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1 Introduction

Finite tem perature phenom ena are very im portantforcosm ology and forthe physics
ofultrarelativistic heavy ion collisions. It isthus indispensable to have e�cient and
accurate m ethodsforcom puting,e.g.,the partition function fora given theory. This
paperisdevoted to solving this problem forthe U(1)gauge+Higgstheory,orscalar
electrodynam ics,orthe Ginzburg-Landau m odel. Thistheory in three dim ensions is
thee�ectivetheory ofsuperconductivity [1]and ofliquid crystals[2]in certain regim es,
and itisalso an interesting theoreticallaboratory forstudying thetherm odynam icsof
and topologicaldefectform ation in relativistic�eld theories.
A �nite tem perature system singlesouta speci�c Lorentz fram e,the restfram e of

them atter.In non-relativisticcondensed m atterphysicsthisautom atically leadsto a
three-dim ensional(3d)| orin som e cases even lowerdim ensional| form ulation of
therm odynam icalcom putations.The Ham iltonian isgiven and thepartition function
iscom puted in 3d.Forrealisticsystem sthefullcom putation isusually toocom plicated
and onehastoreplacetheoriginaltheory by an e�ectiveonefocussing on theessential
degrees offreedom . For instance,in superconductivity the fullquantum theory of
electronsin an ioniclatticeis�rstreplaced by theBCS theory,which then fora class
ofphenom ena can bereplaced by thevery sim pleGinzburg-Landau m odel[1].
Thesituation isdi�erentin �nitetem peraturerelativistic�eld theories.Thegeneral

�rst-principlesLorentzand gaugeinvariantform ulation isnecessarily four-dim ensional
(4d).However,even here,foraclassoftheoriesand phenom ena,thefull4d theory can
bereplaced bye�ective3d theoriesofvariousdegreesofsim plicity.Theoriginalidea[3{
5]isratherold and hasrecently been applied toalargeclassofrelativistic�eld theories,
such asQCD [6{9],theSU(2)+fundam entalHiggstheory ortheStandard M odel[10{
13],theM inim alSupersym m etricStandard M odel[14{17],and theSU(5)+adjoint24-
pletHiggstheory [18].The corresponding 3d e�ective theorieshave been num erically
studied for QCD in [19{21,9],for SU(2)+fundam entalHiggs in [10,22{27],and for
SU(2)� U(1)+ fundam entalHiggsin [28].ThepresentcaseoftheU(1)+Higgstheory,
forwhich dim ensionalreduction hasbeen considered in [12,29{31]hasbeen num erically
studied in [32{38].
Thepurposeofthispaperisto study theU(1)+Higgstheory in thee�ectivetheory

approach,em phasizing thetwo essentialbuttotally separateaspectsoftheproblem :

� Thenum ericalstudy ofthe3d e�ectivetheory assuch:thedeterm ination ofthe
phase diagram ,ofthe characteristicsofthe phase transitionsfound,and ofthe
correlation lengthsofvariousgauge invariantoperators.W e have presented our
�rstresultsforthecorrelation length m easurem entsand forthestructureofthe
phasediagram already in [38],and here weconcentrate on thecharacteristicsof
thephasetransition in the1storderregim eand on explaining thedetailsofthe
correlationlength m easurem ents.Earliernum ericalworkhasappeared in[32{37].
Thefullsolution oftheproblem requiresthisnum ericalwork,although analytic
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m ethods[39{44]give im portantinsights,aswell. Itisalso quite interesting to
com pare the U(1)+Higgs theory with severalrelated theories with a m assless
photon in the tree-levelspectrum : SU(2)� U(1) + fundam entalHiggs theory
[28],SU(2)+adjointHiggstheory [21,9]and thepure U(1)theory [45{47].The
topologicalm asscreated forthephotonsin thecom pactform ulation [48{51]will
play an im portantrolein thiscontext.

� The analytic derivation ofthe relation between the fullphysicaltheory and the
e�ective theory. Here m any di�erentphysicaltheoriescan be m apped onto one
e�ective theory. The U(1)+Higgstheory is particularly interesting in that the
fulltheory can be,e.g.,superconductivity atT � 1Kelvin orhotscalar+ferm ion
plasm a at relativistic tem peratures. Ofcourse,the latter case can also be ap-
proached directly from the4d viewpoint[52,53].

The resultsforthe �rstaspect| the num ericalstudy ofthe 3d theory assuch |
are contained in Sections2{6 ofthispaper. W e form ulate the problem in continuum
in Sec.2,m ake som e perturbative com putations in Sec.3,discretize the theory in
Sec.4,discuss the photon in the discretized theory and in som e other3d theoriesin
Sec.5,and presentourm ain lattice resultsin Sec.6. Since the second aspectofthe
problem ,the derivation ofthe 3d theory,com pletely factorizes from the �rstaspect,
we discussthe derivation separately in Appendix A forthe case ofsuperconductivity
and in Appendix B forthehotscalar+ferm ion plasm a.W econcludein Sec.7.

2 3d U (1)+ H iggs theory in continuum

The3d U(1)+Higgstheory isa locally gaugeinvariantcontinuum �eld theory de�ned
by thefunctionalintegral

Z =
Z

D A iD � exp[� S(Ai;�)]; (2.1)

S =
Z

d
3
x

�
1

4
F
2
ij + jD i�j

2 + m
2
3�

�
� + �3(�

�
�)2

�

; (2.2)

where Fij = @iA j � @jA i and D i = @i + ie3A i. The param eters m 3;e
2
3;�3 of the

Lagrangian have the dim ension GeV and the �elds have dim ension GeV 1=2. Since
the theory in eq.(2.2) is a continuum �eld theory,one has to carry out ultraviolet
renorm alization.In 3d thecouplingse23 and �3 arenotrenorm alised in theultraviolet,
butthereisalinear1-loop and alogarithm ic2-loop divergenceforthem assparam eter
m 2

3.IntheM Sdim ensionalregularizationschem ein3� 2� dim ensions,therenorm alized
m assparam eterbecom es[12]

m
2
3(�)=

� 4e43 + 8�3e23 � 8�23
16�2

log
�m

�
; (2.3)
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Figure1:Thephasediagram oftheG-L theory.Thephoton m assactsasan e�ective
orderparam eter.

where�m isa scaleindependentphysicalm assparam eterofthetheory.Instead ofit,
itism ore convenient to use m 2

3(e
2
3). Choosing e

2
3 to setthe scale,the physics ofthe

theory willdepend on thetwo dim ensionlessratios

y =
m 2

3(e
2
3)

e43
; x =

�3

e23
: (2.4)

W eshalllaterin AppendicesA and B relatetheparam etersofsuperconductivity and
�niteT scalarelectrodynam icsto x and y.
Itisnow a m athem aticaland com putationalproblem to determ ine the physicsas-

sociated with the theory in eq.(2.1). As usualallphysics lies in expectation values
ofvariousoperators.Sincethisisa gaugetheory,only gaugeinvariantoperatorshave
non-vanishing expectation values.Them ostrelevantofthesearethelocal(depending
only on one pointx)operatorsoflowestdim ensionalities (half-odd dim ensions could
bem adeintegerby m ultiplying by e3):

� Dim = 1:theJP C = 0+ + scalarS(x)= ��(x)�(x).

� Dim = 11
2
:the1+ � vector ~Vi(x)� Bi=

1

2
�ijkFjk(x).

� Dim = 2: the 1� � vector Vi(x) = Im ��(x)D i�(x); the 1� + vector Si(x) =
Re��(x)D i�(x)= @i�

�(x)�(x);and the0+ + scalar(���)2.

� Dim = 21
2
:the1+ � vector��B i�.

� Dim = 3:The0+ + scalarsFijFij and ��D iD i�;and the2+ + tensor��[fD i;D jg�

2=d �ijD kD k]�;etc.
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� Dim = 31
2
:The0� � scalarB i@i�

��;and the0� + scalarB iIm ��D i�;etc.

� Dim = 4:The0+ � scalar@i��� Im ��D i�;etc.

Thequantum num bersherereferto O(3).From theseonecan furtherconstruct,e.g.,
bilocaloperatorssuch ascorrelatorsoftwo ofthe above operatorsacting atdi�erent
points.
The�rsttopicofim portanceisthephasestructureofthetheory.Thecriticalcurve

y = yc(x)(seeFig.1)dividestheplaneinto two disjointregions,thesym m etricphase
aty > yc(x)and the broken phase aty < yc(x). The presence ofa criticalcurve is
signalled by singularitiesin thefreeenergy

Z = exp[� V e
6
3f(y;x)]; (2.5)

wheref isdim ensionless.Thecriticalcurveislocalised by m easuring di�erentlocalor
bilocalexpectation valuesofthegaugeinvariantlocaloperatorslisted above.Thereis
no localgaugeinvariantorderparam eter,theexpectation valueofwhich would vanish
in oneofthephases.Instead,we shalluse asan e�ective orderparam eterthephoton
m ass,which ism easured from a bilocaloperator.
Forsm allx,the system hasa �rst-ordertransition (Fig.1). Itthen hastwo bulk

statesofthesam efreeenergy,and thebroken and sym m etricphasescoexistatyc.The
system hasonestableand onem etastablebranch fory� (x)< y < y+ (x).Expectation
values of various gauge invariant scalar operators jum p when crossing yc(x). The
following quantitiesareofparticularinterest:

� Thejum p �‘3 oftheorderparam eterlikequantity ‘3 � h�y�(e23)i=e
2
3 between the

broken and sym m etric phasesatyc. In perturbation theory,�‘ 3 �
1

2
�2b(yc)=e

2
3,

where�b isthelocation ofthebroken m inim um in,say,theLandau gauge.Note
thath�y�(�)iisscaledependent[54],asgiven below in eq.(4.6).

� Theinterfacetension �3 � �=(Te43),de�ned in perturbation theory by

�3 =
Z �b=e3

0

d(�=e3)
q

2V (�=e3)=e63; (2.6)

whereV istheperturbatively com puted 3d e�ectivepotential.On thelattice�3
isdeterm ined from thefundam entalrelation F = � pV + �A,which holdsin the
presenceofa planarinterfaceseparating two coexisting phases.

In a second order transition, on the other hand, the quantities ofinterest are the
di�erentcriticalexponents.
The second essentialproperty ofthe U(1)+Higgstheory isitsexcitation spectrum .

Inperturbation theory,onecan easilyseewhatthefree�eld degreesoffreedom areboth
in thesym m etricand broken phases(seealso Table1).However,thesym m etricphase
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is in som e respects non-perturbative (since the Coulom b potentialis logarithm ically
con�ning in 2+1 dim ensions)and thusthesestatesneed notbethephysicalones.The
physicalstatesaredescribed by thecorrelatorsofthegaugeinvariantoperatorslisted
above. For exam ple,the physicalm ass,or inverse correlation length,ofthe lowest
scalar0+ + excitation isobtained from the large distance behaviour ofthe correlator
hS(x)S(y)i.Tostudy vector1� � excitationsweshallusetheoperators ~Vi(x);Vi(x).In
condensed m attercontextthese m assesare usually called \renorm alised" m asses;we
prefertoreservetheword renorm alisation fortheelim ination ofultravioletdivergences.
A particularly interesting stateisthephoton.Itisevidently oneofthefundam ental

�eldsoftheaction in thesym m etricphase;isitin thephysicalspectrum ofthetheory?
In [38]we have provided non-perturbative evidence forthe factthatit indeed is. It
can thusserveasan e�ectiveorderparam eterand thephasediagram can contain two
disconnected regionsasin Fig.1. Thisisa nontrivialfact,since m assless statescan
disappearfrom thephysicalspectrum orin thelatticeform ulation ofthetheory.This
willbediscussed in m oredetailin Section 5.

3 Perturbative results for the U (1)+ H iggs theory

Let us consider the region ofsm allx. Then perturbation theory is expected to be
accurate and it predicts a \uctuation induced" or \Colem an-W einberg-type" �rst
orderphase transition. Renorm alised perturbation theory inducesa dependence on a
scale � and in 3d onehasto go to 2 loopsin orderto optim ize thisscale.The 2-loop
potentialhas been discussed in [53,12,30,37]and optim isation in [12,37],and we
referthere fordetails(see also eq.(B.33)below forthe 2-loop potentialin the full4d
theory with ferm ions).
Toshow them ain qualitativefeaturesoftheperturbativeresults,considerthe1-loop

potentialin theLandau gauge(seeeq.(B.31)),

V1-loop=e
6
3 =

�
1

2
y(�)̂�2+

1

4
x�̂

4
�

1

12�

h

2�̂3+ (y+ 3x�̂2)3=2+ (y+ x�̂2)3=2� 2y3=2
i�

; (3.1)

where �̂ = �=e3 and

y(�)= y+
1

16�2
(� 4+ 8x� 8x2)ln

e23

�
: (3.2)

The� dependenceofy(�)isof2-loop ordersothatitisahigherordere�ectin eq.(3.1).
Theleadingx ! 0resultisobtained by including only the1-loop vectorterm ,the�rst
1-loop term in eq.(3.1).Thepotentialisthen,equivalently,

V1� loop=e
6
3 �

1

4
x�̂

2

��

�̂ �
1

3�x

�2

+
2y

x

�

1�
1

18�2xy

��

: (3.3)
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Two degenerate statesare obtained when the lastterm vanishes.From thisone�nds
that

yc(x) =
1

18�2x
; y+ (x)=

1

16�2x
; y� (x)= 0; (3.4)

�̂sym m = 0; �̂broken =
1

3�x
; (3.5)

�‘ 3 =
1

18�2x2
; �3 =

23=2

648�3x5=2
: (3.6)

Taking into account the other term s in eq.(3.1) and the 2-loop e�ects,one can
im prove on the accuracy. Perturbative results for the criticalcurve,the latent heat
and theinterface tension in di�erentapproxim ationsareshown in Figs.2 and 3.The
curvesarescaled with theleading x ! 0dependences(eqs.(3.4),(3.6)).Thevariation
asa function ofx in the1-loop resultsisdueto thescalarloop term sin eq.(3.1).The
2-loop resultshavebeen com puted by eitheroptim ising [12,37]thescale� orby �xing
itto be � = e23.The scale dependence givesan idea ofthe m agnitude ofhigherorder
corrections.Oneobservesthatperturbation theory isbecom ing unreliableatleastfor
x>� 0:1:::0:2.
Concerningthem assspectrum ,usingtheapproxim ationsm W = e3�b,m 2

H = V 00(�b),
onehasin thebroken phase,

m W =e
2
3 =

�

1+
q

1� 16�2yx
�

=(4�x); (3.7)

m
2
H =e

4
3 =

�

1� 16�2yx+
q

1� 16�2yx
�

=(8�2x): (3.8)

M oreaccurateexpressionsforthesecorrelatorm assesaspolesofthe1-looppropagators
aregiven in [37].
The m ass spectrum in the sym m etric phase is a m ore subtle issue. The photon

is argued to be m assless to allorders in perturbation theory [53,29]. Nevertheless,
non-perturbativee�ectscan producea m assin thediscretized theory,seeSec.5.The
scalarexcitation,ontheotherhand,isrepresented byabound statein alogarithm ically
con�ning potentialand thusthecom putation ofitsm assisnon-trivial.A sim ple way
to see thisisto considerthe 3d theory in M inkowskian term s,so thatthe excitation
m assesare m assesofstatesliving in two space dim ensions(note thatthe m assesare
notthose ofbound statesin 3d). The scalarexcitation then corresponds to a �+ ��

bound statein a 2d Coulom bicpotential

VCoul(r)=
e3

2�
K 0(�r)�

e3

2�
log

1

�r
; (3.9)

� � e23 is an infrared (IR)cuto�. A sim ple m inim isation argum ent then shows that
them assesareoftheform

M = 2m 3 �
e23

4�
log

m 3

e23
+ const� e

2
3 + O

� e43

m 3

�

; (3.10)
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Figure2:Thequantity x� yc(x)com puted perturbatively fortheU(1)+Higgstheory
todi�erentaccuracies.Thehorizontallineistheleadingx ! 0resultin eq.(3.4).The
latticeM onteCarlo pointforx = 0:0463 isalso shown.Forx = 2 perturbation theory
ism eaningless;then thelatticenum berisx� yc(x = 2)� � 0:10.
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Figure 3:The sam e asFig.2 butforthe jum p ofthe orderparam eter(� x2)and for
theinterfacetension (� x5=2).

wherethelogarithm com esfrom theCoulom bicterm and theconstantdependson the
IR cut-o� � and on thequantum num bersofthestate.Sincetheconstantissensitive
to theIR cut-o�,itisto bedeterm ined by num ericalm eans.
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4 U (1)+ H iggs theory on the lattice

Ouraim isto study the continuum theory in eq.(2.2)and itisthus crucialto keep
the continuum variables y;x �xed when discretizing the theory. This point has to
do with ultravioletrenorm alisation. The linearand logarithm ic m assdivergencesare
renorm alised in the continuum theory in the M S schem e. Discretization in itselfis
anotherschem e.Thetwo schem esnow havetoberelated so thatcorrelatorsm easured
in the lattice schem e go to the correctcontinuum onesatgiven y;x in the lim itthat
the lattice spacing a goesto zero. Thiscom putation hasbeen carried outin [54{56];
fororderO (a)corrections,see[57].
To discretize,we use the com pactform ulation ofthe gauge �eld and introduce the

link �eld Ui(x)= exp[iae3A i(x)]� exp[i�i(x)]. Rescaling the continuum scalar�eld
to a dim ensionlesslattice�eld by

�
�
� ! �H �

�
�=2a; (4.1)

thelatticeaction becom es

S = �G
X

x;i< j

h

1� cosF̂ij(x)
i

� �H
X

x;i
Re��(x)Ui(x)�(x + î)

+
X

x
�
�(x)�(x)+ �R

X

x
[��(x)�(x)� 1]2; (4.2)

where�G = 1=e23a,

F̂ij(x)= �i(x)+ �j(x + î)� �i(x + ĵ)� �j(x); (4.3)

and a speci�c,custom ary choice hasbeen m ade for�H (otherchoicesare possible as
well;see[38]fortheaction beforeany choicehasbeen m ade).W ith theseconventions,
thelatticecouplings�G ;�H ;�R aredeterm ined from [55,56]

�G =
1

e23a
; �R =

x�2H

4�G
; (4.4)

2�2G

 
1

�H
� 3�

x�H

2�G

!

= y�
3:1759115(1+ 2x)�G

2�
(4.5)

�
1

16�2

h

(� 4+ 8x� 8x2)(log6�G + 0:09)+ 25:5+ 4:6x
i

:

Thusforagiven continuum theorydependingon onescalee23 and thetwodim ensionless
param etersy;x,theuseofa latticeintroducesa regulatorscalea,and eqs.(4.2){(4.5)
specify,up to term sofordere23a [57],thecorresponding latticeaction.
In anon-com pactform ulation ofthegauge�eld onewould replace1� cosF̂ij ! F̂ 2

ij=2
in eq.(4.2).Then thecoe�cient25.5 in eq.(4.5)should bereplaced with -1.1 [56].
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An im portantquantity wewillstudy isthescalarcondensateh���i.In perturbation
theory this has a linear and a logarithm ic divergence and renorm alisation induces a
known logarithm ic scale dependence h���(�)i [54]. The condensate itself is not a
physicalquantity,only itschanges are. The relation between the continuum (atthe
scale� = e23)and latticecondensatesis[56]

h���(e23)icont
e23

=
1

2
�H �G h�

�
�ilatt�

3:1759115�G
4�

�
1

8�2

�

log(6�G )+ 0:668
�

; (4.6)

where \latt" refers to the norm alisation ofthe �eld in the lattice action (4.2). The
�rstterm here is the scaling in eq.(4.1),the second is the linear,and the third the
logarithm icdivergence.Thediscontinuity ofh���(�)iin a �rstordertransition isfree
from thesedivergences,asthey arejustconstants.
Form assm easurem ents we use the discretized form softhe operatorsdiscussed in

Sec.2.The0+ + and 1� + chargeconjugation even \scalar"operators��� and Re��D i�

and the1� � vectoroperatorsIm ��D i� and �ijkFjk areon thelatticerepresented by

S(x) = �
�(x)�(x); (4.7)

Si(x) = Re��(x)Ui(x)�(x + î); (4.8)

Vi(x) = Im �
�(x)Ui(x)�(x + î); (4.9)

~Vi(x) =
1

2
�ijk sin F̂jk(x): (4.10)

In the4d casetheseoperatorshavebeen used form assm easurem entsin [58,59].Note
thatother(higherdim ensional)operatorswith the sam e quantum num berscould be
considered aswell,and a system atic way of�nding outwhich com binationscoupleto
the lowest physicalm ass states,is with the blocking and consequent diagonalization
techniquesdiscussed in Sec.6.5.In practice,them assesarem easured from plane-plane
correlatorsinstead ofthe localoperatorsin eqs.(4.7){(4.10)asdiscussed in [38],and
thephoton m assm easurem entrequiresan externalm om entum [60].

5 Photon in 3d theories

Various 3d continuum theories with a photon in the physicalspectrum are listed in
Table 1. Here we shalladd to thislistthe U(1)+Higgstheory in the com pactlattice
form ulation,eq.(4.2)and,forcom parison,also thediscretized pureU(1)gaugetheory
in thecom pactform ulation.Thesituation with photonsin thesetheoriesisasfollows:
� In 3d SU(2)� U(1)+fundam entalHiggstheory thereisa m assless�eld,\photon",

in both the sym m etric and broken phases. It is appears both perturbatively and
non-perturbatively as a physicalstate [28]. In the sym m etric phase the photon is
represented by thehypercharge�eld,whereasin thebroken phasethephoton �eld isa
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Theory d.o.f.’sin d.o.f.’sin  in  in
sym m .ph. broken ph. sym m .ph.? broken ph.?

U(1)+Higgs A i;�
�;� W i;H yes no

= 2+2 = 3+1
SU(2)+adj.Higgs A a

i;�a W
�
i ;A i;H no yes! no

[21,9] = 3� 2+3 = 2� 3+2+1
SU(2)� U(1)+fund. Aai;B i;�k W

�
i ;Z

0
i;A i;H yes yes

Higgs[28] = 3� 2+2+4 = 3� 3+2+1

Table1:3d continuum theorieswith a m asslessphoton.The2nd and 3rd colum nslist
and countthefree�eld degreesoffreedom in theaction (with and withoutashifttothe
broken m inim um ).Thelastcolum nsexpresswhetheram asslessphoton really appears
in thephysicalspectrum .ForSU(2)+adjointHiggstheperturbatively m asslessphoton
becom esm assive through non-perturbativee�ects[50].

linearcom bination ofthe hypercharge and SU(2)gauge �elds. Because the photon is
m asslessin both phases,the two phasescannotbe distinguished by itsvalue and the
phasediagram can besm oothly connected.
� In 3d SU(2)+adjointHiggstheory there is,perturbatively,a m assless photon in

thebroken phasebutnotin thesym m etricphase.Thisissinceaftersym m etry break-
ing by �a = (0;0;v) there rem ains a com pact U(1) invariance,related to rotations
between the 1,2 com ponents. On the tree levelthe photon could thus be used to
distinguish the two phasesand the phase diagram seem sto be splitinto two disjoint
regions. However,what happens non-perturbatively [48{51]is that the photon be-
com esm assiveduetom onopolecon�gurations.Thephysicsofhow agasofm onopoles
inducesa m assisfam iliarfrom thatofDebye screening in a plasm a:ifthere isa gas
ofelectrons (e;T;m e;ne) in a neutralising background,there is a plasm a frequency
!2
p = e2ne=(m e�0)and a screening length proportionalto theinverseof!p,so thatthe

static photon correlation length hasbecom e �nite due to charge screening. Since the
m onopolecharge is� �h=g3,where g3 isthe non-abelian gaugecoupling,one sim ilarly
obtains

m
2
 �

1

g23
nm onopole: (5.1)

Onecan furthercarry outa sem iclassicalcom putation [51]leading to an expression of
thetype(theexponentishereforx = 0)

nm onopole � exp
�

�
4�m W

g23

�

: (5.2)

Herem W istheperturbativem assofthethestatesW � (Table1),and oneshould keep
in m ind thatthey are actually notphysicalstates(since they are charged). Anyway,
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the fundam entalquantity isthe photon m assin eq.(5.1)which can be non-zero and
hasto bem easured num erically.Thishasbeen donein [21,9]and thephasediagram
hasbeen shown to besm oothly connected.
� In 3d U(1)+Higgstheory orin pureU(1)gaugetheory on thelatticein thecom -

pactform ulation there also isa m assive photon.A sem iclassicalcom putation forthis
Polyakov m assgivesin theweak coupling lim it�G � 1 [45,46]

m
P
 =e

2
3 = �(2�G )

3=2exp
�

�
3:176�

4
�G

�

: (5.3)

In thestrong coupling lim itofsm all�G ,on theotherhand [46],

m
P
 =e

2
3 �

�2

2
�
2
G log

2

�G
: (5.4)

Hence even in the com pactU(1)+Higgscase,the phase diagram isconnected forall
�nitee23a = 1=�G ,and thephase transition only appearsin thelim it�G ! 1 .Below
wem easurem  explicitlywithaseriesof�nite�G ’sandverifythisbehaviour.Thus,the
m asslessstate which appearsin perturbation theory in the sym m etric phase rem ains
there in the fullnon-perturbative case in the continuum lim it,as well,dividing the
phasediagram into two disjointregions.

6 Sim ulations

In thisSection we discussthe num ericalresultsofourlattice sim ulations. In Sec.6.1
we discussthe param etervaluesused,in Sec.6.2 the location ofthe phase transition
point,in Sec.6.3 the latent heat ofthe transition,in Sec.6.4 our estim ates for the
interfacetension,in Sec.6.5 m assm easurem entsand in Sec.6.6 criticalexponents.

6.1 Param eter values

W e wantto focusourattention on two separate regions: thatofsm allx (eq.(2.4)),
where perturbation theory is expected to work and the transition is of�rst order,
and that oflarge x [38],where perturbation theory breaks down. In term s ofthe
originalphysicaltheoriesthese would correspond to type Isuperconductors orsm all
Higgsm assesand totypeIIsuperconductorsorlargeHiggsm asses,respectively.Som e
guidanceconcerning thelim iting valueisobtained from thefactthatfortheother3d
theoriesstudied [23,21]the�rstordertransition term inatesatx = xc � 0:1:::0:3 and
thatx = 0:5 isthetree-levellim iting valuebetween typeIand IIsuperconductors.
Sincethestudy ofthisproblem isratherdem anding in com puterresources,wehave

chosen forthe sim ulations two values ofx,x = 0:0463 and x = 2,corresponding to
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strongly type Iand type IIsuperconductors. W hen m apped to hotscalarelectrody-
nam ics,thesecorrespond to m H = 30;160 GeV.
Oneofthem ostessentialpointsofthepresentlatticesim ulationsisthattheaim is

to obtain resultsforthecontinuum theory (2.2)at�xed y;x.Theextrapolation to the
continuum lim it thus hasto be carried outcarefully: one �rsttakes a �xed a (�xed
�G ,eq.(4.5))and extrapolatesto in�nite volum e V ! 1 ,and then oneextrapolates
a ! 0.To estim ate the required lattice sizesofV = (N a)3 and ofthelattice spacing
a,one notes thatthe lattices m ust be big enough to contain allrelevant correlation
lengths,and �ne enough so that allthe relevant correlation lengths are longer than
severallattice spacings. Considera system with a typicalcorrelation length �.Then,
accordingly,one hasto satisfy (on a periodic lattice)a � � � N a=2 or,in physical
units,

e
2
3a = 1=�G � e

2
3� � N =(2�G ): (6.1)

Thuswehavea lowerlim itforN :

N � e
2
3� � 2�G ; (6.2)

and a lowerlim itfor�G :
�G � 1=e23�: (6.3)

Eq.(6.2)expresses quantitatively why itisdi�cultto approach the continuum lim it
�G ! 1 : the lattice size N m ustbe increased sim ultaneously. W e shalluse �G � 4
and �nd thattypically e23� variesbetween 0.3 and 2.Ourlatticesizesarethuschosen
asN = 32;:::;64.Thelatticesused areshown in Table2

x �G volum es
0.0463 4 82 � 40 122 � 60

162 � 80m
6 82 � 40 122 � 60

162 � 80m 242 � 90m 322 � 90m
642 � 128

8 122 � 60 162 � 80
242 � 90m 322 � 90m 402 � 120m

12 162 � 80 242 � 90 322 � 90
2 4 323 483 602 � 120

Table 2: The lattice sizesused forthe sim ulationsatthe transition tem perature for
each (x;�G )-pair.In allcases,several�H -valueswereused around thetransition point.
M ulticanonicalsim ulationsarem arked with thesubscript(m ).

Foreach latticelisted in Table2 wehaveperform ed sim ulationswith severalvalues
of�H .Typically atx = 0:0463 each latticehas3-5 di�erentvaluesof�H and atx = 2
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som ewhatm ore. Forx = 0:0463 where we expectto �nd a �rstordertransition,the
di�erentvaluesof�H arejoined togetherwith theFerrenberg-Swendsen m ultihistogram
m ethod [61]. Thiswas notdone forthe x = 2 data. The totalnum ber ofcom bined
heat-bath/overrelaxation sweepsisbetween 50000 and 150000 foreach �H value.The
m easurem ents were not perform ed after every sweep in allcases, so the statistical
sam plesizesrangebetween 20000 and 100000.
In the �rst order regim e one expects to �nd supercriticalslowing down when one

goesto largeenough lattices.W e�nd thatforlatticesizeslargerthan V=e63 � 300 one
hasto use the m ulticanonicalalgorithm to ensure thata correctstatisticalsam ple is
generated.
Thesim ulationswerecarried outwith aCrayC94attheFinnish CenterforScienti�c

Com puting.Thetotalam ountofcom puterpowerused wasabout2500h ofCPU tim e
orabout4� 1015 oating pointoperations� 130 M opsyear.

6.2 T he criticalpoint

6.2.1 Type I,x = 0:0463

In principle,ifthe lattice spacing issm allenough,the criticalpointcan be obtained
directly from M onteCarlo data by observing wherethem assofthelowestvectorexci-
tation m  vanishes.However,in practicethem assm easurem entsareratherdem anding
in the vicinity ofthe criticalpoint,and ifpossible we prefer to work with localop-
erators. There are no known gauge invariantlocalorderparam eters,so we use order
param eter-like quantities,which display a discontinuity atthe transition point. The
actualoperatorsused areR 2 � ��� and thehopping term

L �
1

3

3X

i= 1

Re��(x)Ui(x)�(x+ î); (6.4)

averaged overthevolum e.
Foreach individuallattice and (�G ;x)pairwe locate the pseudocriticalpoint�H ;c

using severaldi�erentm ethods:
1.\Equalweight" ofthehistogram p ofR 2.
2.\Equalweight" ofthehistogram p ofL.
3.M axim um ofthesusceptibility � ofR 2 .
4.M axim um ofthesusceptibility � ofL.
5.M inim um ofthe4th orderBindercum ulantB ofL.

W egivethesusceptibility in dim ensionlessunitsas

�R 2 = e
2
3V

D

(��� � h���i)2
E

= N
3 �

2
H

4�G

D

(R 2 � hR2i)2
E

; (6.5)

where theoverbardenotesa volum e average,R 2 = N � 3
P

x R
2(x).The Bindercum u-

lantB hasthestandard de�nition.
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Figure 4: Equalweight histogram s ofR 2 and L forx = 0:0463;�G = 4;6;8;12. As
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Figure 5: The susceptibility ofR 2 divided by the volum e V (left) and the Binder
cum ulantofL (right)atx = 0:0463;�G = 6.

Theequalweighthistogram sfor�G = 4;6;8;12areshown in Fig.4.Thehistogram s
are obtained by joining alldata togetherand then reweighting itto obtain the point
wheretheareasofthetwo peaksareequal.Thisinvolveschoosing a valueto separate
the two peaks. The choice isarbitrary,and introduces som e system atic errorto the
determ ination ofthe criticalpoint.W e have used the sam e value foralllatticesfora
given x;�G -pair.Thisvaluewasdeterm ined by them inim um ofthedistribution in the
largestvolum e.Theerrorwequoteispurely statistical:itwasobtained by a jackknife
analysis.
The locations ofthe m axim a ofthe two susceptibilities and the m inim um ofthe

cum ulant were also obtained by joining alldata and then reweighting each jackknife
block independently.Asan exam ple,thesusceptibility ofR 2 and theBindercum ulant
ofL for�G = 6 areplotted in Fig.5.Them axim a of�R 2 areplotted in Fig.9.
In Fig.6wehaveplotted di�erentpseudocriticalpointsforx = 0:0463;�G = 4:::12.

The values obtained from di�erent m ethods di�er ata �nite volum e,but as one in-
creasesthevolum ethesepseudocriticalvaluescom eclosertoeach otherand agreewith
each otheratthein�nitevolum elim it(within statisticalerrors).Theresultsobtained
from di�erent m ethods are not statistically independent,but serve as a consistency
check forthein�nite volum e extrapolation.The di�erentpseudocriticalpointsatthe
in�nitevolum elim itarecollected in Table3.
Theextrapolation ofyc to continuum isshown in Fig.7.A linearextrapolation has

a con�dence levelof19% and givesthevalueyc = 0:1038(14).The quadratic�tgives
yc = 0:120(9). Asthe linear�tisreasonably good,we choose to quote thatvalue as
ourcontinuum result.The2-loop perturbativevalueyc = 0:0947 ism orethan 5� from
this.
It is possible to com pare results at �G = 4 and 8 to those obtained with non-
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Figure 6:Di�erentpseudocriticalpointsforx = 0:0463;�G = 4;6;8;12 asa function
ofthevolum e.

�G p(R 2) p(L) m ax�2R m ax�L m inB L

4 .3408199(18) .3408208(19) .3408208(25) .3408192(28) .3408189(34)
6 .3383148(07) .3383151(06) .3383073(37) .3383111(24) .3383075(23)
8 .3370630(10) .3370630(10) .3370629(16) .3370639(23) .3370638(23)
12 .3358169(40) .3358165(40) .3358314(107) .3358235(92) .3358069(86)

Table3:Thecriticalcoupling �H ;c extrapolated to in�nitevolum eforalllatticespac-
ings.The�rsttwo colum nsreferto theequalweightcriterion.

com pactsim ulationsin [36].W e�nd thatourcriticalcouplings�H ;c do notagreewith
the criticalcouplingsobtained with noncom pactsim ulations. From Fig.5 in [36]one
can read thatthecriticalvaluefor�G = 4 isroughly 0:34040,with a very sm allerror
(sm aller than 10� 5). At �G = 4 we obtain �H ;c = 0:3408208(19),so the statistical
errorcannot explain this di�erence. This is notunexpected,as there is no need for
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Figure7:Thein�nitevolum eextrapolationsofthepseudocriticalpointsasa function
ofthe lattice spacing ae23 = 1=�G . Quadratic and linear�ts forthe lim ita ! 0 are
also shown.

thenon-com pactand com pactresultsto agreeata �nitelatticespacing.However,in
thecontinuum lim itoneshould obtain thesam eresults.Theauthorsof[36]chooseto
quote the criticaltem perature instead ofthe criticalcoupling yc. Ifone extrapolates
theresultsfrom [36]tocontinuum with alinear�t,oneobtainsTc = 130:86(58).Using
theireq.(13)onecan trytocom pareourcontinuum valuewith thisnon-com pactresult.
Ourlinear�tresultcorrespondsto Tc = 131:28(4),so thatthe two resultsagree well
in thecontinuum lim it.

6.2.2 Type II:x = 2

The location ofthe transition pointin the type IIregim e hasalready been discussed
in [38]. M easurem ents ofaverages oflocaloperators in the type IIregim e show no
evidence ofdiscontinuities. Typicaldistributions are shown in Fig.8. To quantify
the e�ect,the m axim a ofthe R 2 susceptibility are shown in Fig.9 as a function of
thevolum e.One can see thatthe m axim um of�R 2 rem ainsconstant.This�nite size
scaling behaviourisexpected ifthere isno transition orifthe transition isofsecond
orderwith a criticalexponent � � 0. Forunderstanding the type IIregim e and for
quotingade�nitevalueforyc,m assm easurem ents,especially thatofm ,arerequired.

6.3 Latent heat

The latentheat| orthe energy released in the transition | isdirectly proportional
to �‘ 3 = �h� ��i (see,e.g.,Sec.11 in [22]). This quantity is easily com puted non-
perturbatively from latticesim ulations.In Fig.10 wehaveplotted thein�nitevolum e
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extrapolationsof�hR 2i.These can beconverted to continuum valuesby eq.(4.1),

�h� ��i

e23
=
1

2
�H �G �

D

R
2
E

: (6.6)

Thein�nitevolum elim itistaken by extrapolatinglinearly with theinverseareaofthe
system ,asextrapolation with theinversevolum ewould failto accom m odatethesm all
di�erencesbetween thedi�erentratiosofN x=N z.
Thecontinuum lim itof�‘ 3 isdisplayed in Fig.10.Thecontinuum extrapolation is

donewith a linear�t,which seem sto �tthedata well{ thecon�dencelevelofthis�t
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Figure 10: The in�nite volum e lim its of�R 2 (left) and the continuum lim it of�‘ 3

(right).

is28% . The �nalcontinuum value we obtain is�‘ 3=e
2
3 = 1:64(12),with a statistical

erroronly.
Again theresultsshould becom pared with thoseobtained from perturbation theory

and from non-com pactlattice sim ulations. In [36]itwasfound thatthe value of�‘ 3

increases with decreasing lattice spacing;however we �nd a rather strong decrease.
Therefore, even though allour data except �G = 12 give a value higher than the
perturbative one,ourcontinuum value is considerably sm aller than the perturbative
value �‘ 3 = 2:25. Taking into account the fact that our data at �G = 12 is ofnot
as high quality as at sm aller lattice spacings by using only the three largest lattice
spacings for the continuum extrapolation,one stillobtains a value sm aller than the
perturbativeone,�‘ 3 = 1:71(13).

6.4 Interface tension

Theinterfacetension isthem ostdi�cultofthecharacteristicsofthe�rstorderphase
transition to m easure.W eestim ate itwith the histogram m ethod [62]:atthecritical
pointthesystem can residein a m ixed stateconsisting ofdom ainsofthepurephases.
Because som e extra free energy is associated with the interface separating the two
phases,thearea oftheinterfacetendsto a m inim um and in a system with a geom etry
N 2
x � Nz (with N z > N x),them inim um areaisjust2� N2

xa
2 (duetoperiodicboundary

conditions at least two interfaces are needed). Since the cost ofan interface is �
exp[� �A=T],thedim ensionlessinterfacetension �3 can becalculated from

�3 =
1

2Ae43
log

Pm ax

Pm in

; (6.7)
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wherePm in and Pm ax arethem inim um and them axim um oftheprobability distribu-
tion,and

e
4
3A = e

4
3N

2
xa

2 =

 
N x

�G

! 2

: (6.8)

For�nitesizecorrectionsin theinterfacetension,see,e.g.,[63].
The form ula (6.7)requires thatthe two interfaces are farenough from each other

so thattheirm utualinteraction can be neglected. Thiswould be signalled by a at
m inim um in orderparam eterhistogram s,which should appearatlargeenough values
ofN z.Asseen from Fig.4,a clearly atm inim um isnotyetobserved:the interfaces
areso thick thattheirinteraction isnotnegligibleeven forlatticesoflength 90.Thus
non-negligiblesystem atic errorsareexpected in ourresults.
Thein�nitevolum eextrapolationsand thevaluesobtained atdi�erentlatticespac-

ingsare shown in Figure 11. No extrapolation to continuum lim itisperform ed even
though the data seem s to be consistent with a linear �t. This is since a linear �t
would give a negative value for�3,which isunacceptable.W eascribethisunphysical
behaviourto largersystem atic errorsatlarger�G ’s,where the physicalvolum e isnot
largeenough to contain regionsofclearly separated phases.Theresultsweobtain are
�3 = 0:28(2)at�G = 4,�3 = 0:15(1)at�G = 6,and �3 = 0:09(2)at�G = 8;�G = 12
doesnotgivea good enough signalforthispurpose.
The perturbative valuefor�3 is0.225,and asthe resultsat�G = 6 and 8 areboth

below thisand the value seem sto be decreasing with decreasing lattice spacing,one
expectsthatthe realvalue issigni�cantly lowerthan the perturbative one. In Fig.3
we have shown the conservative estim ate �3 = 0:14(14)which containsallthe values
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Figure12:E�ective m assesatdi�erentblocking levelsatx = 2;�G = 4 asa function
ofz (in latticeunits).

wehavem easured.

6.5 M ass m easurem ents

Sincebulk quantitiesareratherinsensitiveto thephasetransition atlargevaluesofx,
we have paid specialattention to m ass(= inverse correlation length)m easurem ents.
M ost of the results of our m easurem ents have been reported in [38], and here we
describe the techniques used in som e m ore detail. There are severalfactors which
could result in too high a value for a m ass. First,one has to be sure that there is
no contam ination from higherexcited states. This can be ensured by system atically
searching foroptim ized operatorscoupling to the desired excitations,using blocking
and diagonalization techniques. One also has to startthe �ts from su�ciently large
valuesofz and to m onitorthebehaviourofthee�ectivem ass.Second,oneshould use
large enough lattices | in particular,one cannot expect to m easure reliably m asses
sm allerthan � 1=N .

6.5.1 B locking

To avoid having to use extrem ely large starting values ofz itisnecessary to have a
very good projection on the ground state. The projection can be im proved upon by
using blocking in thetransverse direction [26,64]both forthelink variablesUi(x),

U
n+ 1
i (x)=

1

3

�

U
n
i (x)U

n
i (x+ î)+

X

j6= i

U
n
j(x)U

n
i (x+ ĵ)U n

i (x+ ĵ+ î)U n
j(x+ 2̂i)� 1

�

;(6.9)
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and forthescalar�elds�(x),

�
n+ 1(x)=

1

5

�

�
n(x)+

� 2X

i= � 1

U
n
i(x)�

n(x + î)
�

: (6.10)

The operators m easured are then constructed from the blocked �elds according to
eqs.(4.7){(4.10). The iteration leveln can be tuned foroptim aloverlap. In Fig.12
weshow thee�ectofblocking.Typically we�nd thatthebestresultsareobtained at
blockinglevel3foralloperators.Theoverlap ofourblocked operatorswith theground
stateranged from being consistentwith 100% faraway from thecriticalpointto 75%
atthecriticalpoint.

6.5.2 Variationalanalysis

Theblocking described aboveisin practice su�cientforthescalarexcitations,where
we are m ostly interested in the ground state. However,we would like to know not
only the ground state ofthe vectorexcitation butalso have som e inform ation on the
excited state.W eareespecially interested in knowing towhatextentthelowestvector
excitation couplesto the operator ~V3,which consistspurely ofgauge �elds. To study
this we have perform ed a variationalanalysis,which enables us to m easure also the
excited state.
Variationalanalysisisbased on thefactthatwehaveseveraloperatorswhich couple

to the sam e quantum num bers. Even ifeach individualoperator is not perfect in
the sense thatit also contains contributions from higher excited states,itshould be
possible to reduce this e�ect by suitably choosing linear com binations ofindividual
operators. The basisthatwe use consistsofdi�erentoperatorsm easured atdi�erent
blocking levels.To bespeci�cweuseblocking levels2 and 3;forscalarexcitationswe
use the operators��� and Re��Ui� and forvector excitations Im ��Ui� and sin F̂jk,
see eqs.(4.7){(4.10). Thus in both cases we have fourdi�erent operators,which we
callO i.W ethen m easurethewhole4� 4 crosscorrelation m atrix

Cij(z)= hO
�
i(z)O j(0)i; (6.11)

and then constructtheim proved operatorsO i in thestandard way [65],

O i=
X

i

v
i
kO k: (6.12)

Theoperatorsarefurthernorm alised to unity atzero distance.Thecoe�cientsofthe
operatorO 1 fortheground statearefound by m axim ising

hO 1

�(a)O 1(0)i: (6.13)

The operatorsforexcited statescan then be obtained by m axim ising the analogy of
eq.(6.13)in a subspace thatisorthogonalto theground stateoperatorO 1.
W e�nd thatthevariationalanalysishasusually littlee�ectfortheground state|

however,forexcited statesitisextrem ely helpful.
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6.5.3 Fits

W eextractthedi�erentm assesby �ttingexponentialstothecorrespondingcorrelation
functions. In practice we have used one and two exponential�ts and �nd that the
di�erencebetween thesetwo iswithin statisticalerrors.However,theoneexponential
�tisusually m orestable,and thereforeallnum berswequotearefrom oneexponential
�ts.
One should note that the expectation values ofthe correlation function C(z) are

strongly correlated forclose valuesofz. Typically the statisticalcorrelation between
C(z)and C(z+ 1)isgreaterthan 95% .Thereforeitisnecessary totakethiscorrelation
intoaccountwhen perform ingthe�ts.W e�ndthatthee�ectoftakingthisintoaccount
is to constrain the �ts m ore tightly. The �2 is increased and the variation between
di�erentjackknife blocksisdecreased.Ifwedo notusecorrelation inform ation in our
�tsthe �tparam eterscan uctuate m ore freely causing notonly unrealistically large
errorsbutalso changing the�nalvalueofthe�t.
The m ajor system atic error com es from the choice ofthe �tting range. W e have

carefully m onitored the behaviour ofthe localm ass,and start the �ts only when a
clearplateau isvisible.Stillchanging thestarting pointby oneortwo latticespacings
changesthe result;howeverasthe change typically isroughly equalto the statistical
error,we do notquote a system atic erroron our�ts. W hen interpreting the results
one should bearin m ind thatitispossible thatthe system atic errorsare atleastas
largeasthestatisticalones.

6.5.4 Polyakov m ass

Letusapplythem ethodsdescribed�rsttothephotonm assinthecom pactform ulation,
seeeqs.(5.3),(5.4).In orderto usem  asan orderparam eter,onehasto besurethat
thisPolyakov m assitacquiresata �nite lattice spacing,isnegligible forallpractical
purposes. The sem iclassicalcalculation (5.3)givesm =e

2
3 = 0:0033 at�G = 4,which

should be m uch sm allerthan anything we expectto be able to m easure. However,as
m ostofour conclusions depend strongly on m ,we have checked the validity ofthe
sem iclassicalcalculation by directsim ulationsin thepureU(1)gaugetheory.W eused
a 243 lattice,varied �G = 1:::4 and used theoperator(4.10)to m easurem .
The M onte Carlo resultsforpure gaugetheory are shown in Fig.13,togetherwith

the sem iclassicalresult (5.3) and three data points in the U(1)+Higgs theory. The
U(1)+Higgs data points were taken in the sym m etric phase: we chose x = 2;y =
0 and y = 0:5. One sees that adding the Higgs �eld does not a�ect the Polyakov
m ass,and that the M onte Carlo data agree with the sem iclassicalresult for �G >� 3
(in [47],agreem ent with sem iclassicalcom putations was found even at �G � 2,but
this relies on an \im proved" �G . Using that,the agreem ent in Fig.13 is im proved,
as well). At �G = 4 the m ass is clearly too sm allto be seen,and therefore can be
neglected forallpracticalpurposes. Forlowervaluesof�G we �nd thatthe form ula
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5 � sem iclassicalresultreproducesthe M onte Carlo data reasonably well,e�ectively
interpolating between thestrong and weak coupling resultsin eqs.(5.3),(5.4).

6.5.5 M asses

Them assesin theU(1)+Higgstheory obtained with them ethodsdescribed aboveare
plotted in Fig.14. W e see thatthe m ass ofthe photon vanishes within 2� forboth
x = 0:0463 and x = 2 in the sym m etric phase. W hen m easured in �’s,som e ofthe
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resultsatx = 0:0463 aresom ewhatfurtherfrom zero.W ebelievethatthisdueto the
factthatno variationalanalysiswasdoneforthesepoints.Thusm  servesasan order
param eterforpracticalpurposes.
The�rstordernatureofthetransition atx = 0:0463isclearlyvisible.Allthem asses

show a clear discontinuity at yc(x). W hen going from the broken to the sym m etric
phase,m H jum psupwards(the scalarcorrelation length decreasesfrom about12a to
about7a).Thetwo vectorexcitationsm  and m W ,which weredegeneratefory < yc,
separateso thatm  jum psto zero and m W becom esthem assofan excited two-scalar
bound state.
Atx = 2 thepattern islessclear.Them assofthescalarexcitation m H dipsdeeply,

but does not go to zero. The value ofm H at the m inim um was also shown to be
independentofthe volum e within statisticalerrors[38]. In the broken phase the two
vectoroperatorsagain see one single excitation,butin the sym m etric phase m  has
dropped tozeroand theotherexcitation hasalargem ass.However,on thebasisofthis
data onecannotconclusively statewhatishappening.Onecan envisagethefollowing
possibilities:

� Thereisonelineyc(x)on which m  goescontinuously tozero,m H hasam inim um
and m ;m W separate.

� Asthepreviousonebutm jum psdiscontinuously to zero.Thisdoesnotim ply
thatthetransition isof�rstorder,asthereisno jum p in localquantities.

� Thelineyc(x)hassplitinto severalbranches.

� Allthem assesgotozeroatyc(x).Thisisthestandard 2nd orderscenario,which
however,isnotsupported by ourdata.

The data shown isat�xed �G = 4 and one m ay ask whetherthe extrapolation to
continuum would changetheconclusions.Them inim um ofm H in Fig.14 corresponds
to a correlation length of16a and itis hard to see how m aking a stillsm aller could
changetheresults.W ehavem adesom erunsat�G = 3;6 and did indeed not�nd any
dependence outsideofstatisticalerrors.

6.6 C riticalexponents

Ifm  goestozerocontinuously,onecan m easureitscriticalexponents.Ifthetransition
wereofsecond orderin theusualsense,therewould becriticalexponentsforboth scalar
and vectorcorrelation lengths:

m H � jy� ycj
�H ; (6.14)

m  � jy� ycj
�
: (6.15)
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y range A yc � CL
� 0:25:::0 1.07(04) -0.040(05) 0.5� 0.14
� 0:25:::0 0.91(24) -0.055(23) 0.39(17) 0.10
� 0:5:::0:5 0.995(19) -0.033(04) 0.5� 0.08
� 0:5:::0:5 0.931(62) -0.048(13) 0.429(62) 0.07
� 1:25:::0:5 0.959(11) -0.026(04) 0.5� 0.006
� 1:25:::0:5 0.947(12) -0.046(06) 0.440(19) 0.06

Table 4: Fitsto determ ine the criticalexponent�.The superscript(�)aftera value
m eansthatitwaskept�xed.

However,aswe do notsee any criticalbehaviourforthe scalarcorrelation length,we
cannotm easureany criticalexponentcorresponding to it.Theapproxim atescaling of
m H away from thecriticalpointhasbeen discussed in [38].
To m easure thecriticalexponent� corresponding to a diverging photon correlation

length,we have �tted functions ofthe form m =e
2
3 = A(yc � y)� to the data shown

in Fig.14,both keeping the criticalexponent � �xed to the m ean �eld value 0:5 or
allowing it to vary freely. W e have also varied the range ofy which we include in
the �ts as ym in = � 1:25:::� 0:25. The �ts with their con�dence levels are shown
in Table 4. W e �nd thatthe criticalpointisratherstable,and thatthe value ofthe
criticalexponentisconsistentwith the m ean �eld value. Allthe �tshave ratherlow
con�dencelevels,butasnoted previously theerrorswequoteform assesarestatistical
only. Inclusion ofthe system aticalerrors(which we estim ate to be ofthe sam e order
ofm agnitude asthe statisticalerrors)should bring the con�dence levels to perfectly
acceptablevalues.
In principle one could also m easure the anom alous dim ension �N of the photon

correlation length,
D
~V3(x)~V3(0)

E

� 1=jxj1+ �N ,but this would require a signi�cantly
extended analysisand m oreaccuratedata.

7 C onclusions

W e have in this paper studied the 3d U(1)+Higgs m odelas an e�ective theory of
various �nite tem perature theories. There are two separate aspects ofthe problem :
com puting the param etersofthe e�ective theory in term softhe physicalparam eters
ofthefulltheory and studying the3d theory assuch.The�rstaspecthasbeen solved
fora very concrete physicalphenom enon,superconductivity (Appendix A),and fora
m oreacadem icsystem ,hotscalarelectrodynam ics(Appendix B).
Thesecond aspect,thestudy ofthe3d theory assuch,alsosplitsinto two parts:the

region of�rst order transitions,corresponding to sm allx = �3=e
2
3 (type Isupercon-

ductors,orsm allHiggsm asses),and the region ofpossibly second ordertransitions,
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large x (type IIsuperconductors,orlarge > m W Higgsm asses). The type IIregim e
hasbeen analysed in [38],and herewehavem ainly concentrated on thetypeIregim e.
The evidence fora �rstorderphase transition atx = 0:0463 iscom pelling:several

orderparam eterlikequantitiesdisplay acleardiscontinuity,the�nitevolum escalingof
thesusceptibitiesisclearly consistentwith a �rstordertransition and them assofthe
photon can beused asan e�ectiveorderparam eter.However,wehavefound thateven
when the transition is relatively strong,there are quantitatively som e discrepancies
with perturbation theory which seem s to predict too strong a transition,see Fig.3.
Thisisin contrastto the case ofthe SU(2)+fundam entalHiggsm odel,forexam ple,
where 2-loop perturbation theory worksquite wellforcom parative Higgsm asses[22].
Thereason isprobably justthatthetransition isweakerin U(1)+Higgs,butonem ight
also speculatethatphysicaltopologicaldefects(vortices)m ay play a role.In any case,
thetransition istooweak tobeobserved tobeof�rstorderin practicalsuperconductor
experim ents.
At x = 2 the situation is even m ore subtle. M any ofthe operators that can be

used to study the phase transition atx = 0:0463 do not display any indication ofa
transition atx = 2.None ofthelocalparam eters(R 2 and L)show any discontinuity.
The m axim a ofthe susceptibilities rem ain constant. The scalar correlation length
increases,but stillseem s to rem ain �nite when extrapolated to in�nite volum e and
zero lattice spacing [38]. The only indication ofthe transition isa vectorcorrelation
length diverging within statisticalerrors.
One thing to be checked in this argum ent is the use ofthe com pact form ulation

which,in fact,m akes the photon m assive at a �nite lattice spacing,ifonly by an
exponentially sm allam ount. Thusin a strictsense the transition vanishesaltogether
fora �nitea.W ehavethereforestudied thetopologicale�ectsrelated to thecom pact
form ulation and dem onstrated thatthey behave asexpected,vanishing rapidly when
approaching thecontinuum lim it.Thuswe believe thatthey do notalterthe pattern
described above.
The precise propertiesofthe transition atx = 2 rem ain unclear. Ourdata cannot

distinguish between a second orderphase transition in which the m assofthe photon
vanishes continuously and a m ore exotic scenario in which the photon m ass has a
discontinuity. To solve this unam biguously one would clearly need m uch m ore data.
Anotherstudy requiring even m oredata would bethatoftheendpointxc ofthe �rst
orderregim e.
Becauseofthenon-abelian gaugestructureonem ighthaveexpected com putationsin

3d SU(2)+Higgstheories[10,22{28]to bem orecom plicated than thosein U(1)+Higgs
theories. However,just the opposite is the case. U(1)+Higgsis m ore dem anding to
sim ulatethan SU(2)+Higgsatleastin thecom pactform ulation,assom eofthecorre-
lation lengthsarelarger,thetransition isweaker,thestructureofthephasediagram is
m orecom plicated,and very largelatticesareneeded.Thisisanaloguous,say,to what
happensin theq-statePottsm odelin which thestrength ofthetransition rapidly in-
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creaseswith thenum berq of�eld com ponents.Perhapsalso theform ation ofphysical
topologicaldefects,viz.vortices,playsa rolein U(1)+Higgs.

A cknow ledgem ents

W e acknowledge usefuldiscussions with B.Bergerho�,J.Jers�ak,S.Khlebnikov,C.
M ichael,O.Philipsen,K.Rum m ukainen,M .Shaposhnikov,M .Tsypin and G.Volovik.

A ppendix A : Fulltheory I:B C S superconductiv-

ity and the G inzburg-Landau m odel

So farwe have only treated the 3d e�ective theory assuch;in these two Appendices
we shallquantitatively discuss how two di�erent physicaltheories m ap to the sam e
e�ectivetheory.The�rstcaseissuperconductivity.
Quantum phenom ena in superconductorsarem icroscopically described by theBCS

theory [66].In the norm alstateelectronsdo notform bound coherentstatesbecause
oftherepulsiveCoulom b forcebutatlow tem peraturestheelectronscan form Cooper
pairsdueto theirinteraction with theioniclattice.Theelectron-phonon interaction is
im portantonly attem peratureswhere thetherm alexcitationsfrom theFerm ienergy
oftheelectron gashavean energy sm allerthan theaveragephonon energy.W hen this
condition issatis�ed the Ferm isea becom esunstable againstthe form ation ofbound
pairsofelectronsfrom statesabovetheFerm isurface.
W hen the BCS theory is treated within the fram ework ofthe Green’s functions

m ethod one can �nd the connection between the m icroscopic BCS theory and the
e�ectivem acroscopicGinzburg-Landaum odelofsuperconductivity.Usingtheelectron-
electron interaction ofthe BCS theory and solving the equations ofm otion ofthe
Ham iltonian Gor’kov [67]derived an equation describing the free energy density of
Cooperpairs(wekeep herec;�h):

f(x) = N (0)
�

r�
2
0

�
�
�
�

�

r � i
2e

�hc
A i

�

�(x)
�
�
�
�

2

+

+
�
T

T0
� 1

�

j�(x)j2 +
7�(3)

8(�Tc)2
j�(x)j4

�

; (A.1)

where �(x)= h "(x) #(x)i,r� 1 (=1 forperfectcrystals)isan im purity param eter
ofthem aterial,

�0 =

s

7�(3)

48

�hvF
�Tc

(A.2)
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setsthetypicallength scaleofthesystem ,and

N (0)=
m 2vF

2�2�h3
(A.3)

isthedensity ofstatesattheFerm isurface.Notethatthetem peratureparam eterT0
equalsTc only on them ean �eld level.Theconnection between thefreeenergy density
(A.1)and theparam etersin eq.(2.4)oftheU(1)+Higgstheory can now beestablished
by scaling the�eldsso that(A.1)hastheform in eq.(2.2).The�nalrelation becom es

y =
1

rq4

�
T

T0
� 1

�

; x =
g

(rq)2
; (A.4)

wherewehaveused thenotationsof[1]:

g =
3Tc

N (0)�h2v2F �0
=

v
u
u
t
108�6

7�(3)
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Tc

TF

�2

;
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2e

�hc

q

Tc�0 =

v
u
u
t 4e2

�hc�

s

7�(3)

48

r
vF

c
; (A.5)

with TF = m v2F =2� Tc.W hatnow iscrucialisthatwidely di�erentscaleswith large
orsm allratiosappear.Forlow tem peraturesuperconductors(Tc � 1K),Tc=TF � 10� 4

and the Ferm ivelocity is vF � (10� 3 � 10� 2)c. These lead to values g � 10� 6 and
q� 0:01 resulting in x � 0:01=r2.Forusualsuperconductorsthusx � 1.In contrast,
forhightem peraturesuperconductorstypicallyx � 1.Thisfollowsfrom m easurem ents
ofthepenetration depth and the coherence length and from the factthatx issim ply
halfthe square oftheir ratio,so thatx < 1=2 describes type Isuperconductors and
x > 1=2 typeIIsuperconductors.Itisinteresting thatthephysically challenging case
(high Tc superconductors)justcorrespondstotheregion in which theG-L m odelhasa
particularly subtlestructure.Itissoin therelativisticcase(Appendix B),aswell,that
thelarge x regim e correpondsto the m ostchallenging dom ain ofthe physicaltheory:
largeHiggsm asses.
The big dim ensionless ratiosalso appearin the expression fory in eq.(A.4). This

im pliesthatalthough yc(x)isoforderone forsm allx,Tc=T0 � 1 isextrem ely sm all,
ofthe orderofq� 4 � 10� 8. This sm allness followsnotfrom the dynam ics ofthe 3d
theory,butfrom therelation ofthefulland e�ective theories.
Sim ilar statem ents apply in the case ofthe latent heatL. In the e�ective theory,

L isessentially the jum p �‘ 3 in h���iatthe phase transition point.Forsm allx (see
eq.(3.6);now again �h = c= 1),

�‘ 3 =
1

18�2x2
�

r4q4

18�2g2
: (A.6)
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Theconversion into physicalunits[22]givesthen

L = �‘ 3e
6
pT

5
c

dy

dT
= T

4
c

r3e6p

18�2g2
’ 1:15� 10� 18K 4

c

r3e6p

18�2g2
J=cm 3

; (A.7)

whereep = 2e=
p
16�� ’ 0:61 isthecoupling constantofthephysicaltheory and K c

isthetransition tem peraturein Kelvins.Forexam ple,forPb (K c = 7:2 K)thelatent
heatis

L ’ 10� 6J=cm 3 = 10� 5J=m ole; (A.8)

which is far too sm allto be detected experim entally at present. This is so in spite
ofthe factthatthe transition is quite strong from the pointofview ofthe e�ective
theory.Notealsothatnon-perturbativelythetransition issom ewhatweakerthan given
by eq.(A.6),see Fig.3,butthisdoesnotchange the orderofm agnitude estim ate in
eq.(A.8).

A ppendix B : Fulltheory II:hot relativistic scalar

+ ferm ion electrodynam ics

Secondly,weshallwork outthe3d e�ectivetheory of�niteT relativisticscalarelectro-
dynam ics.Sinceweaim atprecision,wehere�rsthaveto discusshow theparam eters
ofthe Lagrangian are determ ined to 1-loop in the M S schem e in term s ofthe m ea-
surable (in principle!) physicalm assesofthe theory [13].Nextwe have to relate this
4d �nite T theory and the 3d e�ective theory. Thishappensin two stages: �rstthe
m om enta p>� �T (the superheavy m odes)are integrated out,resulting in an e�ective
bosonic3d theorywith fundam entaland adjointHiggs�elds.Finally,theadjointHiggs
�eld (theheavy m odes)isintegrated out.Som epartsofthelattertwo stepshavebeen
already discussed in [12,29,31]. The param etric accuracies ofthe e�ective theories
derived havebeen discussed in [13].

B .1 R elation between physicsand the Lagrangian in M S in 4d

TheLagrangian of4d scalar+ chiralferm ion electrodynam icsis[68]

L =
1

4
F��F�� + (D ��)

�(D ��)� �
2
�
�
� + �(���)2

+ �	 L=D 	 L + �	 R=@	 R + gY
�	(� �

aL + �aR )	; (B.1)

where

F�� = @�A � � @�A �; D �� = (@� + ieA �)�; =D 	 L = �(@� + ieA �)	 L;

	 R ;L = aR ;L	; a R ;L = (1� 5)=2; � = (�1 + i�2)=
p
2: (B.2)
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Atthe tree-level,the couplings�2;�;g2Y are related to the physicalm asses m H ,m W

and m t ofthe�1;A �,and 	 �eldsin thebroken phaseby

�
2 =

1

2
m

2
H ; � =

e2

2

m 2
H

m 2
W

; g
2
Y = 2e2

m 2
t

m 2
W

: (B.3)

Them assesm H ,m W ,m tareanalogoustotheHiggs,W and top m assesoftheStandard
M odel,and they can,in principle,beexperim entally determ ined.Thegaugecoupling
e2 is,in principle,determ ined in term sofsom ecrosssection.
W hen one takesinto accountloop corrections,the theory requiresrenorm alization,

and the relationsin eq.(B.3)change. Letusforde�nitenessregularize the theory in
theM S schem e in d = 4� 2� dim ensions.At1-loop level,thebarequantitesarethen
related to therunning renorm alized quantitiesthrough

A B = A(�)
�

1+
�� 2�

16�2�

�

� e
2N s + 2N f

6

��

; (B.4)

�B = �(�)
�

1+
�� 2�

16�2�

�3e2

2
�
g2Y

2

��

; (B.5)

	 B = 	(�)
�

1+
�� 2�

16�2�

�

�
g2Y

4

��

; (B.6)

e
2
B = e

2(�)
�

1+
�� 2�

16�2�

�

e
2
N s + 2N f

3

��

; (B.7)

�
2
B = �

2(�)
�

1+
�� 2�

16�2�

�

� 3e2 + 4� + g
2
Y

��

; (B.8)

�B = �(�)+
�� 2�

16�2�

�

3e4 � 6�e2 + 10�2 + 2�g2Y � g
4
Y

�

; (B.9)

g
2
Y;B = g

2
Y (�)

�

1+
�� 2�

16�2�

�

2g2Y � 3e2
��

: (B.10)

Here N s = 1 is the num ber ofscalar �elds and N f = 1 is the num ber offerm ion
�elds;N s and N f are used justto show the origin ofthe di�erentcontributions. The
renorm alized param etersofthetheory run at1-loop levelas

�
d

d�
e
2(�) =

�� 2�

8�2
e4

3
(N s + 2N f); (B.11)

�
d

d�
�
2(�) =

�� 2�

8�2
(� 3e2 + 4� + g

2
Y )�

2
; (B.12)

�
d

d�
�(�) =

�� 2�

8�2
(3e4 � 6�e2 + 10�2 + 2�g2Y � g

4
Y ); (B.13)

�
d

d�
g
2
Y (�) =

�� 2�

8�2
(2g4Y � 3e2g2Y ): (B.14)
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To relate the running param etersto the physicalobservables,one hasto calculate
suitable physicalquantities to 1-loop order,and express the running param eters in
term softhese. Forillustration,letusconsiderrelating the running param eter�2(�)
to physicalm asses.To do so,wecalculatethephysicalpolem assm H to 1-loop order.
Forthecalculation,the�eld �1 isshifted to theclassicalbroken m inim um �c = �2=�.
Then the radiatively corrected renorm alized 1-loop propagatorofthe Higgs�eld isof
theform

h�1(� k)�1(k)i=
1

k2 + m 2
1 � �H (k2;�)

; (B.15)

wherem 2
1 = 2�2.Solving forthepolem H ,onegets

�
2(�)=

m 2
H

2

�

1+
� H (� m2H ;�)

m 2
H

�

: (B.16)

Thisexpression isgauge-independent,sincetheself-energyisevaluated atthepole.The
latterterm in eq.(B.16)isthe1-loop correction to thetree-levelform ula in eq.(B.3),
and containsthe�-dependencein eq.(B.12).
To givetheexplicitform ofthe1-loop expression for�2(�),weusethenotation

h �
m H

m W

; t�
m t

m W

: (B.17)

Inside 1-loop form ulas,one m ay then write � = e2h2=2; g2Y = 2e2t2. Let us also
introducethefunction

L1(h)= � 2
p
4h� 2 � 1arctan

1
p
4h� 2 � 1

; (B.18)

which hasthespecialvalueL1(1)= � �=
p
3.Then weget

�
2(�) =
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�

(2h2 + 2t2 � 3)ln
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W

� 3h2lnh +
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p
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h
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h2
� 4t2lnt+ 4t2 � 8

t4

h2

+
h4 � 4h2 + 12

2h2
L1(h)+ 2t2
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1� 4
t2

h2

�

L1(h=t)
��

: (B.19)

B .2 Integration over the superheavy scale

At high tem peratures, the equilibrium therm odynam ics of the theory de�ned by
eq.(B.1) can be described by a superrenorm alizable 3d e�ective �eld theory (for a
review,see [69]). The Lagrangian ofthe e�ective theory is that in eq.(2.2) with a

32



second scalarA 0:

Le� =
1

4
FijFij + (D i�)

�(D i�)+ m
2
3�

�
� + �3(�

�
�)2

+
1

2
(@iA 0)

2 +
1

2
m

2
D A

2
0 +

1

4
�AA

4
0 + h3�

�
�A

2
0; (B.20)

whereallthe�eldshavethedim ension GeV 1=2 and thecouplingse23;�3;�A;h3 havethe
dim ension GeV.
The purpose ofthissection isto give the param eterse23;h3;m

2
3;�3;m

2
D ;�A and the

�eldsA i;� in term softheparam etersin eq.(B.1),with theaccuracy com patiblewith
1-loop renorm alization ofthe vacuum theory,asdescribed above. Apartfrom term s
arisingfrom ferm ions,theresultshavebeen given at1-loop orderin [12](2-loop results
forthem assparam etershavebeen added in [31]).Hereweadd thee�ectsofferm ions.
W euseextensively thegenericresultsfrom [13].Thebasicnotationsare:

c=
1

2

�

ln
8�

9
+
�0(2)

�(2)
� 2E ]� � 0:348725;

Lb(�)= 2ln
�eE

4�T
� 2ln

�

7:0555T
; Lf(�)= 2ln

�eE

�T
� 2ln

�

1:7639T
: (B.21)

Letusstartwith therelationsofthewavefunctions.Using theZ �’sfrom eqs.(35{
37) of[13],the m om entum -dependent contribution ofthe superheavy m odes to the
two-pointscalarcorrelatoris

Z
� = Z

�

CT � e
2
Z

�

SV +
1

2
g
2
Y Z

�

FF: (B.22)

Forthespatialand tem poralcom ponentsofthegauge�eldsonegets

Z
A = Z

A
CT � e

2
N sZ

A
SS � e

2
N fZ

A
FF; (B.23)

wheretheZ A’sarefrom eqs.(38{45)of[13].Hencethewavefunctionsin the3d action
arerelated to therenorm alized 4d wave functionsin theM S schem e by

�
2
3 =

1

T
�
2(�)

�

1+
1

16�2

�

� 3e2Lb(�)+ g
2
Y Lf(�)

��

; (B.24)

(A 3d
0 )

2 =
1

T
A
2
0(�)
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1+
1

16�2
e2

3

�

N sLb(�)+ 2N fLf(�)+ 2(N s � Nf)
��

;(B.25)

(A 3d
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1
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2
i(�)
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1+
1

16�2
e2

3

�

N sLb(�)+ 2N fLf(�)
��

: (B.26)

Thecouplingse23 and h3 can beextracted from thesuperheavy contributionsto the
(��AiA j)-and (��A0A 0)-correlatorsatvanishingexternalm om enta,respectively.The
contributionsfrom therelevantdiagram sarein eqs.(50{63)of[13].Theresultis

G
A = G

A
0 + G

A
CT � 4�e2GA

SS � 4e4GA
SV + 4�e2GA

SSS � e
2
g
2
Y G

A
FFFF: (B.27)
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W hen the�eldsarerede�ned accordingtoeqs.(B.24)-(B.26)and thevertexisidenti�ed
with thecorresponding vertex in eq.(B.20),onegets

h3 = e
2(�)T

�

1+
1

16�2

�

�
e2N s

3
Lb(�)�

2e2N f

3
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��

; (B.28)
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16�2

�

�
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3
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2e2N f

3
Lf(�)

��

: (B.29)

Forthescalarsector,therequired correlatorsarem ostconveniently generated from
thee�ectivepotential.W ith theLagrangian m asses

m
2
1 = � �

2 + 3��2; m
2
2 = � �

2 + ��
2
;

m
2
T = e

2
�
2
; m

2
f =

1

2
g
2
Y �

2
; (B.30)

the1-loop (unresum m ed)contribution to thee�ectivepotentialin Landau gaugeis

V1(�)= CS(m 1)+ CS(m 2)+ CV (m T)+ CF (m f); (B.31)

wheretheC’sarefrom eqs.(69{71)of[13].From theterm quarticin m assesin V1(�),
one getsthe superheavy contribution to the four-pointscalarcorrelatoratvanishing
m om enta. Rede�ning the �eld � according to eq.(B.24),the coupling constant�3 is
then

�3 = T

�

�(�)+
1
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��

� 3e4 + 6�e2 � 10�2
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Lb(�)+

+
�

g
4
Y � 2�g2Y
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Lf(�)+ 2e4
��

: (B.32)

Thecoe�cientof� 2=2in V1(�)givesthe1-loop resultforthescalarm asssquared.The
resultistheterm oforderg2 on the�rstlineofeq.(B.36).
Forthe 2-loop contribution to the m asssquared m 2

3,one needsthe 2-loop e�ective
potentialV2(�).In term sofeqs.(81{93)of[13],theresultis
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W ith theabbreviations

~�2 = �
2(�)
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1

16�2
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2
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; (B.34)
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2
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; (B.35)

theresultforthe3d m assparam eteris
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��

ln
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�
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: (B.36)

Herewehavetaken into accounthigher-ordercorrectionson thelastline,by replacing
the4d coupling constantsby the3d oneswhich appearin theexactrunning ofm 2

3(�)
insidethesuperrenorm alizable3d theory.
Theparam etersm 2

D and �A requirethecalculation ofthesuperheavy contributions
onthe(A 0A 0)-and(A 0A 0A 0A 0)-correlatorsatvanishingm om enta.Usingeqs.(96{101)
of[13],the1-loop 2-pointcorrelatorfortheU(1)-�eld is

A
(2) = e

2
h

2N sA
(2)

S � NsA
(2)

SS � NfA
(2)

FF

i

(B.37)

and using eqs.(102{109)of[13],thefour-pointcorrelatoris

A
(4)

SU (2)
= e

4
h

� 2NsA
(4)

SS + 4N sA
(4)

SSS � NsA
(4)

SSSS + N fA
(4)

FFFF

i

: (B.38)

Sincethereisno tree-levelterm corresponding to thecorrelatorsin eqs.(B.37)-(B.38),
therede�nition of�eldsin eq.(B.25)producesterm sofhigherorder.The�nalresults
can then beread directly from eqs.(B.37)-(B.38):

m
2
D =

e2T2

6
(2N s + N f); (B.39)

�A =
e4T

6�2
(N s � Nf): (B.40)

Apartfrom ferm ioniccontributions,the2-loop resultform 2
D hasbeen given in [31].

Using eqs.(B.11)-(B.14),one sees that the quantities e23,h3, �3, ~�
2 and ~g2Y are

independent of� to the order they are presented above. In other words,when the
running param eters e2(�),�2(�),�(�) and g2Y (�) are expressed in term s ofphysical
param eters,the �-dependence cancelsin the 3d param eters. Note also thatthe bare
m ass param eter m 2

3 ofthe 3d theory is independent of�,so that one m ay use an
independentrenorm alization scaleinsidethe3d theory.
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B .3 Integration over the heavy scale

Consider now the param etric m agnitude ofthe couplings in eq.(B.20). Ifwe are
interested in the study ofthe phase transition,we know thishappenswhen m 2

3(�)is
very sm alland we see from eq.(B.36) that the tree-levelterm and the 1-loop term
have to cancelso asto leave m 2

3 � e4T2. Atthe sam e tim e the m assofA 0 isofthe
orderofeT.Theaction in eq.(B.20)can then befurthersim pli�ed by integrating out
theA 0-�eld,leaving an action oftheG-L form in eq.(2.2).
Ifwe proceed from the T � Tc region to T � Tc,eq.(B.36)im plies thatalso m 3

is ofthe order ofeT and thus it should be integrated out together with A 0. The
resulting theory isvery sim ple:freeelectrodynam icsin 3d.Thisisthestatem entthat
them agneticsectorofhotscalarED istrivial.
For the case T � Tc when the action is the one in eq.(2.2),we denote the new

param etersby a bar. The relationsofthe old and the barred param etershave been
given in [12],and weincludetheresultsherejustforcom pleteness.
Theintegration overtheheavy scaleproceedsin com plete analogy with integration

overthesuperheavy scalein Sec.B.2.Sincethereareno m om entum -dependent1-loop
corrections to the �3-and A i-�elds from the A 0-�eld, ��3 = �3 and �A i = A 3d

i . Since
A 0 and A ido notinteract,thereareno 1-loop correctionstothe(�3)2(A 3d

i )
2-vertex,so

that�e3 = e3.Thescalarself-couplingsgetm odi�ed,and at1-loop order
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1
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; �m 2
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2
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1

4�
h3m D : (B.41)

To calculate the 2-loop correctionsto the m assparam eter,we use again the e�ective
potential.The2-loop contribution from theheavy scaleto thee�ective potentialis

V
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2 (�)=
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2
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h
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i

� h
2
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2
D LLS(m 1); (B.42)

wheretheD ’sarefrom eqs.(119{122)of[13].Them assparam eter �m 2
3(�)isthen
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where we used eq.(B.36) and included higher order corrections on the last line,by
replacing thecouplingswith thoseofthee�ective theory.
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Usingtheresultsofthissection for �m 2
3(�)and ��3 and addingtherunningparam eters

from Sec.B.1,the�nalparam etersyand x oftheG-L action in eq.(2.2)arecom pletely
�xed in term softhe physicalquantitiese2,the tem perature T,and the physicalpole
m asses m W ;m H and m t at zero tem perature. W e do not write out the expressions
explicitly. For illustration,let us show the �nalexpression for ~�2 from eqs.(B.19),
(B.34):
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��

: (B.44)
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