signal the operators can be sn eared
or blocked in various ways.

In Fjg.:_é the m easured valuesofmy and m y
are com pared against 1-loop perturbative values
wih and without the wave finction renom al-
ization) orm, = 70GeV [8]. Deep in the bro-
ken phase the results agree w ithin errors; how —
ever, closer to the transition deviations appear.
Note that perturbatively the transition occurs
at m?% = 0, whereas in the actual sinulations
m 3 .. < 0. Sin ilar behaviour has been cbserved
i other sin ulations [24..26,:12

T he sym m etric phase vector and scalarm asses,
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Figure 7. Vector ( lled) and scalar (open) m asses
in the symm etric phase P§].

m easured with operators d_2-_'—:_2-]_;), are shown in
Fjg.:j Q-Q‘] Both masses increase when T (n3)
Increases. An interesting cbservation is that the
m,; = 35and 70GeV masses are equal { this is
reasonable, because in the symm etric phase the

(Y > 4em in the action ('_3) is very samall
C om paring Fjgs.-'_d and -_7. we note that there is
a amall but clearly discemible discontinuiy of
the m asses at the transition: In the symm et-
ric phase the masses become larger. Again,
sin ilar behaviour has been observed by other
groups p4.2el.

Philipsen et al.p9] used various kevels ofblock-
Ing of the operators C_ZC_;-EL:), and m easured the
full correlation m atrix between di erent block—
Ing levels. By perform Ing an eigenstate analysis
the ground state and a few lowest exited states
could be distinguished. T he ground states In the
vector and scalar channels are shown In Fjg.-'j
w ith dow nwards pointing triangles. In the scalar
channel the m ass agrees w ith the m easurem ents
of 8], but the vector m ass is slightly sm allr,

0.9

0.8} i
My (K)/(995%/4) z
07} P I

0.6 +
05+ iffv 4
0.4+ = 4

0.3 symmetric phase H broken phase ]

b3
0.2+ B
3 Fopog I I Ilﬂg
- i

01l i m,=028gs2 |

Kc
0.17 0.172 0.174
K

0176 0178 0.8

Figure 8. my In the Landau gauge (after [_ié]) .

likely due to the better pro fction to the ground
state. In the scalar channel also standard pla—
quette W -ball’ operators are used together w ith
the blocked S -operators. In the sym m etric phase
very little m ixing is seen betw een these operators;
furthem ore, the m asses n the W -ball sector are
observed to be alm ost identical to the 3D SU (2)
0"* glueballm asses m easured at the sam e value
of ¢ M-E;]

In l_ig]m w wasmeasured by xing to the Lan-—
dau gauge and using A¢ -operators to m easure
the correlations. T he results are shown In Fjg.:_gz
In the broken phase, the resuls are equalto those
measured wih the operators of type eg. {_2-1:) .
However, In the symm etric phase m y 0354,
independent ofm 3 (and T ), in strong contrast to
the V -operator in Fjg.-rj. Thepointat = 0 in
Fjg.:g is a pure gauge resul, ie. calculated w ih-
out the H iggs eld.

Can one understand this behaviour analyti-
cally? In the symm etric phase the perturbative
expansion breaks down. The system m ay essen—
tially behave like 2+ 1D SU (2) gauge theory at
T = 0, which is con ning. The Higgs eld can
be Interpreted as a scalar quark, and the phys-
ical states are now W -balls and (Y ) bound
states. Using this strong coupling picture and
the static - potential detem ined w ith lattice
sinulations {16], D osch et al}#6] calulated the
m ass spectrum of the bound states analytically,
reproducing the pattem in Fjg.-'j quite well. On
the other hand, the 1-loop Schw IngerD yson gap
equation calculation by Buchm uller and P hilipsen



Bé] gives an approxin ate resultm 0284¢ I
the sym m etric phase. T his iscbviously In con ict
w ith the vector m asses in Fjg.::/!, but is close to
the Landau gauge xed resul, and is shown asa
horizontaldashed line in FJggi

T he static potential and the string tension
In the symm etric phase have been m easured In
fla28]. Also in this case no signi cant depen-—
dence of =g on (m, ) was observed. W hen
m? (T) is large, the value of was close to the
pure 3D SU (2) gauge theory value [_45] At large
distances one expects the screening behaviour to
set in; however, this has not been observed yet in
the distances presently allowed by the available
resources.
T hese resuts, whilke clearly supporting the con—

nem ent picture In the symm etric phase, also
show that the gauge degrees of freedom decou-
plk almost com pltely from the Higgs eld. In—
deed, all the m easurem ents which involve only
gauge elds (plaquette correlators, Landau gauge
A correlator, string tension) give resuls aln ost
identical to the pure SU (2) gauge theory.

5. SPHALERON TRANSITION RATE

D ue to the axial anom aly the baryon num ber
is not conserved in the EW theory. In order
to quantify the e ects ofthe EW physics to the
baryon num ber of the U niverse rQ:] the know ledge
of the sphaleron transition rate isessential. In
term s of the gauge elds, is the di usion rate
of the topological charge B (t) = N ¢ (t) where
Ncs is the Chem-Sin ons num ber. The e ective
potential is periodic to the N ¢ 5 -direction: there
are large gauge transform ations which change
Nc¢s by uniy. The goal is to calculate the rate
of the dynam ical processes which change Ncg,
driving the con guration from one m inimum to
a neighbouring one. Since B (t) can be described
asa random walk in the periodic potential,

B2Mi ! Vg ot! 1 22)

whereh riisthe canonicalexpectation value {_ZI]']
From analytical considerations [fl@‘] one expects
= (y T), where

= oonst. T > T,

23
fexp[ Bpn(T)=T] T < T, @
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The calculation of is non-perturbative. Since
is a realtim e transition rate, the standard
Im aghary tine lattice form alism is not easily
applicable. However, one expects that at high
T the transitions occur predom inantly through
them ally activated classicalprocesses. T his sug—
gests the follow Ing strategy: B (t) is calculated
by solving the classical equations ofm otion, and
the results are averaged overa canonicalensem ble
[_425]. Tt is in portant that the G auss constraint is
satis ed. This is sinple in the 1+ 1D U (1)-H iggs
m odel, which hasbeen studied in detailas a pro—
totypem odel [14,50], but or 3+ 1D SU (2) correct
m ethods have been derived only recently [3-]_},:_52]
In the 1+ 1D U (1)H iggs m odel the num erical
and analytical results agree (however, in the high
T phase som e lattice spacing dependence ram ains,
See i_5-§]). Ambjm and K rasnitz [_5-4] m easured
In the high T phase of the pure gauge SU (2)
theory, with theresult = ( 4 T)*, = 109
004. The result was seen to be independent of
(large) V and (sm all) a, ndicating that it survives
to the continuum _lin it. T his is supported by the
resultby M oore ﬂ_SZj],who alsom easured the Iinear
response 0fN ¢ 5 to a chem icalpotential, =
2 .
In the 3+ 1D SU (2)-H iggs m odel i has been
analytically estin ated that 001 in the high
T phase (S_S-Ej‘] Tang and Sm it have recently calcu—
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lated in thism odel |:§-Q:]; the results are shown in

FJg:_Si In the high T phase 1, which agrees
w ih the SU (2) resul but is n strong contrast
to the analytical estim ate. At T, decreases
sharply, and remains 01{02 when T < T.. The
disagreem ent w ith the analytic form in eqg. C_éé) is
dram atic: no exponential suppression is seen, and

the rate is 10°{10® tin es larger than expected!
Sin iarbehaviourhasbeen observed by Ambj m

and K rasniz t_i-g'] The successofthe 1+ 1D U (1)-
H iggs m odelm akes this con ict even m ore strik—
ing, and obviously the reason for this must be
understood before we can have trust in the re—
suls.

6. CONCLUSIONS

Thenum erical EW sin ulations have been very
successful: to a large extent, the static them o—
dynam ic properties of the EW phase transition
have been \solved". The transition is strongly
lst order at amallm g , becom es rapidly weaker
with increasingmy and atmyg 80GeV (for
SU (2)-H iggs) the line of transition ends at a crit—
ical point, after which only a sm ooth cross-over
rem ains. For practical purposes, the accuracy is
good enough form ost ofthe static quantities rele—
vant to the transition. T he properties ofthe criti-
calpoint itself (exact location, exponents) are not
yet so well known, this being arguably the m ost
di cult point in the phase diagram . These re—
sultsrule outtheM SM baryogenesis: it isnot any
m ore possible that the transition is strong enough
to produce the observed B asym m etry [_Z-fl]

T he 2-loop perturbation theory yields a good
guideline for the transition at m g 70G eV, al-
though deviations are clearly seen. The 3D ef-
fective theordes and their accuracy are now fiilly
understood theoretically, and the good general
agreem ent w ith the 4D sinulations is very en—
couraging. However, m ore com parisons should
be done In order to fully quantify the accuracy:
this is especially In portant since the 3D theory
provides a m ethod for investigating realistic EW
(+ beyond) theories w thout any ofthe problem s
usually caused by ferm ions, chiralor not.

T here are still unanswered questions w ith the
current resuls, which m ust be addressed: the role

ofthe di erent correlation lengths in the symm et—
ric phase is still not fiilly clari ed, and the con-
tradiction between the analytical and num erical
resuls forthe sphaleron ratem ust be understood.
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