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A bstract

W e study the threedim ensional U (1)+ H iggs theory (G InZburg-Landau m odel) as an
e ective theory for nite tem perature phase transitions from the 1 K scale of super-
conductivity to the relativistic scales of scalar electrodynam ics. T he relations between
the param eters of the physical theory and the param eters of the 3d e ective theory
are given. The 3d theory as such is studied with lattice M onte Carlo techniques.
T he phase diagram , the characteristics of the transition in the rst order regin e, and
scalar and vector correlation lengths are determ ned. W e nd that even rather deep
in the st order regin g, the transition is weaker than indicated by 2-loop perturoa-
tion theory. Topological e ects caused by the com pact form ulation are studied, and
it is dem onstrated that they vanish in the contihuum Ilm it. In particular, the photon
m ass (nverse correlation length) is observed to be zero w ithin statistical errors in the
sym m etric phase, thus constituting an e ective order param eter.
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1 Introduction

F inite tem perature phenom ena are very in portant for coan ology and for the physics
of ultrarelativistic heavy ion ocollisions. It is thus indisgpensable to have e cient and
accurate m ethods for com puting, eg., the partition function for a given theory. This
paper is devoted to solving this problem for the U (1) gauget H iggs theory, or scalar
electrodynam ics, or the G nzburg-Landau m odel. This theory In three din ensions is
the e ective theory of superconductivity [L}] and of liquid crystals B] in certain regin es,
and it is also an interesting theoretical Jaboratory for studying the them odynam ics of
and topological defect form ation in relativistic eld theores.

A nite tem perature system singles out a speci ¢ Lorentz fram g, the rest fram e of
the m atter. In non-relativistic condensed m atter physics this autom atically leads to a
three-din ensional (3d) | or in som e cases even Iower dinensional | fomulation of
them odynam ical com putations. The Ham iltonian is given and the partition function
is com puted in 3d. For realistic system s the fiill com putation isusually too com plicated
and one has to replace the original theory by an e ective one focussing on the essential
degrees of freedom . For Instance, In superconductivity the full quantum theory of
electrons in an ionic Jattice is rst replaced by the BC S theory, which then fora class
of phenom ena can be replaced by the very sin ple G inzburg-Landau m odel {1].

T he situation isdi erent In nite tam perature relativistic eld theories. T he general

rstprinciples Lorentz and gauge nvariant form ulation is necessarily fourdin ensional
(4d) . H owever, even here, for a class of theories and phenom ena, the full 4d theory can
be replaced by e ective 3d theories ofvarious degrees of sin plicity. T he originalidea [3{
5]isrmather old and has recently been applied to a lJarge class of relativistic eld theordes,
such asQCD [6{9], the SU )+ fundam ental H iggs theory or the Standard M odel [10{
13], theM inin al Supersym m etric Standard M odel [14{17], and the SU (5)+ adpint 24—
plkt H iggs theory {18]. The corresponding 3d e ective theories have been num erically
studied for QCD 1n [19{21,9], for SU )+ fundam ental Higgs n [10,22{27], and for
SU () U (1) + fundam entalH iggs in 'P8]. T he present case ofthe U (1)+ H iggs theory,
forwhich din ensional reduction hasbeen considered In [12,29{31]hasbeen num erically
studied In [32{38].

T he purpose of this paper is to study the U (1)+ H iggs theory In the e ective theory
approach, em phasizing the two essential but totally separate agpects of the problem :

T he num erical study of the 3d e ective theory as such: the determ ination ofthe
phase diagram , of the characteristics of the phase transitions found, and of the
correlation lengths of various gauge invariant operators. W e have presented our

rst results for the correlation length m easurem ents and for the structure of the
phase diagram already in [3§], and here we concentrate on the characteristics of
the phase transition In the 1lst order regin e and on explaining the details of the
correlation length m easuram ents. E arlier num ericalw ork hasappeared In 32{37].
T he full solution of the problem requires this num erical work, although analytic



m ethods [39{44] give in portant insights, as well. It is also quite interesting to
com pare the U (1)+ H iggs theory with several related theories with a m assless
photon In the treedevel spectrum : SU ) U (1) + fundam ental H iggs theory
D8], SU )+ adpint H iggs theory I, 9] and the pure U (1) theory B5{47]. The
topologicalm ass created for the photons in the com pact form ulation B8{51]w ill
play an In portant role In this context.

T he analytic derivation of the relation between the full physical theory and the
e ective theory. Here m any di erent physical theories can be m apped onto one
e ective theory. The U (1)+ H iggs theory is particularly interesting in that the
full theory can be, eg., superconductivity at T 1 K elvin orhot scalart ferm ion
plasn a at relativistic tem peratures. O f course, the Jatter case can also be ap-
proached directly from the 4d viewpoint {52,53].

The results for the st aspect | the num erical study of the 3d theory as such |
are contained In Sections 2{6 of this paper. W e form ulate the problm 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 other 3d theories in
Sec. 5, and present ourm ain lattice results in Sec. 6. Sihce the second aspect of the
prcblem , the derivation of the 3d theory, com pletely factorizes from the st aspect,
we discuss the derivation ssparately In Appendix A for the case of superconductivity
and in Appendix B for the hot scalart ferm ion plasna. W e conclude In Sec. 7.

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

The 3d U (1)+ H iggs theory is a Jocally gauge Invariant continuum eld theory de ned
by the functional Integral
z
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where Fi; = @Ay @A; and D; = @; + ie3A;. The parameters ms;e5; 3 of the
Lagrangian have the dinension Ge&V and the elds have dimension Ge&V'™. Since
the theory 1 eq. 24) is a continuum eld theory, one has to carry out ulraviolkt
renom alization. In 3d the couplings €; and 3 are not renom alised In the ultraviolkt,
but there is a linear 1-Jdoop and a logarithm ic 2-docp divergence for the m ass param eter
m 2. IntheM S din ensionalregularization schemein 3 2 din ensions, the renom alized
m ass param eter becom es {12]
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Figure 1: The phase diagram ofthe G -L theory. The photon m ass acts as an e ective
order param eter.

where [ isa scale ndependent physicalm ass param eter of the theory. Instead of it,
it is m ore convenient to use m 3 (€5). Choosing € to set the scale, the physics of the
theory w ill depend on the two din ensionless ratios
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W e shall later In Appendices A and B relate the param eters of superconductivity and
nite T scalar electrodynam ics to x and y.

It isnow a m athem atical and com putational problem to detem ine the physics as-
sociated w ith the theory in eq. @.0). Asusualallphysics lies in expectation values
of various operators. Since this is a gauge theory, only gauge invariant operators have
non-vanishing expectation valies. The m ost relevant of these are the local (degpending
only on one point x) operators of lowest dim ensionalities (halfodd din ensions could

bem ade Integer by m ultiplying by e3):
Din = 1:theJ¢ = 0" scalars &) = x) &).
Din = 3:thel’ vectorV;(x) Bi= % i%F i ).

Din = 2: thel wvectorV;x) = In &)D; &); the 1l ™ wvector S; &) =
Re ®)D; ®)=0 &) ();andthe0'" scalar ( )°.

Din = %ﬁ:thef vector B;

Din = 3: The0" scalarsFi;Fij3and D D; jandthe2' tensor [fD ;D 49
2=d ijDka] ; etc.



Din = %:TheO scalarB; @ ;andthe O * scalarB;Im  D; ;etc.

Din = 4: The0 scalar@; In D; ;etc.

The quantum num bers here refer to O (3). From these one can further construct, eg.,
bilbcal operators such as correlators of two of the above operators acting at di erent
points.

The rst topic of In portance is the phase structure of the theory. T he critical curve
Y= Ve &) (seFi.d) divides the plane into two dispint regions, the sym m etric phase
aty > y. ) and the broken phase at y < y. (). The presence of a crtical curve is
signalled by singularities In the free energy

Z = expl V&f(yix)} (2.5)

where f isdim ensionless. T he critical curve is localised by m easuring di erent localor
bilbcal expectation values of the gauge Invariant local operators listed above. There is
no localgauge invariant order param eter, the expectation valie of which would vanish
in one of the phases. Instead, we shalluse as an e ective order param eter the photon
m ass, which ism easured from a bilocal operator.

For an all x, the system has a rstorder transition F i. :1_1') . It then has two buk
states of the sam e firee energy, and the broken and sym m etric phases coexist at y.. The
system has one stabl and onem etastabl branch ory &) < y < y; &). Expectation
values of various gauge invariant scalar operators jump when crossing y. (). The
follow Ing quantities are of particular Interest:

The jmp 3 oftheorderparam eter lkkequantity 3 h¥ (€)i=e? between the
broken and symm etric phases at y.. In perturbation theory, ‘3 1 Z(y.)=¢€,
where , isthe location ofthe broken m lninum in, say, the Landau gauge. N ote

thath ¥ ( )i is scale dependent 4], as given below i eq. (4.6).
T he Interface tension 3 =('é), de ned in perturbation theory by

Z b=e3 g ———MM
3= d( =e3) 2V ( =ey)=€5; 2.6)
where V isthe perturbatively com puted 3d e ective potential. O n the lattice
isdeterm ned from the fuindamentalrelation F = pV + A, which holds in the
presence of a planar interface separating two coexisting phases.

In a second order transition, on the other hand, the quantities of Interest are the
di erent critical exponents.

T he second essential property of the U (1)+ H iggs theory is its excitation spectrum .
In perturbation theory, one can easily ssewhat the free eld degrees of freedom areboth
in the sym m etric and broken phases (see also Tablk 1). H owever, the sym m etric phase



is In som e respects non-perturbative (since the Coulomb potential is logarithm ically
con ning In 2+ 1 din ensions) and thus these states need not be the physical ones. T he
physical states are described by the correlators of the gauge invariant operators listed
above. For exam ple, the physical m ass, or inverse correlation length, of the lowest
scalar 0" " excitation is obtained from the Jarge distance behaviour of the correlator
hS x)S (y)i. Tostudy vectorl excitationswe shalluse the operatorsV; (x);V; k). In
ocondensed m atter context these m asses are usually called \renom alissd" m asses; we
prefer to reserve the word renom alisation forthe elin nation ofultraviolet divergences.
A particularly interesting state is the photon. It is evidently one of the fundam ental
elds ofthe action in the sym m etric phase; is it in the physical spectrum ofthe theory?
In B8] we have provided non-perturbative evidence for the fact that it indeed is. Tt
can thus serve as an e ective order param eter and the phase diagram can contain two
disconnected regions as In Fig. 1. This is a nontrivial fact, sihoe m asslkess states can
disappear from the physical spectrum or in the Jattice formm ulation of the theory. This
w ill be discussed In m ore detail in Section 5.

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

Let us consider the region of an all x. Then perturbation theory is expected to be
accurate and it predicts a \ uctuation induced" or \Colm an-W enberg-type" st
order phase transition. R enom alised perturbation theory induces a dependence on a
scale and in 3d one has to go to 2 Joops In order to optin ize this scale. The 2-loop
potential has been discussed n 3, 12, 30, 37] and optin sation in {12, 37], and we
refer there for details (see also eq. B 33) below for the 2-loop potential in the full 4d
theory w ith ferm ions).

To show them ain qualitative features ofthe perturbative resuls, consider the 1-loop
potential in the Landau gauge (see eq. B 31)),
L
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The dependenceofy ( ) isof2-loop order so that it isa higherordere ect in eq. B.1).
The lkadingx ! 0 resul is obtained by lncluding only the 1-Jdoop vector tem , the st
1-oop term i eq. 3.1). The potential is then, equivalently,
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Two degenerate states are cbtained when the last term vanishes. From this one nds
that

1 1
Ye®) = oo i V&= ooy K)=0; 34)
A ~ 1
symm 0; broken — ;{; 35)
1 23=2
U7 a0 e et o

Taking into account the other tem s in eq. (3.1) and the 2-loop e ects, one can
In prove on the accuracy. Perturbative results for the critical curve, the Jatent heat
and the interface tension i di erent approxin ations are shown i Figs. 2 and 3. The
curves are scaled w ith the leading x ! 0 dependences (egs. 34), .6)). T he variation
asa function ofx In the 1-loop results is due to the scalar loop tem s in eq. 3.3). The
2-Joop results have been com puted by either optin ising 12, 37]the scale orby xing
ttobe = % . The scale dependence gives an idea of the m agnitude of higher order
corrections. O ne observes that perturoation theory is becom ing unreliable at least for
x> 0d:::02.

Conceming them ass spectrum , using the approxin ationsmy = e p,mz = VP( ),
one has in the broken phass,

q__
my=e; = 1+ 1 162%yx =@ x); G.7)

q__
m } =ej 1 16%yx+ 1 162yx =@ *x): (338)

M ore accurate expressions for these correlatorm asses aspoles of the 1-loop propagators
are given n B7].

The mass spectrum in the symm etric phase is a m ore subtlke issue. The photon
is argued to be m asskss to all orders in perturbation theory [3, 29]. Neverthekss,
non-perturbative e ects can produce a m ass In the discretized theory, see Sec. 5. The
scalarexcitation, on the otherhand, is represented by a bound state in a logarithm ically
con ning potential and thus the com putation of itsm ass is non-trivial. A sinpl way
to see this is to consider the 3d theory n M inkow skian temm s, so that the excitation
m asses are m asses of states living In two space din ensions (note that the m asses are
not those of bound states in 3d). The scalar excitation then corresponds to a  *
bound state n a 2d Coulom bic potential

1
Ve ou1 (1) = %Ko( r) gibg—r; 3.9)

é isan nfrared (IR) cuto . A sinple m inin isation argum ent then show s that
the m asses are of the form
ms3

e4
+ const é+0 — ; (310)
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Figure 2: The quantity x ¥ (x) com puted perturbatively for the U (1)+ H iggs theory
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w here the logarithm com es from the Coulom bic term and the constant depends on the
R cuto and on the quantum num bers of the state. Since the constant is sensitive
to the IR cuto , it is to be detem ined by num ericalm eans.
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4 U (1)+ H iggs theory on the lattice

Our ain is to study the continuum theory in eq. £.4) and i is thus crucial to kesp
the continuum variabls y;x xed when discretizing the theory. This point has to
do w ih ulraviolet renom alisation. The lnear and logarithm ic m ass divergences are
renom alissd In the contihuum theory in the M S scheme. D iscretization n itself is
another schem e. The two schem esnow have to be related so that correlatorsm easured
in the lattice schem e go to the correct continuum ones at given y;x in the lin it that
the Jattice spacing a goes to zero. T his com putation has been carried out In B4{56];
fororder O (@) corrections, see B].

To discretize, we use the com pact form ulation of the gauge eld and introduce the
Iink eld U; x) = expiaesA; (x)] exp [i;&x)]. Rescaling the contihuum scalar eld
to a din ensionless Jattice eld by

the Jattice action becom es
X h N i X o
S = ¢ 1 ood'y &) H Re ®)U;k) &+ 1
X ;i< § Xii
X X
+ ®x) ®)+ = [ ®) &) 1i; “42)
X X
where ; = 1l=€3a,
Fyk)= @)+ s&+D  1&k+3)  5&); 43)

and a speci ¢, custom ary choice hasbeen made for y (other choices are possblk as
well; see B-g] for the action before any choice hasbeen m ade) . W ith these conventions,
the lattice couplings ¢; y; r are detem ined from (B3, 54]

— l - i X é - (4 4)
G e%al R I4 . 4 .
1 Xy 317591151 + 2x
22 — 3 2% =y ( ) s (4.5)
H 2 ¢ 2
1 h i
T ( 4+ 8x 8% (og6 ¢ + 009) + 255+ 4:6x :

T hus fora given continuum theory depending on one scale e§ and the two dim ensionless
param eters y; x, the use of a Jattice introduces a regulator scale a, and egs. @2){ @.5)
specify, up to tem s of order €2a [7], the corresponding lattice action.

In a non-com pact form ulation ofthe gauge eld onewould replace 1 cosF i ! F/\i2j=2
in eq. @2). Then the coe cient 255 in eq. (4.5) should be replaced with 1.1 [B6].



An In portant quantity we w ill study isthe scalar condensateh  i. In perturbation
theory this has a linear and a logarithm ic divergence and renom alisation induces a
known logarithm ic scale dependence h ()i B4]. The condensate itself is not a
physical quantity, only its changes are. The relation between the continuum (@t the
scale = &) and lattice condensates is [56]

N 1 31759115 1
Llc"t:_ g ch  dpe it F g(® )+ 0068 ; (4.6)

e 2 4
where \latt" refers to the nom alisation of the eld in the lattice action @J2). The
rst term here is the scaling in eq. @), the second is the linear, and the third the
logarithm ic divergence. T he discontinuity ofh ( )iin a rstordertransition is free
from these divergences, as they are just constants.
Form ass m easurem ents we use the discretized fom s of the operators discussed in
Sec.2.The0"* and1 * charge conjigation even \scalar" operators andRe D;
and thel vectoroperatorsIm D; and ;«Fy are on the lattice represented by

S ®) = ®) ®); @.7)

S;x) = Re ®U;&) &+ 1; 4.8)

Vi) = Tm  ®)UiK) &+ 1); 4.9)
1 R

Vi) = 2 ageshFyo): 4.10)

In the 4d case these operators have been used form assm easurem ents in B4, 59]. N ote
that other (igher din ensional) operators w ith the sam e quantum num bers could be
considered aswell, and a system atic way of nding out which combinations coupl to
the Iowest physical m ass states, is w ith the blocking and consequent diagonalization
techniques discussed in Sec. 6.5. In practice, them asses arem easured from planeplane
correlators nstead of the local operators in egs. (4.7){ 4.10) as discussed in B8], and
the photon m ass m easurem ent requires an externalm om entum Q).

5 Photon in 3d theories

Various 3d conthhuum theories w ith a photon In the physical spectrum are listed in
Tabl 1. Here we shall add to this list the U (1)+ H iggs theory in the com pact lattice
form ulation, eq. @ J) and, for com parison, also the discretized pure U (1) gauge theory
In the com pact form ulation. T he situation w ith photons in these theordies is as follow s:
In 3d SU 2) U (1)+ fundam ental H iggs theory there is a m asskess eld, \photon",
In both the symm etric and broken phases. Ik is appears both perturbatively and
non-perturbatively as a physical state P8]. In the symm etric phase the photon is
represented by the hypercharge eld, whereas In the broken phase the photon el isa



T heory dof/sin dof/sin n n

symm .ph. | broken ph. symm .ph.? | broken ph.?
U (1)+ Higgs A W ;H yes no

= 2+2 = 3+1
SU 2)+adj. Higgs | AS; . W, ;A;;H no yes! no
21, 9] =3 2+3 =2 3+2+1
SU @) U@Q+fund.| A%;By; | W, ;Z22;A5H | yes yes
H iggs P8§] =3 2+42+4 =3 3+2+1

Tabl 1: 3d continuum theories w ith a m assless photon. T he 2nd and 3rd colum ns list
and count the free eld degrees of freedom in the action W ith and w ithout a shift to the
broken m inimum ). T he Jast colum ns express w hether a m asskess photon really appears
in the physical spectrum . For SU (2)+ ad pint H iggs the perturbatively m asskess photon
becom es m assive through non-perturbative e ects [a].

linear com bination of the hypercharge and SU (2) gauge elds. Because the photon is
m assless in both phases, the two phases cannot be distinguished by is value and the
phase diagram can be an oothly connected.

In 3d SU (2)+ adpint H iggs theory there is, perturbatively, a m asskess photon in
the broken phase but not in the symm etric phase. This is since after sym m etry break—
ngby 2 = (0;0;v) there rem ains a com pact U (1) invariance, related to rotations
between the 1,2 components. On the tree kvel the photon could thus be used to
distinguish the two phases and the phase diagram seam s to be split Into two dispint
regions. However, what happens non-perturbatively [48{51] is that the photon be-
com esm assive due to m onopole con gurations. T he physics ofhow a gas ofm onopoles
Induces a m ass is fam iliar from that ofD ebye screening in a plasn a: if there is a gas
of electrons (g;T;m ¢;n.) In a neutralising background, there is a plasn a frequency
2= & n.=. o) and a screening kength proportionalto the inverse of !, so that the
static photon correlation length has becom e nite due to charge screening. Since the
monopolk charge is  h=g, where gz is the non-abelian gauge coupling, one sim ilarly
obtains

5 1

m ?nm onopole (5 -1)
3

One can further carry out a sem iclassical com putation 1] kading to an expression of
the type (the exponent is here forx = 0)

4 my

N onopole exp g_2 (5 -2)
3

Heremy istheperturbative m ass ofthe the statesW (Tablk 1), and one should keep
In m Ind that they are actually not physical states (since they are charged). A nyway,
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the fiindam ental quantity is the photon m ass in eg. (5.1) which can be non—zero and
has to be m easured num erically. This hasbeen done in 1;,'9] and the phase diagram
hasbeen shown to be an oothly connected.

In 3d U (1)+ H iggs theory or in pure U (1) gauge theory on the lattioce in the com —
pact form ulation there also is a m assive photon. A sem iclassical com putation for this
Polyakov m ass gives in the weak coupling init o 1 K5,44]

3176
4

mf=ef= () exp

In the strong coupling lin it of small ¢, on the other hand [£§],

2 2
mf=f — Zlg—: G.4)

2 G

Hence even In the compact U (1)+ H iggs case, the phase diagram is connected for all
nie e%a = 1= 5, and the phase transition only appearsin the Iimit 45 ! 1 .Below

wemeasurem explicitly with a serdesof nite ; ’sand verify thisbehaviour. Thus, the
m assless state which appears In perturbation theory In the sym m etric phase rem ains
there In the full non-perturbative case n the continuum I it, as well, dividing the
phase diagram into two dispint regions.

6 Sinulations

In this Section we discuss the num erical results of our Jattice sin ulations. In Sec. 6.1
we discuss the param eter values used, In Sec. 62 the location of the phase transition
point, in Sec. 63 the latent heat of the transition, In Sec. 6.4 our estin ates for the
Interface tension, In Sec. 6.5 m assm easuram ents and in Sec. 6.6 critical exponents.

6.1 Param eter values

W e want to fcus our attention on two separate regions: that of snallx (eq. £4)),
where perturbation theory is expected to work and the transition is of rst order,
and that of large x [38], where perturbation theory breaks down. In tem s of the
original physical theordes these would corresoond to type I superconductors or sn all
H iggsm asses and to type II superconductors or large H iggsm asses, respectively. Som e
guidance conceming the lim iting value is obtained from the fact that for the other 3d
theordes studied R3,21]the rst order transition term natesat x = x.  0:1::0:3 and
that x = 035 is the treedevel lin iting value between type I and I superconductors.
Since the study ofthis problem is rather dem anding in com puter resources, we have
chosen for the sinulations two values of x, x = 00463 and x = 2, corresponding to
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strongly type I and type II superconductors. W hen m apped to hot scalar electrody-
nam ics, these correspond tomy = 30;160 G&V.

O ne of the m ost essential points of the present lattice sin ulations is that the ain is
to cbtain results for the continuum theory @J) at xed y;x. T he extrapoltion to the
continuum lim it thus has to be carried out carefully: one rst takesa xed a ( xed

cred. @5)) and extrapolates to in nite voime V ! 1 , and then one extrapolates
a! 0. To estin ate the required Jattice sizes of V. = (N a)® and of the lattice spacing
a, one notes that the lattices m ust be big enough to contain all relevant correlation
lengths, and ne enough so that all the relkvant correlation lengths are longer than
several lattice spacings. Consider a system w ith a typical correlation length . Then,
accordingly, one has to satisfy (on a periodic lattice) a N a=2 or, in physical
units,
ga=1=; & N=Q¢): 6.1)

Thuswe have a Iower 1im it forN :
N & 2; 62)

and a lower Iim it or ¢ :
c 1= : 63)
Eq. (6J) expresses quantitatively why it is di cult to approach the continuum lim it
¢ ! 1 :the Jattice size N must be increased sinultaneously. W e shalluse ¢ 4

and nd that typically eg varies between 0.3 and 2. O ur lattice sizes are thus chosen
asN = 32;:::;64. The lattices used are shown i Tablk 2

X G volum es
0.0463| 4 82 40 12 60
162 8Q
6 82 40 12 60
162 80, 242 9Q 322 9Q
64> 128

8 122 60 16 80

242 9y 322 9, 40 120,
12| 16> 80 24 90 32 90
2 4 323 48° 60> 120

Tabl 2: The Jattice sizes used for the sin ulations at the transition tem perature for
each (x; ¢)pair. In allcases, several y -valueswere used around the transition point.
M ulicanonical sin ulations are m arked w ith the subscript ¢, ).

For each lattice listed in Table 2 we have perform ed sin ulations w ith several values
of y . Typically at x = 00463 each Jattice has 3-5 di erent valuesof y and atx = 2
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som ewhat more. For x = 00463 where we expect to nd a st order transition, the
di erent valuesof y are pined togetherw ith the Ferrenberg-Swendsen m ultihistogram

m ethod {61]. This was not done for the x = 2 data. The total number of com bined
heatdbath/overrelaxation swesps is between 50000 and 150000 foreach y value. The
m easuram ents were not perfomm ed affer every sweep In all cases, so the statistical
sam ple sizes range between 20000 and 100000.

In the rst order regin e one expects to nd supercrtical slow ing down when one
goes to lJarge enough lattices. W e nd that for lattice sizes lJarger than V=e§ 300 one
has to use the m ulicanonical algorithm to ensure that a correct statistical sam ple is
generated.

T he sin ulations were carried out w ith a C ray C 94 at the F innish C enter for Scienti c
Com puting. T he totalam ount of com puter power used was about 2500 h of CPU tin e
orabout 4 10° oating point operations 130 M ops year.

6.2 The criticalpoint
62.1 TypeI, x= 00463

In principle, if the lattice spacing is am all enough, the critical point can be obtained
directly from M onte C arlo data by observing where the m ass of the low est vector exci-
tationm vanishes. H owever, In practice them assm easurem ents are rather dem anding
In the vicinity of the crtical point, and if possbl we prefer to work w ith local op—
erators. There are no known gauge Invariant local order param eters, so we use order
param eter -lke quantities, which digplay a discontinuity at the transition point. The
actual operators used are R? and the hopping tem

1x3

5 Re ®U:i&) &+ 1); 6.4)

L
=1
averaged over the volum e.

For each Individual lattice and ( g ;x) pair we locate the pseudocritical poInt g,
using several di erent m ethods:

1. \Equalweight" of the histogram p ofR?.

2. \Equalweight" of the histogram p of L.

3.M axinum ofthe susceptibiliy ofR? .

4. M axinum ofthe susceptbility ofL.

5.M ininum ofthe 4th order Binder cumulant B of L.
W e give the susceptibility In din ensionless units as

D E

2
r2 = &V ( h i =N3>~
4 g

D E
R2 MR ; 6.5)

3P

w here the overbar denotes a volum e average,@ =N % R? (x). The B inder cum u-

lant B has the standard de nition.
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T
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X x=0.0463, B,=8 x=0.0463, ;=8
10 : ; : : : :
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24*90 ---- 2490
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Figure 4: Equal weight histogram s of R? and L rx = 0:0463; ¢ = 4;6;8;12. As
the volum e is Increased the peaks rem ain at xed positions as expected for a 1st order
transition. For ¢ = 12 aproperV ! 1 I it would necessitate larger lattices.
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x=0.0463, B,=6 x=0.0463, B,=6
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Figure 5: The susceptibility of R? divided by the volume V (eft) and the Binder
cum ulant of L (rght) at x = 0:0463; ¢ = 6.

The equalweight histogram s for ¢ = 4;6;8;12 are shown in Fig.'4. T he histogram s
are obtained by pining all data together and then reweighting it to obtain the point
w here the areas of the two peaks are equal. T his Involves choosing a value to ssparate
the two peaks. The choice is arbitrary, and Introduces som e system atic error to the
determm ination of the critical point. W e have used the sam e value for all lJattices for a
given x; ¢ -pair. Thisvalie was determm ined by them nimum ofthe distrbution in the
largest volum e. T he error we quote is purely statistical: it was obtained by a adkknife
analysis.

The locations of the m axim a of the two susceptibilities and the m inInum of the
cum ulant were also obtained by pining all data and then reweighting each adkknife
block independently. A s an exam ple, the susceptibility of R ? and the B inder cum ulant
of L or ; = 6arepbtted n Fig.§. Themaxinma of p: are plotted n Fig. 9.

In F ig.§ we have plotted di erent pseudocritical points forx = 00463; ¢ = 4 :::12.
T he values obtained from di erent m ethods di er at a nite volum e, but as one in—
creases the volum e these pseudocritical values com e closer to each other and agree w ith
each other at the n nite volum e lim i (w ithin statistical ervors). T he resuls obtained
from di erent m ethods are not statistically independent, but serve as a consistency
check for the in nite volum e extrapolation. The di erent pssudocritical points at the
in nite volum e lin i are collected in Tabk 3.

T he extrapolation of y. to continuum is shown in Fig.7. A linear extrapolation has
a con dence kvelof 19% and gives the value y. = 0:1038 (14). The quadratic t gives
Ve = 0:120(9). A s the linear t is reasonably good, we choose to quote that value as
our continuum result. T he 2-loop perturbative value y. = 00947 ismorethan 5 from
this.

It is possbl to compare results at ¢ = 4 and 8 to those obtained with non-
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Figure 6: D i erent pseudocritical points for x = 0:0463; ¢ =

4;6;8;12 as a function

of the volum e.
G p(RZ) p@) max 1,?{ max i, minBy
4 | 3408199(18) | 3408208 (19) | 3408208 (25) | 3408192 (28) | 3408189 (34)
6 | 3383148(07) | 3383151 (06) | 3383073(37) | 3383111 (24) | 3383075(3)
8 | 3370630 (10) | 3370630(10) | 3370629(16) | 3370639 (23) | 3370638 (23)
12 | 3358169 (40) | 3358165(40) | 3358314 (107) | 3358235(92) | 3358069 (86)

Tabl 3: The crtical coupling g ,. extrapolated to In nite volum e for all lattice spac—
ings. The 1rst two colum ns refer to the equalwelight criterion.

com pact sin ulations in 86]. W e nd that our critical couplings j ;. do not agree w ith
the critical couplings cbtained w ith noncom pact sinulations. From Fig.5 in [36] one
can read that the critical value for ¢ = 4 is roughly 0:34040, w ith a very an all error

(@ aller than 10 °). At ; = 4 we obtain

H ;c

= 0:3408208 (19), so the statistical

error cannot explain this di erence. This is not unexpected, as there is no need for
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1184

Figure 7: The In nite volum e extrapolations of the pssudocritical points as a function
of the Jattice spacing ae% = 1= ;. Quadratic and lnear tsforthe lmia ! 0 are
also shown.

the non-ocom pact and com pact results to agree at a nite Jattice spacing. H owever, in
the continuum lin it one should cbtain the sam e results. The authors of B§] choose to
quote the critical tem perature instead of the critical coupling y.. If one extrapolates
the results from [3G] to continuum w ith a linear t, one cbtainsT.= 130:86(58). U sing
theireq. (13) one can try to com pare our continuum value w ith thisnon-com pact result.
Our linear t result correspondsto T, = 13128 4), so that the two resuls agree well
In the continuum Iim it.

622 Typell:x= 2

T he Jocation of the transition point in the type IT regin e has already been discussed
in B8]. M easurem ents of averages of local operators in the type II regin e show no
evidence of discontinuities. Typical distrbutions are shown in Fig.'§. To quantify
the e ect, the m axin a of the R ? susceptbility are shown in Fig.9 as a function of
the volum e. O ne can see that them axinum of g2 rem ains constant. This nite size
scaling behaviour is expected if there is no transition or if the transition is of second
order w ith a critical exponent 0. For understanding the type II regin e and for
quoting a de nite value ory., m assm easuram ents, especially that ofm , are required.

6.3 Latent heat

T he Jatent heat | or the energy released In the transition | is directly proportional
to ‘3= h 1 (e eg, Sec.1l n 22]). This quantity is easily com puted non-
perturbatively from lattice sin ulations. In F ig.1( we have plotted the in nite volm e
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Figure 8: Histogram s for R? at x = 2, around the critical point y 005. No

tw opeak structure is seen.
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Figure 9: The maxinum of the susceptbility of R? for x = 00463 and x = 2 as a
function of the volum e.

extrapolations of MR ?i. These can be converted to continuum values by eq. @.1),

1 2
5 = 5 H G R . (6.6)

The In nie volum e lim it is taken by extrapolating lnearly w ith the inverse area ofthe
system , as extrapolation w ith the inverse volum e would failto accom m odate the an all
di erences between the di erent ratios of N ,=N ,.

The continuum lin it of 3 isdisplayed in Fig.il(. T he continuum extrapolation is
done w ith a linear t, which seem sto tthe data well { the con dence kvelofthis t
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Figure 10: The In nie volum e lin its of R 2 (eft) and the conthuum lin it of ‘5
(right) .

is 28% . The naloontinuum value we obtain is ‘3=¢f = 164 (12), wih a statistical
error only.

A gain the results should be com pared w ith those obtained from perturbation theory
and from non-com pact Jattice sinulations. Tn B4] it was found that the value of ‘5
Increases w ith decreasing lattice spacing; however we nd a rather strong decrease.
T herefore, even though all our data except ¢ = 12 give a value higher than the
perturbative one, our continuum value is considerably sn aller than the perturbative
valie ‘3 = 225. Taking into acoount the fact that our data at ¢ = 12 is of not
as high quality as at an aller lattice spacings by using only the three largest lattice
soacings for the continuum extrapolation, one still cbtains a value an aller than the
perturbative one, ‘3= 1:71(13).

6.4 Interface tension

T he Interface tension is the m ost di cult of the characteristics of the rst order phase
transition to m easure. W e estin ate it w ith the histogram m ethod [62]: at the critical
point the system can reside in a m ixed state consisting of dom ains of the pure phases.
Because som e extra free energy is associated with the interface ssparating the two
phases, the area of the interface tendsto am ininum and in a system w ith a geom etry
N? N, WithN,> N,),them ininum area is ust2 NZa? (due to periodic boundary
conditions at least two Interfaces are needed). Since the cost of an Interface is
exp[ A=T ], the dim ensionless Interface tension 3 can be calculated from

1 Proax
3~ 2Ae§bngm,

6.7)
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Figure 11: The in nie volume Im it (left) and the extrapolated resuls at di erent
lattice spacings (right) for the dim ensionless interface tension 3. The system atic
errors are expected to be m uch larger than the statistical ones shown in the gures.

where P, i, and Py .y are them inInum and the m axinum of the probability distribu—
tion, and

|
t 2

&A= eN’a* = LER 6.8)
G
For nite size corrections in the interface tension, see, eg., p31.

The omul 6.1) requires that the two interfaces are far enough from each other
so that their m utual Interaction can be neglected. This would be signalled by a at
mInmum in order param eter histogram s, which should appear at lJarge enough values
ofN,.Asseen from Fig.4, a clearly atm hinum is not yet cbserved: the interfaces
are so thidck that their interaction is not negligble even for lattices of length 90. T hus
non-negligble systam atic errors are expected in our results.

The in nite volum e extrapolations and the values obtained at di erent lattice spac-
ings are shown in Figure'll. No extrapolation to continuum lim it is perform ed even
though the data seem s to be consistent wih a lnear t. This is shoe a linear t
would give a negative value for 3, which is unacceptable. W e ascribe this unphysical
behaviour to Jarger system atic errors at larger  ’s, where the physical volum e is not
large enough to contain regions of clearly ssparated phases. The results we obtain are

3= 028@Q)at ¢ =14, 3=045@0)at ¢ = 6,and 3= 009QR)at ¢ = 8; ¢ = 12
does not give a good enough signal for this purpose.

T he perturbative value for ;3 is 0225, and as the resultsat ¢ = 6 and 8 are both
below this and the value seam s to be decreasing w ith decreasing lattice spacing, one
expects that the real value is signi cantly lower than the perturbative one. T Fig. 3
we have shown the conservative estin ate ; = 0:14(14) which contains all the values
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Figure 12: E ective m asses at di erent blocking kevelsat x = 2; ¢ = 4 asa function
ofz (In lattice units).

we have m easured.

6.5 M assm easurem ents

Since buk quantities are rather Insensitive to the phase transition at large values of x,
we have paid special attention to mass & verse correlation length) m easurem ents.
M ost of the results of our m easurem ents have been reported in [3§], and here we
describe the techniques used In som e m ore detail. There are several factors which
could result in too high a value for a m ass. First, one has to be sure that there is
no contam nation from higher excited states. This can be ensured by system atically
searching for optin ized operators coupling to the desired excitations, using blocking
and diagonalization techniques. O ne also has to start the ts from su ciently large
values of z and to m onitor the behaviour of the e ective m ass. Second, one should use
large enough Jlattices | In particular, one cannot expect to m easure reliably m asses
an aller than 1=N .

6.5.1 B locking

To avoid having to use extram ely large starting values of z it is necessary to have a
very good proction on the ground state. The profction can be in proved upon by
using blocking in the transverse direction R§,'64]both for the link variables U; (x),
n+ 1 1 n n 2~ X n n a3 n " [ n A1
U, " x)= 3 U] &)U &+ 1)+ U &)U &+ JU &+ J+ DU &+ 21) ~ ; (69)

96 1
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and forthe scalar elds ([x),

2
n”<x>=% )+ UM T+ D (610)
= 1
The operators m easured are then oconstructed from the blocked elds according to
egs. @) {{@.I0). The iteration kveln can be tuned for optin aloverlap. In Fig. 2
we show the e ect ofblocking. Typically we nd that the best resuls are obtained at
blocking level 3 orall operators. T he overlap ofourblocked operatorsw ith the ground
state ranged from being consistent w ith 100% faraway from the critical point to 75%
at the crtical point.

6.5.2 Variational analysis

T he blocking describbed above is in practice su cient for the scalar excitations, w here

we are m ostly interested In the ground state. However, we would lke to know not
only the ground state of the vector excitation but also have som e Inform ation on the
excited state. W e are egpecially interested in know ing to w hat extent the low est vector
excitation couples to the operator V3, which consists purely of gauge elds. To study
this we have perfom ed a variational analysis, which enables us to m easure also the
excited state.

Variational analysis isbased on the fact that we have several operatorswhich couple
to the sam e quantum numbers. Even if each individual operator is not perfect In
the sense that it also contains contrlbutions from higher excited states, it should be
possible to reduce this e ect by suitably choosing linear com binations of individual
operators. The basis that we use consists of di erent operators m easured at di erent
blocking levels. To be speci ¢ we use blocking levels 2 and 3; for scalar excitationswe
use the operators and Re U; and for vector excitations In U; and sjnFAjk,
see egs. (4.7){ @.10). Thus in both cases we have four di erent operators, which we
callO ;. W e then measure thewholk 4 4 cross correlation m atrix

Ciy(z) =10, (2)050)i; (6.11)
and then construct the in proved operators O ; in the standard way 3],
X )
Oi=  vOx: 612)

T he operators are further nom alised to unity at zero distance. T he coe cients of the
operator O ; for the ground state are found by m axin ising

0, @)0o;0)i: (6.13)

T he operators for excited states can then be obtained by m axin ising the analogy of
egq. 6.13) in a subspace that is orthogonalto the ground state operator O ; .

W e nd that the variational analysis has usually little e ect for the ground state |
how ever, for excited states it is extram ely helpfuil.
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6.5.3 Fits

W eextract thedi erentm assesby tting exponentials to the corresponding correlation

functions. In practice we have used one and two exponential ts and nd that the

di erence between these two isw ithin statistical errors. H ow ever, the one exponential
t isusually m ore stable, and therefore allnum bers we quote are from one exponential
ts.

O ne should note that the expectation values of the correlation fiunction C (z) are
strongly correlated for close values of z. Typically the statistical correlation between
C (z) and C (z+ 1) isgreaterthan 95% . T herefore it isnecessary to take this correlation
Into account when perform lngthe ts. W e nd thatthee ect oftaking this Into account
is to constrain the tsmore tightly. The 2 is ncreased and the variation between
di erent pckknife blocks is decreased. If we do not use correlation inform ation in our

tsthe t parameters can uctuate m ore freely causing not only unrealistically large
errors but also changing the nalvalue ofthe t.

The m apr systam atic error com es from the choice of the thing range. W e have
carefully m onitored the behaviour of the localm ass, and start the ts only when a
clear plateau is visble. Still changing the starting point by one or two lattice spacings
changes the result; however as the change typically is roughly equal to the statistical
error, we do not quote a system atic ervor on our ts. W hen interpreting the resuls
one should bear n m ind that it is possble that the system atic errors are at least as
large as the statistical ones.

654 Polyakov m ass

Letusapply them ethodsdescribed rstto thephoton m ass In the com pact form ulation,
seegs. 63), §4). mordertousem as an order param eter, one has to be sure that
this Polyakov m ass it acquires at a nite Jattice spacing, is negligble for all practical
purposes. The sam iclassical caloulation $3) givesm =e = 00033 at ¢ = 4, which
should be much am aller than anything we expect to be abl to m easure. However, as
m ost of our conclusions depend strongly on m , we have checked the validity of the
sem iclassical calculation by direct sin ulations in the pure U (1) gauge theory. W e used
a 24° lJattice, varied ¢ = 1 :::4 and used the operator (4.10) to m easure m

The M onte C arlo results for pure gauge theory are shown in Fig.13, together w ith
the sem iclassical result (6.3) and three data points in the U (1)+ H iggs theory. The
U (1)+ H iggs data points were taken in the symm etric phase: we chose x = 2;y =
0 and y = 05. One sees that adding the Higgs eld does not a ect the Polyakov
m ass, and that the M onte Carl data agree with the sem iclassical result for ¢ > 3
(n @71, agreem ent with sem iclassical com putations was found even at ¢ 2, but
this relies on an \inproved" . Using that, the agreement in Fi. I3 is in proved,
aswell). At ¢ = 4 themass is clearly too an all to be seen, and therefore can be
neglected for all practical puryoses. For Iower values of ; we nd that the fomula
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Figure 13: The photon m assasa function of ¢ in com pact 3d U (1) gauge theory. T he
5 sem iclassical curve extrapolates between weak and strong coupling regim es, and
reproduces the non-perturbative values reasonably well for interm ediate ¢ .
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Figure14: M assesnearthe crticalpointat x = 0:0463; ¢ = 6 (eff) andx= 2; ¢ = 4
(right) (from [B8)).

5 sem iclassical result reproduces the M onte C arlo data reasonably well, e ectively
interpolating between the strong and weak coupling resuls in egs. £3), 4).
6.5.5 M asses

Them asses n the U (1)+ H iggs theory obtained w ith the m ethods described above are
plotted in Fig.14. W e see that the m ass of the photon vanishes within 2 forboth
x = 00463 and x = 2 In the symm etric phase. W hen measured In 's, som e of the
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results at x = 0:0463 are som ew hat further from zero. W e believe that this due to the
fact that no variational analysis was done for these points. Thusm serves as an order
param eter for practical purposes.

The rstordernature ofthe transition at x = 0:0463 is clearly visble. A Illthem asses
show a clear discontinuity at y. (). W hen going from the broken to the symm etric
phase, my jumps upwards (the scalar correlation length decreases from about 12a to
about 7a). The two vector excitationsm and my , which were degenerate fory < vy,
separate so thatm  jmpsto zero and my becom es the m ass of an excited two-scalar
bound state.

At x = 2 thepattem is less clear. Them ass of the scalar excitation m y dips desply,
but does not go to zero. The valie of my at the m ininum was also shown to be
independent of the volum e w ithin statistical errors B§]. In the broken phase the two
vector operators agaln see one single excitation, but in the symm etric phase m has
dropped to zero and the other excitation hasa lJargem ass. H owever, on the basis ofthis
data one cannot conclusively state what is happening. O ne can envisage the follow ing
possibilities:

There isone liney(x) on whichm goescontinuously to zero, m y hasam Inin um
andm ;my sgparate.

A s the previous one but m Jum ps discontinuously to zero. T his does not In ply
that the transition is of rst order, as there isno jum p in local quantities.

The Iine y(x) has solit into several branches.

A llthem asses go to zero at y(x) . T his is the standard 2nd order scenario, which
how ever, is not supported by our data.

The data shown isat xed ; = 4 and one m ay ask whether the extrapolation to
continuum would change the conclusions. Them ininum ofm y in Fig.14 corregponds
to a correlation length of 16a and it is hard to see how m aking a still an aller could
change the results. W e havem ade som e runsat ¢ = 3;6 and did indeed not nd any
dependence outside of statistical errors.

6.6 Critical exponents

Ifm goesto zero continuously, one can m easure its crtical exponents. Ifthe transition
w ere of second order in the usualsense, there would be crticalexponents forboth scalar
and vector correlation lengths:

m g A AN (6.14)
m ¥ ycr 6.15)
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y range A Ye CL
025:::0 1.07(4) | -©0.040(05) 05 0.14
025:::0 091@24) | ©0055@3)| 039@7) 0.10
05:::05 | 0.995(19)| -0.033(04) 05 0.08
05:::05| 0931(2)| 0.048(@13)| 0429(62)| 0.07
125:::05] 0.959(11)| -0.026(04) 05 0.006
125:::05] 0.947(12)| 0.046(06)| 0440(@19)| 006

Tabl 4: F is to detem ine the critical exponent
m eans that i was kept xed.

. The superscript () after a value

However, as we do not see any critical behaviour for the scalar correlation length, we
cannot m easure any critical exponent corresponding to it. T he approxin ate scaling of
my away from the critical point hasbeen discussed in 3§].

To m easure the critical exponent  corresponding to a diverging photon correlation
length, we have tted functions of the form m =e§ = A . y) tothedata shown
in Fig.14, both kesping the critical exponent xed to themean eld value 0:5 or
allow ng it to vary freely. W e have also varied the range of y which we include in
the tsas Vam = 125::: 025. The ts wih their con dence levels are shown
in Tablk :'4 W e nd that the crtical point is rather stable, and that the value of the
critical exponent is consistent with the mean eld value. A Illthe tshave rather low
con dence kevels, but as noted previously the errors we quote form asses are statistical
only. Inclusion of the system atical errors (which we estin ate to be of the sam e order
ofm agniude as the statistical errors) should bring the con dence levels to perfectly
acceptable values.

In principle one gould also measure the anom alous dinension y of the photon
correlation length, V;(x)V;(0) 1=kY" v, but this would require a signi cantly
extended analysis and m ore accurate data.

7 Conclusions

W e have in this paper studied the 3d U (1)+ H iggs m odel as an e ective theory of
various nite tem perature theories. There are two ssparate asoects of the problm :
com puting the param eters of the e ective theory In tem s of the physical param eters
ofthe fulltheory and studying the 3d theory as such. The rst agoect hasbeen solved
for a very concrete physical phenom enon, superconductivity @ ppendix A), and for a
m ore academ ic system , hot scalar electrodynam ics A ppendix B).

T he second aspect, the study ofthe 3d theory as such, also splits into two parts: the
region of rst order transitions, corresponding to anall x = 3=e§ (type I supercon-—
ductors, or an all H iggs m asses), and the region of possibly second order transitions,
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large x (type II superconductors, or large > my Higgsmasses). The type II regin e
hasbeen analysed in B8], and here we have m ainly concentrated on the type I regin e.

The evidence fora st order phase transition at x = 0:0463 is com pelling: ssveral
order param eter lke quantities digolay a cleardiscontinuity, the nite volum e scaling of
the susosptibities is clearly consistent with a rst oxder transition and the m ass of the
photon can be used as an e ective order param eter. H owever, we have found that even
when the transition is relatively strong, there are quantitatively som e discrepancies
w ith perturbation theory which seem s to predict too strong a transition, see Fig. 3.
This is In contrast to the case of the SU (2)+ fundam ental H iggs m odel, for exam ple,
where 2-loop perturbation theory works quite well for com parative H iggs m asses R2].
T he reason isprobably just that the transition isweaker in U (1)+ H iggs, but onem ight
also speculate that physical topological defects (vortices) m ay play a role. In any case,
the transition istoo weak to be cbserved to be of rst order In practical superconductor
experin ents.

At x = 2 the situation is even m ore subtle. M any of the operators that can be
used to study the phase transition at x = 0:0463 do not digplay any indication of a
transition at x = 2. None of the Jocal param eters R? and L) show any discontinuity.
The m axim a of the susceptibilities rem ain constant. The scalar correlation length
Increases, but still seem s to ram ain  nite when extrapolated to In nite volum e and
zero Jattice spacing B§]. The only indication of the transition is a vector correlation
length diverging w ithin statistical errors.

O ne thing to be checked in this argum ent is the use of the com pact form ulation
which, in fact, m akes the photon m assive at a nite lattice spacing, if only by an
exponentially an all am ount. Thus In a strict sense the transition vanishes altogether
fora nite a. W e have therefore studied the topologicale ects related to the com pact
form ulation and dem onstrated that they behave as expected, vanishing rapidly when
approaching the continuum lin it. Thus we believe that they do not alter the pattem
described above.

T he precise properties of the transition at x = 2 ram ain unckar. O ur data cannot
distinguish between a second order phase transition in which the m ass of the photon
vanishes continuously and a m ore exotic scenario n which the photon m ass has a
discontinuity. To solve this unam biguously one would clkarly need much m ore data.
Another study requiring even m ore data would be that of the endpoint x. of the st
order regin e.

B ecause ofthe non-abelian gauge structure onem ight have expected com putations in
3d SU (2)+ H iggs theories [10,22{28] to bem ore com plicated than those In U (1)+ H iggs
theories. However, jist the cpposite is the case. U (1)+ H Iggs is m ore dem anding to
sim ulate than SU (2)+ H iggs at least in the com pact form ulation, as som e of the corre-
Jation lengths are Jarger, the transition is weaker, the structure of the phase diagram is
m ore com plicated, and very large Jattices are needed. T his is analoguous, say, to what
happens in the gstate Pottsm odel in which the strength of the transition rapidly In—
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creases w ith the number g of eld com ponents. Perhaps also the form ation of physical
topological defects, viz. vortices, plays a role n U (1)+ H iggs.
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Appendix A : Full theory I: BCS superconductiv-—
ity and the G inzburg-Landau m odel

So far we have only treated the 3d e ective theory as sudh; In these two A ppendices
we shall quantitatively discuss how two di erent physical theories m ap to the sam e
e ective theory. The rst case is superconductivity.

Quantum phenom ena In superconductors are m icroscopically described by the BC S
theory [66]. In the nom al state electrons do not form bound coherent states because
ofthe repulsive Coulom b force but at low tem peratures the electrons can form C ooper
pairs due to their interaction w ith the ionic lattice. T he electron-phonon interaction is
In portant only at tem peratures where the them al excitations from the Fem ienergy
of the electron gas have an energy an aller than the average phonon energy. W hen this
condition is satis ed the Fem i sea becom es unstablk against the form ation of bound
pairs of electrons from states above the Fem i surface.

W hen the BCS theory is treated wihin the fram ework of the G reen’s functions
m ethod one can nd the connection between the m icroscopic BCS theory and the
e ectivem acrosoopic G inzburg-Landau m odelofsuperconductivity. U sing the electron—
electron Interaction of the BCS theory and solving the equations of m otion of the
Ham itonian G or’kov [61] derived an equation descrbing the free energy density of
C ooper pairs (we kesp here c;h):

fx) = NO r{ r AL )4
+ 3 1 '(X)2+77(3)'(X)'4' @ 1)
T 1 eI+ gl B3

where (x)=h «X) 4 x)i, r 1 =1 forperfect crystals) is an In purity param eter

of the m aterial, s

7 @)hw
- B 2
0 8 T A 2)
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sets the typical ength scale of the system , and

N )= P 3

= 3 A 3)

is the density of states at the Fem i surface. N ote that the tem perature param eter T
equals T, only on themean eld kevel. The connection between the free energy density
@ 1) and the param eters in eq. £.4) ofthe U (1)+ H iggs theory can now be established
by scaling the elds so that @ 1) hasthe form in eg. @ 2). The nalrelation becom es

1 T g

- — — 1; x- ; 4
T T ' (r)?’ a4
where we have used the notations of [l]:
M
B 3T, _p108° T, *
TN, 76 T
s

_2ei— _Hae 7 61w a5

9= e o0 hc 48 c’

with Ts = mvZ=2  T..W hat now is crucial is that w idely di erent scalesw ith large
or an all ratios appear. For Iow tem perature superconductors (T 1K), T=T¢ 104
and the Fem i velocity is v (10° 102%)c. These lad to valuesg 10 ° and
g 0901 resulting in x 0:01=%. For usual superconductors thus x 1. In contrast,
forhigh tem perature superconductors typically x 1. This follow s from m easurem ents
of the penetration depth and the coherence length and from the fact that x is sinply
half the square of their ratio, so that x < 1=2 describes type I superconductors and
x > 1=2 type II superconductors. It is interesting that the physically challenging case
high T. superconductors) jist corresoonds to the region n which the G L. m odelhasa
particularly subtle structure. It is o in the relativistic case @A ppendix B), aswel], that
the lJarge x regin e correponds to the m ost challenging dom ain of the physical theory:
large H iggs m asses.

The big din ensionless ratios also appear in the expression ory in eq. @A 4). This
In plies that although y. (x) is of oxder one for an all x, T =T, 1 is extrem ely am all,
of the order of g * 10 8. This an allhess ollow s not from the dynam ics of the 3d
theory, but from the relation of the fiilland e ective theories.

Sin ilar statem ents apply In the case of the latent heat L. In the e ective theory,
L isessntially the jimp ‘3 Inh i at the phase transition point. For anallx (see
eq. 8.6);now agah h = c= 1),

1 r4 q4

T 18 22 18 2@
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T he conversion into physicalunits R2] gives then

dy e ref

— \ 6m S5 T2 _ 4 . 187, 4 - 3.

L= 36, TS o T, 18 2q2 r 1415 10 K°718 2gzJ—<:m ; @A
P

whereg, = 2e= 16 " 0:61 is the coupling constant of the physical theory and K .

is the transition tem perature in K elvins. For exam ple, orPb K .= 72 K) the latent
heat is
L’ 10 °0=an’= 10 °J=mok; @ 8)

which is far too am all to be detected experin entally at present. This is so In spite
of the fact that the transition is quite strong from the point of view of the e ective
theory. N ote also that non-perturbatively the transition is som ew hat weaker than given
by eq. A 6), see Fig. 3, but this does not change the order of m agnitude estin ate in
eq. (. 8)-

Appendix B: Fulltheory II:hot relativistic scalar
+ ferm ion electrodynam ics

Secondly, we shallwork out the 3d e ective theory of nite T relativistic scalar electro—
dynam ics. Since we ain at precision, we here rst have to discuss how the param eters
of the Lagrangian are determ fned to 1-Joop in the M S scheme I tem s of the m ea—
surable (in principle!) physicalm asses of the theory {13]. Next we have to relate this
4d nite T theory and the 3d e ective theory. This happens in two stages: rst the
momenta p> T (the superheavy m odes) are Integrated out, resulting In an e ective
bosonic 3d theory w ith fundam entaland ad pint H iggs elds. F inally, the ad pint H iggs

eld (the heavy m odes) is integrated out. Som e parts of the Jatter two steps have been
already discussed in [12, 29, 31]. The param etric accuracies of the e ective theories
derived have been discussed In [I3].

B .l Relation between physics and the Lagrangian in M S in 4d

The Lagrangian of 4d scalar + chiral ferm ion electrodynam ics is 8]

L = %F F +0 )0 ) * + ()
+ B ot r® rtgy ( at a); @ 1)
w here
F =QA @A ; D =(@+ieA);B=L=p_(@+J'eA)L;
R = &gy i arzp = (1 5)=2; = (1+1iz)= 2: ® 2)
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At the treedevel, the couplings ?; ;& are related to the physicalmassesmy , my
andm . ofthe ;A ,and elds in the broken phase by

1 (S] m2 m2

2 2 H 2 t
= —Im ’ = ——57 = 22— <B 3
2 H 2 %.’ 14 gé \72\] )

Themassesmy ,my ,mareanalgousto theH iggs, W and top m asses ofthe Standard
M odel, and they can, in principle, be experin entally determ ined. T he gauge coupling
e is, in principle, determ ined in tem s of som e cross section.

W hen one takes Into acoount loop corrections, the theory requires renom alization,
and the relations in eq. B 3) change. Let us for de niteness reqularize the theory in
theM S schaneind= 4 2 dinensions. At 1-bop level, the bare quantites are then
related to the running renom alized quantities through

Ap = A() 1+ i gN=* Ne ; B 4)
16 2 6

B = ()1 1622 3762 %Y ; ®5)

g = () 1+ 1622 iz ; ® 6)

&€ = &()1+ 1622 e2NS+32Nf ; ®.7)

o= () 1+ 162 3é+4 +d ; B 8)

5 = ()F 22 3¢ 6é+10°+2¢q¢ ¢ ; ®.9)

Fs = 9 ()1+ — 22 292 3& ® 10)

Here Ny = 1 is the number of scalar elds and N¢ = 1 is the number of fem ion

elds; N g and N ¢ are used jast to show the origin of the di erent contributions. The
renom alized param eters of the theory run at 1-loop level as

d , e

d_e () = 3 23(1\]5+ 2N ¢); ® 11)
2

diz() = 82( 3¢+4 +&) % ® 12)
2

di () = 82(3e4 6 &+ 10 *+2 & d); B 13)

d 2

d—Y() = 82(2g§ 3Eq): ® 14)
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To relate the munning param eters to the physical observables, one has to calculate
suitable physical quantities to 1-Joop order, and express the running param eters In
tem s of these. For illustration, et us consider relating the running param eter 2 ( )
to physicalm asses. To do so, we calculate the physicalpokemassm y to 1-doop order.
For the calculation, the eld ; is shifted to the classical broken m ininum .= 2=
Then the radiatively corrected renom alized 1-loop propagator of the Higgs eld is of

the form 1
h,( k),k)i= K+ m? &2 ); ® 15)

wherem? = 2 2. Soling for the pokm g , one gets

2y Wi g, m (M)
2 mg

® .16)

T hisexpression isgauge-independent, since the selfenergy isevaluated at thepolk. The
latter tem in eq. B .16) is the 1-loop correction to the treeevel ormula i eq. B 3),
and contains the -dependence n eq. § 12).

To give the explicit orm of the 1-loop expression for 2 ( ), we use the notation

h ; t ®B.17)
my my
Inside 1-Joop ormules, one may then write = &h*=2; ¢ = 2e°t". Let us alo
introduce the fiinction
p— 1
P_
which has the specialvalue L, (1) = 3. Then we get
I,(12 2 2
() = /4 1+ Ch’+ 2¢ 3)h
2 2 m 2
D_ W
3 3 5 6 t!
3f hh+ 7 — h 5+— 4fht+ 48 86—
2 h? h?
+h4 4hz+l2L h)+ 2t 1 4EL(h—t) ® .19)
2h? ' h2 )

B 2 Integration over the superheavy scale

At high temperatures, the equilbriim them odynam ics of the theory de ned by
eq. B 1) can be described by a superrenom alizabk 3d e ective eld theory (or a
review , see 69]). The Lagrangian of the e ective theory is that h eq. @ 2) with a
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second scalarAg:
_ 1 2 2
Le = 4FijFij+ OC;) O;i )+ mj5 + 3( )
} 2 } 2 52 } 4 2,
+2(@iAO) +2mDAo+ 4 AAo+h3 Aor CB-ZO)

where allthe eldshave the din ension G &V '™ and the couplingse5; 3; a ;7hs have the
din ension G &V .
T he purpose of this section is to give the param eters €;hy;m 3; 3;m2; a and the
edsAj; i tem softhe parameters n eq. B 1), w ith the accuracy com patible w ith
1-loop renom alization of the vacuum theory, as described above. Apart from tem s
arising from fem jons, the results have been given at 1-doop order in {12] (2-Joop results
for the m ass param eters have been added in 371)]). Here we add the e ects of ferm ions.
W e use extensively the generic resuls from [I3]. T he basic notations are:

1 8 @)
c= - hh— + 251 0:348725;
2 9 2)
L =2 2h——; 1L =2hn 2n— 21
v () 4 T 70555T £0) T 176307 - ©2

Let us start w ith the relations of the wave functions. U sing the Z s from egs. (35{
37) of {131, the m om entum -dependent contribution of the superheavy m odes to the
tw opoint scalar correlator is

1

Egﬁ Z gt B 22)

For the spatial and tem poral com ponents of the gauge elds one gets

Z =Z.. &Zg +

zh =22 éN.zl éN:zlk; B 23)

where the Z » 'sare from egs. (38{45) of [[3]. Hence the wave functions in the 3d action
are related to the renom alized 4d wave functions in the M S schem e by

1

5= 7 O It g LT KL () ® 24)
2

@? = iA2<>1+ S NL,()+ 2N:L;()+ 20, Ni) ; B25)
0 T © 16 2 3
2

X2 = Ia2() 1+ ——C NI ()t NeLe() ® 26)
* T * 16 2 3

The couplings € and h; can be extracted from the superheavy contrbutions to the
( AAj)-and (  ApAj)-correlators at vanishing externalm om enta, respectively. T he
contrbutions from the relevant diagram s are in egs. (50{63) of {L3]. The resul is

G* = Gh + G&, 4 éGl, 4éGE, + 4 €6l é9Ghp: B 27)
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W hen the eldsare rede ned according to egs. B 24)-(B_26) and the vertex is identi ed
w ith the corresponding vertex i eq. B 20), one gets

5 &N 2eN ¢
hy = ()T 1+ 16 2 3 Lp() 3 Le( )+
+288 1+ "= 18 2§ ; ® 28)
2 2 &N 26N ¢
& = FOT 1+ 5 7 Lu() 5 Le() ® 29)

For the scalar sector, the required correlators are m ost conveniently generated from
the e ective potential. W ith the Lagrangian m asses

2

2 2 2
mjy= +3 % m3= + ;
1
2 _ 2 2, 2 _ 2,
mr;=¢€ °; mf—§g§ ; ® 30)

the 1-doop (unresumm ed) contribution to the e ective potential n Landau gauge is

Vi()=GCmi)+Cmz)+ C o)+ Cr e); B 31)

where the C’s are from egs. (69{71) of [13]. From the term quartic nmasses i V; ( ),
one gets the superheavy contribution to the fourpoint scalar correlator at vanishing
momenta. Rede ning the ed according to eq. (B 24), the coupling constant 5 is
then

1
;5 = T ()+162 3+ 6 &€ 102 Lpo( )+
+ gy 2¢ Le()+28 ® 32)

The coe cient of =2 :nV; ( ) gives the 1-loop resul forthe scalarm ass squared. The
result is the term of order g on the rst Iine ofeq. @ 36).
For the 2-loop contrbution to the m ass squaredm%, one needs the 2-loop e ective
potentialV, ( ). In tem s ofegs. (81{93) of [13], the resulk is
1

Vo() = ? 2 3Dggsmimq;my) + Dggs mijmoim )

2 14
—€Dggy (mi;mo;mr) Zle Dgyv mi;me;me)

h LN,
g§ Depsmesme;mq)+ Dpps M e;m g;m5) ?e Drpy M e;me;mp)
h i

3Dgsmy;my)+ 2Dgsmy;mp) + 3Dgs mo;mz)

h i

€ Dgy mi;my)+ Doy fmo;my)

S N S i S

1 1
+§Ds(m1)+ 5DS(m2)+ EDv(mT)+DF(mf): B 33)
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W ih the abbreviations

1
F= P01 g5 ¥ Le() 4 L) gLe() ® 34)
& = T () 1+ 1612 3Ly() 2dL:() é@+2h2)+

+24 m2 4¢d h2 ; B 35)

the resul for the 3d m ass param eter is
1 1, 1

mi() = A+T D5+ o+ o
T 1, 2,
—e Nf 16+ 18Nf]I12 + — €
16 2 18 3
1

3T
2 46+ 8 3¢ 85 h—+c : B 36)

16 2

Here we have taken into acoount higher-order corrections on the last line, by replacing
the 4d coupling constants by the 3d ones which appear in the exact running ofm % ( )
Inside the superrenom alizable 3d theory.

Theparametersm 2 and , require the calculation of the superheavy contributions
on the A (A g)—and @ A A A )-correlatorsat vanishingm om enta. U sinhg egs. (96{101)
of f[3], the 1-oop 2-point correlator for the U (1)- eld is

h i
A? = &anan? NaA% Naf ® 37)
and using egs. (102{109) of [13], the fourpoint correlator is
h i
4) 4) 4) 4) 4)
Agyp = €  2NAgd+ 4N Aggs  NAgge + NeApppp - B 38)

Since there is no treeJdevel term corresponding to the correlators n egs. 8 371)-B 38),
the rede nition of elds in eq. B 25) produces tem s of higher order. The nalresulks

can then be read directly from egs. § 31)-B 38):

2m 2

5 eT
mp = @Ng+ Ng); B 39)
e'T
A = F(Ns N¢): B 40)

Apart from ferm onic contributions, the 2-loop result form 2 hasbeen given in 31].

Using egs. B 11)-fB_14), one sees that the quantities €, h;, 3, ~* and & are
Independent of to the order they are presented above. In other words, when the
running parameters € (), “( ), () and & ( ) are expressed in tem s of physical
param eters, the -dependence cancels in the 3d param eters. Note also that the bare
m ass param eter m% of the 3d theory is independent of , so that one may use an
Independent renom alization scale nside the 3d theory.
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B .3 Integration over the heavy scale

Consider now the param etric m agnitude of the couplings in eq. 8. 20). If we are
Interested in the study of the phase transition, we know this happens when m % () is
very small and we see from eg. (B 36) that the treeevel term and the 1-loop tem
have to cancel so asto kavem s &€T*. At the same tine themass of A, is of the
order ofeT . The action i eq. 8 20) can then be further sin pli ed by integrating out
the A - eld, leaving an action ofthe G-L form in eq. @J).

Ifwe proceed from the T T region to T T, eq. (B_36) in plies that also m 5
is of the order of eT and thus it should be Integrated out together with A,. The
resulting theory is very sin ple: firee electrodynam ics in 3d. This is the statam ent that
the m agnetic sector ofhot scalar ED is trivial.

For the case T T. when the action is the one In eg. 24), we denote the new
param eters by a bar. The relations of the old and the barred param eters have been
given in {12], and we include the resuls here just for com plkteness.

T he integration over the heavy scale proceeds In com plete analogy w ith integration
over the superheavy scake in Sec.B 2. Since there are no m om entum -dependent 1-doop
corrections to the ;—and A;—elds from theAy-eld, 3= 3 andA; = A, Sihce
A, and A ; do not interact, there are no 1-boop corrections to the ( 3)? @ 3%)*wvertex, so
that e3 = e3. The scalar selfcouplings get m odi ed, and at 1-doop order
1m0 e

1
; mi;=m} 4—h3mD: ® 41)

% 8 m D
To calculate the 2-doop corrections to the m ass param eter, we use again the e ective

potential. T he 2-loop contrdbution from the heavy scale to the e ective potential is
h

v 1 .
Vzheay():§h3DLs(m1)+DLs(m2) 1’§2DLLS(IT11); B 42)

where the D 'sare from egs. (119{122) of EL-S]. The m ass param eterm%( ) is then

1 1 1 1
2 = S+ T = 5+ &€+ — —h
m3() 33V ST % g e
T2 1, 2
—e” N¢ 16+ 18th2 + — €
16 2 18 3
1 3T 1
+ 26 In +ct =
16 2 2m p 2
1 3T
T 44+ 8 65 85 m—+c; ® 43)

where we used eq. 8 36) and included higher order corrections on the last line, by
replacing the couplings w ith those of the e ective theory.
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U sing the results of this section form 5 ( ) and 3 and adding the running param eters
from Sec.B J,the nalparam etersy and x ofthe G -L action in eq. £ 2) are com pletely
xed In tem s of the physical quantities €?, the tem perature T, and the physical pole
massesmy ;my and m at zero tem perature. W e do not w rite out the expressions

explicitly. For illustration, let us show the nal expression for ~* from egs. B 19),
8.34):

m 2 e my e my ecF
~Ao= B gy 2@ 2H)h— 48 n—2

2 16 2 4 T
3p§ 6 t

3¥ mh+ 7 —= h?® 5+— 4€ht+ 4% §&—
2 h? h?

+h4 4H+12L h)+ 2t 1 4iL(h—t) ® 44)

2h2 ' h2 ' . |
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